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ABSTRACT

The Chicago Safe School Study was undertaken at the request of the

General 3uperintendent of Schools, and supported by Grant Number NIE-G-
79-0048 of the National Institute of Education, Department of Health,
Education, and Welfare. The study began in the summer of 1979 and data
collection was completed in the summer 6£ 1980. Analysis of tthe data was

completed in the Spring of 1981. \\\\

The Chicago study was modeled after the Wagignal Safe School Study
done by the National Institute of Education and coﬁp{:ted in 1978, Modi-
fications in the model were made on: the basis of part cglar needs and
inter=sts of the local schoo% districst. 3Basically, the study iz a victimi- .
zation survey of students and teachers in the school system, Respondents 2
were asked to describe in detail specific incidengs of crime where they ‘
were the victims.

Based on survey results, it is estimated that about 62,500 students
(25%) in grades 7 through 12 have something stolen from them in a ;%of
month period. It is also estimated that about 8250 students are physiéa}ly
attacked (3.3%) and 6250 students are robbed (2.5%) in these same grade
levels in a two-month period. It is further estimated that 6750 teachers
(27%) have something stolen from them; 443 teachers (1.773%) are physically
attacked; and 100 teachers are robbed (0.4%) in a two-month period. These
estimates are projections from a sample of 12;882 students out of a popu- N
lation of approximately 250,.000.- and a sample of 1413 teachers out cof a .
population of 24,000 classroom teachers. .

In spite of these large rates of Qictimization, in comparing the
Chicago schools with other large urban school systems, the Chicago victimi-
zation rates for poth égu&ents and teachers are below national averages
for cities uver 250,000 population as determined by the 1978 NIL study.

The Chicago survey also determined that (a) many students bring some

forr of weapon to school for self-protection at least part of the time,

(b) many students avoié certain places in and around the school, and cer-
- tain places on the way to or from school because of fear, and (c) the

presence of street gangs and the fear of personal safety because of their

v presence is felt throughout the entire school system.
Students, teachers, and principals who were respondents in the sur-

vey all recommend a firm and consistent disciplinary policy more often
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than anything else as the best way to deal with the problems of crime and
violence in the Chicago schools. These recommendations are consistent with
those made by students and teachers in the NIE national study.

With rare exceptions, the findings of the Chicago survey are not in-
consistent with national findings, especially as the national finding;

have to do with large urban school systems.
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‘ OVERVIEW AND HIGHLIGHTS
OF THE FINDINGS

Growing public concern about crime in the schools in the early
1970's culminated in hearings of the Senate Subcommittee to Investigate
Juvenile Delinquency and the House Committee on Elementary, Secondary,
and Vocational Education. As a result of these hearings, a number ;f
national studies were undertaken to fill the information gap regarding
school crime and violence

The study of school-relateé crime is relatively new, and nationally
aggregated data have only been available for the last few years. Crime

«

data is usually generated as a by-product of the administration of crimi-

" nal justice agencies, the most obvious example being the Uniform Crime

Reports of the Federal Bureau of Investigation. School systems have
generally handled all but the most serious incidents internélly, and

the majority of incideﬁts\which may be classified as crime have not

aven been brought to the attention of the police. Officially collected
crime statistics, whether from the police, juvenile courts, or the
schools, have not shed much light on the problem of school-related crime

since the information has not been readily available and the informa-

tion available has not come even close to assaying the problemn.

For these and other reasons, most of the data collected in recent
years have come from survey ressarch-—the use of interviews and guestion-
: . .
naires--and the source of information has been the victims--students
and teachers. The most significant of these survey studies with respect
to schools was the survey c¢onducted by thé National Institute of Educa-

-

tion (NIE) in 1976-77. This survey involved over 30,000 students in

Q4




) 642 public high schools. According to this study the risk of personal
. . violence for both student and teacher is greatest f: large urban school
systems, and steadily decreases as one moves to suburbs, small tcwns,

~ and finally to rural areas. This finding is not surprising, since all ”

{
measures of grime which we have, ranging from the Uniform Crime Report§
to national victimization survey data obtained in National Crime Sur-
veys (Law Enforcement Assistance Administration and the U.S. Bureéu of
the Census) indicate that serious crime occurs much more frequently in
large urban areas.

In 1979 the Chicago Board of Education decided to ccpduct a study
of school-related crime¢ and violence--modeled largely after the NIE
national survey--within the schools of Chicago. The Chicago stud? was
not undertaken without t£epidation. The NIE study showed that school-
related crime rates were often three to four times higher than the
national average in large metropolitan school systems, and it was ex-
pected that victimization rates in Chicago schools would prove to be
both shocking and embarrassing. Such did not prove to be the case.
While Chicago victimization rates were in some cases higher than the
national averages, they were substantially lower than the rates for
large urban school systems nationally, as determined in\the NIE study.

A major finding of the Chicago study was that, in comparison with the

victimization rates foq’other large urban systems, Chicago rates were

lower.

Since we do not have data from a prior victimization study of the

ESA)

Cchicago schools, we have no comparison data and cannot state that school-
related crime and viol<.ace has gone down. All we can say is that in com-

paring 1977°data for large urban school systems nationally, with 1230

. ERIC ‘ , 45 )
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data f?om the Chicago study, we find less c?ime being reported by stu-
dents and teachers than éould have been expected if the 1977 national
data were relied upon. L

Cne explanation for the lower rates in Chicago may be simply that

the Chicago survey was done about three years after the national study.

The NIE national study report stated that school-related crime appeared

+

to have leveled off, and was decreasing. Perhaps the Chicago data is
confirmation of the NIE prediction. Another explanation for the lower
- »

rates in Chicago may have <o do with the different populations sampled

{small samples in a large number of urban school systems versus a large

sample in one uxban school system) and the Aifferent ways in which the
two studies were conducted.

Other than the victimizatlion rates, the Chicago study findings are
very similar to those of\the national study. Throughout this report we

will compare the £findings of the two studies and show striking similara-

ties. These similarities add to the validity of the findings for both

Py

studies.

) CONCEPTUAL FRAMEWORK .
The Chicago study was designed to provide guidance for tae develop-
ment of policy and program initiatives formulated to réduce crime and
violence directed against the person. The Chicago syséem has an adequate
approach to the prevention, monitoring, and evaluation of crimes against
school property, but, like most school systems, it finds it difficul:i to -
obtain an adequate picture of the extent and nature of crimes against

persons. The Chicago study was desagned not only to provide information

about the frequency of such incaidents, but also to answer the following

LRIC
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guestions concerning the incidents:
* Who are the victims? -
* Who are the offénders?
* What is the extent of injury involved? -
: * To what extent are weapons used?
* WWhen are the incidents occurring?
* Wheie are the incidents occurring?
* What proportion of the incidents is reported? :
* What are the perceptions and feelings of students
and teachers regarding crime and violence in and

around the school?

To some extent the Chicago victimization survey has found answers

to all of these questions.

Measures of School Crime and Violence
To measure school-related crime and violence, information was col-
lected about four types of crimes: theft, assault, robbery, and rape.

There were too few valid cases of rape reported for analysis or mean-

- £
ingful comment. Thus, all of the information abort specific incidents

- in this report deals with three types of crimes: theft, assault, and

N rolkbery.
N,
-

. The survey was conducted during:the months of March, aApril and

Q May, and the first week of June, 1980. \Respondents were given question-

]

naires which asked them, among other tﬂings, to describe in detail any
i

incident of theft, assault, robbery, or rape in which they were victims

in the last two months. Successive waves of students and tcachers were
- given the questionnaire each week during the survey period. With a two-

~

month recall period, the survey measured incidents over a 5 month period.

by I
2
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The study should shed some light on little known facets of

school-related crime as it affects the Chicago schools. Some of the

-

information is system-specific and may not prove useful to other school

systems, except as a model for analysis. This is another way of saying
that the findings, or portions of it, may not be generalizable to
other large school systems which have their own set of unigue problems.
Of interest to administrators of other school systems may be Volume

II of the report, which conceras the nethodology of the study, and a

third document entitled Conducting a Victimization Study in Your

School. Both may be obtained by writing to the Center for Urban Educa-

tion, 160 West Wendell, Chicago, Illinois 60610.

The information presented here is based on sample data. Estima-
tions an§ projections from a sample always contain some error. In addi-
tion to possible error found in any survey sample, it must be kept in
mind that the present survey concerns crime, and estimates of crime,
regardless of the measurement approach, are eépecially difficult to
make with confidence. Finally, the student respondents are individuals
between the ages of 12 and 18.years for the most part. The age of
many of the respondents, especially students in the lower gradeé,\intro— . \
duces another errcr source. While the questionnaire was constructed
with the youthfdlness of some of the resvondents in mind, it cannot be
assumed that all of the students understood all of the questions or
that the incidents reported by students would in all cases be ordinarily
regarded as reportable crimes.

In this overview section of the report the major findings concern-

ing incidents of theft, assault and robbery are reported as well as a

brief comparison of the Chicago data with national data. The national

28




data are taken primarily from a National Institute of Education report

entitled Violent Schools -~ Safe Schools: The Safe School Study Report

to the Congress which was published in 1978. For details of the Chicago

. study, readers are referred to the Introduction and subsequent chap-
ters of volume I of the report. In the next several pages we have at~
tempted to summgiize a large ayqugp‘of }pf?E@§§%9pror guick perusal.
This overview, therefore, contains only the barest highlights of the

findings.

2’“
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HIGHLIGHTS OF THE FINDINGS

Students and Teachers as Victims of THEFT...... Theft of personal property
is an every&ay occurrence in‘almost all of the schools, although the
vast majority of such incidents involve loss of such items as pencils,
notepooks, and other kinds of school supplies and books. Among the
major findings regarding theft are the following:

* About 24 out of every hundred students in grades 7 through 12 re-
port having something worth more than one dollar stolen from them in a

two-month period.

Proportion of
students reporting
theft (24%)

* about 27 out of every 100 classroom teachers report having some-
thing stolen from them in a two-month period
Proportion of

students reporting
theft (27%)




1 * The likelihood of a student becoming a victim of theft is a func-
tion of age in grades 7 through 12. Students who are 12 to 13 years of
age are almost twice as likely to report a theft as students 16 years

of age or older. CT

PERCENT OF STUDENTS REPORTING THEFT BY AGE OF VICTIM

121013 *
year olds 39.4%
141015 '
year olds 28.4%
161017
year olds 22.5%
18 orolder § . 22.5% / Y
\
R R | | | | ]
0 10 20 30 40
N Rate per 100 students
“\ (based on proportional age group In sample)

" * The likelihood of a student becoming a victim of theft is related
to race (in grades 7 through 12). While American Indian students repre-

sent the smallest racial minority identified in the survey, as a pro-

. portion of their race in the sample, these students report the most in-
| cidents of theft, followed by blacks, whites, Hispanics and Asians

\
|

in that order.




PERCENT OF STUDENTS REPORTING THEFT, BY RACE

American indian ' 34.0%

Black 32.0% |

White - 27.0%

Hispanic 25.0%

-Asian ) 20.0%
Y I T Y N N N N
0 0 20 30 40

Rate per 100 Students

(based on proportion of race In sample)

* The classroom is the most likely place for theft to occur, regard-
less of, the sex, age, or race of the victim, and regardless of whether

the victim is a student or a teacher.

PERCENT OF THEFT WHICH OCCURS IN CLASSROOM

Students - “39%

Teachers 79%

Ll ] ! l | I I l l |
0

20 . 40 60 - 80 100
Percent of Reported Theft ‘




* Over one-third of theft from students and two-thirds of theft

from teachers involve the loss of school bcoks and supplies.

PERCENT OF THEFT INVOLVING BOOKS OR SCHOOL SUPPLIES

Students 35.5%
Teachers |- 56% - \
L l L _ l
0 15 30 45 60
Percent of Reported Theft

* For both students and teachers, a large proportion of the thefts

involve losses of less than five dollars in replacement cost.

PERCENT OF THEFT INVOLVING LOSS OF LESS THAN FIVE DOLLARS

Students T o as%

Teachers - ’ 58%

L | [ | |

0 1% 30 . 43 80 -
Percent of Reported Theft '




Students and Teachers as Victims of ASSAULT...... a large proportion of
both students. and teachers report being physically attacked in a two-
month period, with an even larger proportion reporting attempted or
threatened assaults. Among the major findings about assault are the
following:

* Just over 3 out of every 100 students in gfades 7 through 12 re-
vort being physically attacked in a two-month period, either in the

school environment or on the way to or from school.

Proportion of students
reporting an assault
(3.3%)

* About 8.6 percent of the students report an attempt being made to

i . . i, i
attack them in a two-month period, either in the school environment or

-

on the way to or from school.

Proportion of students
reporting an attempted
assault (8.6%)




* Almost 2 out of every 100 teachers report being physically attacked

in the school in a two-month period

Proportion of teachers
reporting an assault
Q1.77%)

* About 9 out of every 100 teachers report being threatened with an

assault or an attempt being made to assault thexgn the school in a

two-month period.

Proportion of teachers
reporting an aftempted
assault (9%)




* The likelihood of assault is greatestfor 12 and 13 year old stu-
'dents and steadily decreases with age (18 year olds are victims of ~an

assault about one-fourth as often as 12 to 13 year olds)

RATE OF STUDENT ASSAULT BY AGE LEVEL

- — - 1213 years L17%
P
R ‘\x\e///l
14-15 years L1%
16-17 years 0.56%

1Byearsoroider§ 0.26%

I I A TR N R
0 0.2 0.4 0.8 0.8 1.0 1.2 1.4 1.8

Rate per 100 Students
. (based on proportion of age group in sample)




* Male students are almost twice as likely to become victims of an

assault as are female students

i
!

PERCENT OF TOTAL REPORTED ASSAULTS, BY SEX

Male students 69%

Femnale students 3% ¢

I O N AN N NN AU A
0 20 40 . 60 80
Percent of Totai Assaulls

* As a proportion of the sample, male teachers are more likely to re-

port an assault than female teachers, even though there are far more fe-

male teachers in the system than males.

Proportions of
teachers reporting
an assault bY sex

: of victim

females
40%

R e




* The likelihood of assault on students is linked to race.
American Indian students experience the highest victimization, fol-

lowed by Asians, blacks, Hispanics, and whites, in that order.

RATE OF ASSAULT BY RACE
American Indian 8.4%
Black 4.1%
White ) 3.7%
Hispanic 3.4% B
Asian 2.4%
{ | 1 | 1 | | | I
0 2 4 8 8 10 .

o Rate per 100 Studenis i




* pbout 4 in 10 assaults on students take place off school property,

#~
usually while on the way to or from school.
WHERE ASSAULTS ON STUDENTS TAKE PLACE )
In school '37.4%
Outside of
building 23.0%
Off school 40.5%
properfy :
I N N l L1 u L L
0] 10 20 - 30 40 50

ercent of Reported Assauits

* Over half the assaults on students take place before or after re-

gular school hours.

Proportion of assaulfs
which DO NOT Take
place during reguiar

\-\\) 53 school hours




* In about half of the assaults on students the victim report

being injured.

Proportion of student
assaults in which an
Injury was reported
(53%)

* In about half of the assaults on teachers, the victim report N

being injured.

Proportion of assaults
on teachers In which an
Injury was reported
(50%)




* In about half of the assaults on students, the attackers were prob-

3

ably ocher students at the school.

-

-

Proportion of student
assaulits where the

aftackers were probably .
students

(50%) . -

* In about 9 out of 10 assaults on students the attacker was of the

same sex as the victim.

Proportion of student
assauits in which the
atlackerwas of a
different sex than
A\ the victim (9.1%)




* Over half of the assaults on students involved attackers who

were older than the victim.

AGE OF THE ATTACKER

Younger §7.3%

About éame age 38.6%

Older : 54.1%

] I l I l l
O 10 20 30 40 50 60

Parcent of Total As:sauus

* In 7 out of 10 assaults on students, the attackers were of the

same race as the victim.

Proportion of student
assaults in which the
attackerwas of a

* different race
(30.8%)

12 42




* In about 2 out of 3 assaults on students,no weapon was involved.

Proportion of student -
assaults where weapon
was used (33.7%)

{

tified as students at the school.

§
A

Non-students

* In over 3 out of 4 assaults on teachers, the attackers were iden-
|
|

Students

45

20




Students and Teachers as Victims of ROBBERY....... Just over 2 out of every
100 students reported being robbed and an even larger proportion report-
ed that an attempt was made to rob them in altwo month period, although

a portion of these incidents were cases of extortion of money from ycung-
er students by older students. Less than 1 in 200 teachers reported a

robbery. Among the major findings regarding robbery are the following:

* Approximately 2.5 percent of students in grades 7 through 12 report

being robbed in a two month period.

Proportion of students
reporting a robbery
(2.5%)

*papproximately 1 out of 200 classroom teachers report being robbed

in a two month period.

Proportion of teachers
reporting g robbery
(0.4%)

21 4y
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* Male students are almost twice as likely to report being robked

as are female students

* The likelihood of a student

year olds and steadily decreases with age (18 year olds report being

Proportions of male
and female students
reporting-a robbery

being robbed is. greatest for 12 and 13

robbed only one~fourth as often as 12 to 13 year olds).

PERCENT OF STUDENTS ROBBED BY AGE LEVEL

1213 ysars 8.3%
14-15 years 5.1%
16-17 years 3.4%
18 or older 1.8%
L | I l | ! I
0 6 8 10
) Rate per 100 Students
45



* In school, the most likely place for a student to be robbed

is in the classroom.

STUDENT ROBBERY BY PLACE OF OCCURRENCE
Place In the School

Classroom 22.1%
Halls/Stalrs 9.6%
Playground 9.5%
L 4
Washroom 8.6%
Lunchroom. 4.2%
| | L |
10 15 20

* Outside of school, about equal numbers of robberies take place

on school grounds and while on the way to or from séhool.

In School 42%
On School Grounds
Outslde of Bullding 30%
Oft School
Grounds 28%
H
| l | I | l
10 20 30 40




* Less than half of student robberies take place inside the school.

: Place of Occurrence )
In School 421% s
o] |
- O brosory | L
L ! | ! | i l l | [
0 10 20 30 40 50

Parcent of Reported Robbery

* In 2 out of 3 cases of student robbery, the victim and the offen-

der are of the same sex.

STUDENT ROBBERY: SEX OF VIGTIM AND OFFENDER

Same Sex 87.3%

Ditterant Sex 32.7%

l | | | | l | |
0O 10 20 30 40 5 60 70

Percent of Reported Robberies T i
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* ‘Over half of the student robberies took place either before or

after regular school hours

ROBBERY OF STUDENTS BY TIME OF OCCURRENCE

During Regular
School Hours 46.3%

Betore or After .
- - ‘School Hours: Pmom s s - o oo tqg,‘l%; L - - ToT e T

L l l l [ 1 A
0 10 20 30 40 50 60
Percent of Reported Robberies

/" N

* In over half the cases of student robbery, no weapon was involved.

No Weapon
Used
60%

25 48




* In 1 out of 5 cases of student robbery, the victim reported an
injury.

Proportlon of Studsnts
Reporting an injury
20%

r

* In more than half the cases of student robbery, the victim was

L

robbed by more than one offender.

t .
| :
-

. ®

ROBBERY OF STUDENTS BY NUMBER OF OFFENDERS INVOLVED

One Offender o )0%
Two Offenders 25.4%
7 _
Three Offenders 14.6% i
More than Three | - 20%
| I l I I l | | l
0 10 20 30 40

Psrcent of Reported Robbaries
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A
* In 4 out of 10 cases of student robbery, the offender was probably

another student at the school.

) v Proportion of Robberles of
Students where Offender was

probably another Student

Non-Student
80%

* The likelihood of being robbed is related to race. As with theft
.~ and assault, American Indian students have the highest victimization

rate, followed by black, white, hispanic and asian students, in that

order.
PERCENT OF STUDENTS ROBBED BY RACE
American Indian 3.4%
Black - 3.1%
i White 2.6%
Hispanle 2.5%
Aslan 20%],

) l | ! l [ l | l ! | l
0 1 2 3 4 5
Rate per 100 Students

Ci
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* In over half the cases of student robbeg the offenders were

%

- older than the victim.

ROBBERY OF STUDENTS BY AGE OF OFFENDERS

Younger § 9.9%

About Same Age 32%

Older 58.1%

I 1 I l l 1
0 10 20 30 40 50 60

Percent of Reported Robberles

* In over half the cases of student robbery, the offender and the

victim were of the same race.

ROBBERY OF STUDENTS BY RACE OF OFFENDER

Same Race as Victim 68.5%

Different Racs A% -

| | l | I l l
0O 10 20 30 40 30 60 70

Percent of Reported Robberies
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COMPARISON OF CHICAGO STUDY DATA
WITH NATIONAL DATA

THEFT'TO"IS?UGGH'S.... Theft from students is a common occurrence in

the nation's schools. An estimated 24 out of 100 Chicago school stu-
dents in grades 7 through 12 have something stolen from them worth
more than one dollar in a two-month period. According to the national
(NIE) datasabout 11 out of 100 secondary school students (junior and
senior high school) have something worth more than one dollar stolen
from them in a one-month period (or 22 percent in a two-month period).
The 22 percent rate is based on student interview information. If the
information obtained from student questionnaires is used, 36 out of 100
students Ehroughout the country experience theft in a two~month period.
If only data from metro cities (over 250,000 population) is used,

about ".alf of secondary school students are victims of theft in a two-
month period. This information is illustrated on the next page.

: Reported theft by Chicago students using questionnairce data is
lower than theft reported nationally by students who filled out similar
questionnaires. Repor;ed theft by Chicago students is significantly
lower than theft reported by students in metro cities. The National
Institute of Education also obtained information on thefts from students
using interviews, and the theft rate for students nationally, according
to interview data is slightly lower than the reported Chicago rate
based on questionnaire data. In its report to the Congress, NIE chose
to use interview data in reporting student victimization rates for éheft,

assault, and robbery, because they felt the rates obtained from gques-

tionnaires were too high.

29
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INCIDENCE OF THEFT FROM STUDENTS IN A TWO MONTH PERIOD:
A COMPARISON OF CHICAGO AND NATIONAL DATA

Chicago Study §SQ 24% .'
NIE Metro Cities §SQ ' 50% '
NIE Nationa! } SQ 36%
~ NIE National § S 25| .

L | [ l |
0 10 2 30 40 %0

Percent Reporting Theft

SD=Student Questionnaire Y

SI=Student Interview

ASSAULT Upon Students. . . Approximately 3 out of 100 (3.3%) of Chicago

students in grades 7 through 12 reported being physically atta ked

/

rom school.

either in school or on school grounds, or on the way to o

b
o

o

in a two month period. Since over 1 in 3 of the reportefd assaults took
place outside of the school environment, primarily while\on the way to .-

or from school, the actuial student assault rate in the school environ-

ment is about 2 out of 100 students (2.1%). According to the national )

(NIE) study, about 1.3 ;_Sercent of secondary school students nationally -
reported being attacked at school in a typical month or 2.6 percent in

a two-month period. The NIE rate is based on student interviews. If the

national rate of student assault is based on information obtained from

3090




guestionnaires, about 4.3 percent of secondary school students report
) *

such attacks. If Questionnaire data from metro cities is used, about-

11 percent of students nationally, who attend large urban schools, are

attacked in a two-month period.‘This information is illustrated

below,

' INGIDENCE OF ASSAULT ON STUDENTS IN A TWO MONTH PERIOD: '
* A COMPARISON OF CHICAGO AND NATIONAL DATA . . =

Chicago Study §SQ 2.1% ; . . 23

NIE Metro Clties § SQ ‘ 11%

NIE Natlonal §SQ 4.3%

NIE National s "2.6%

- H
l | l | | l
¢ 2 4 8 8 10 12 ¢

Percent Reporting Assault

Sp=Student Questionnaire

5I=Student Interview




ROBBERY of Students. .. approximately 25 percent of student in grades

7 through 12 in the Chicago schools reported being robbed during a two-
month period. The national (NIE) study found that about one half of

one percent of secondary school students across the nation are robbed
during a one-month period, or 1 percent in a two-month period. This
student robbery rate is based on information from interviews. If infor-
mation obtained from questionnaires.is used, about 4.5 percent of stu-
dents in secondary schools nationwide reported being robbed in the

same time period. If questionnaire data is used to co;npute robbery rates
only for metro cities, ab_c>B§,_lCLpercent of students reported‘being rob-

bed. This informaticn is illustrated below.

INCIDENCE OF ROBBERY FROM STUDENTS IN A TWO MONTH PERIOD:
A COMPARISON OF CHICAGO AND KATIONAL DATA

Chicago Study |SQ 2.5%

- NIE Metro Cities fSQ 10%

NIE National §SQ 4.5%

NIE National §St 1%

t l ! | ! l
0 2 4 -8 8 10
Percent Reporting Robbery

So=Student Suestionnalre

SI=3tudent Interviaw

i
(W]
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THEFT from Teachers. .. .Chicago school teachers reported having some-
thing s*olen from them at a slightly higher rate than Chicado students.
About 27 out of 100 teachers (26.8%) reported having something stolen
from them in a two-month period. Nationally, according to the NIE study,
about 12 percent of secondary school teachers reported theft in a one-
month period, or 24 percent over two months. Also, the NIE study re-
ported that teachers have higher risks of becoming victims of theft in

larger cities. This information is illustrated below.

THEFT FROM TEACHERS IN A TWO MONTH PERIOD:
A COMPARISON OF CHICAGO AND NATIONAL DATA

=
Chicago Study 27%
NIE Metro Citles % not known
%
NIE National 24%
L I l | [ | | 1
10 20 30 40 1
Percent Reporting Theft

All data from uestionnaires
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teachers reported being victims of an assault in a two-month period.

v

The NIE national study found that about one-half of one percent of

-

ASSAULT Upon Teachers. . .approximately 2 out of 100 (1.77%) Chicago
I

secondary school teachers across the country are physically attacked
in school in a one-month period, or 1 percent in two months. The NIE
study also found that assaults upon teachers increase with the size

of the community, being highest for large metro cities. This informa-

ASSAULTS ON TEACHERS IN A TWO MONTH PERIOD:
A COMPARISON OF CHICAGO AND NATIONAL DATA

|
tion is illustrated below. ‘

Chicago Study 1.8%
. NiE Metro Cities 3.6%
NIE Nationai 1.0%
{ ! ! l | | l | |
0 1 2 3 4
Percent Reporting Assault

All data from Juestionnaires




ROBBERY of Teachers... a little less than one-half of one percent of
Chicago teachexs (0.4%) reporﬁed being robbed in school during a two-
month period. Nationally, the NIE study found that a little more than
. one-half of one percent of secondary school teachers nationwide were
victims of a robbery in a one-month period, or just over 1 percent in
a two-month period. Once again, the NIE study found that robbery rates
for teachers are a function of the size of the community, with the
highest rates in large urban areas and the lowest rates in rural areas.

This information is illustrated below.

ROBBERY OF TEACHERS IN A TWO MONTH PERIOD:
A COMPARISON OF CHICAGO AND NATIONAL DATA

Chicago Study 0.4%
NIE Large Citles 1.3%
NIE Small Cities ‘0.6%7
NIE Rural Are;xs 0.5%
L l [ l |
0 05 1.0 1.5 2.0

Percent Reporting Robbery
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RECOMMENDATIONS

The Recommendations of STUDENTS...
Students involved in the survey were asked@ to make recommendations
in response to the question, "What can be done to reduce school-relat-

ed crime and violence?" Regardless of grade level, the most frequent

student responses had to do with more supexrvisicn and strict discipline.

This included strict enforcement of rules and regulations, increased
use of suspension, expulsion, and prosecution, and the placement of
"troublemakers" in special classes or special schools.
The Recommendations of TEACHERS...

Teachers involved in the survey, whether teaching in elementary

or high school, also recommended stricter discipline and firmness as

the best response to school-related crime and violence. The teachers
were more likely to criticize both the school system and the criminal

justice system than were the students.

The Recommendations of PRINCIPALS...

Principals involved in the survey were in agreement with students
and teachers in stressing strict discipline and rdle enforcement. The
principals frequently emphasized the importance of strong support and
a clear cut discipline policy from the Board of Education. A large
percentage of the principals recommended more autonomy for principals
with respect to disciplinary actions, coupled with firmer support from
the Board of Education and the central ofifice.

The Recommendations Chapter. ..
Chapter VII of the Chicago Safe School Study report is concerned

witn the recommendations of students, te€achers, and principals, as well

as recommendations from the Safe School Study Citizens Advisory Commit-

oY
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tee, and the principal investigator. Interested readers are referred

to this section of the report.

SUMMARY \ '

The Chicago Safe School Study report summarizes the salient f£ind-

ings of a crime victimization study involving students and teachers.

It focuses on personal crimes such as theft, assault, and robbery

which take place in and around the school. Students in grades 7 through
12, and teachers at all grade levels are victims of personal theft with
great frequency. Based on the survey it is estimated that about 62,000
students and 6700 teachers have something stolen from them in a two-
month period. It is also estimated that about 8200 students and 440
teachers are physically attacked in a two-month period, and that about
6200 students and 100 teachers are robbed in a two-month period.

There is a subjective dimension to school-related crime--fear aﬁd
anxiety. Almost 3 out of 100 students say they are concerned with their
personal safety all of the time, and 9 out of 100 students say that
they rarely or never feel safe in school. Based on student responses,
it appears that street gangs contribute substantially to §tudent fears.

With some exceptions the younger the student the more likely he
or she is to report both victimization and fear of being victimized.
Both males and females experience theft with equal frequency, but males

are much more likely to report being physically attacked or robbed.

Race is also a factor. American Indian students report the most victim-
ization and the most fear of being victimized. Black students are more
likely to report being robbed than white or hispanic students, but

Asian and Hispanic students are more likely to report being assaulted
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than black or white students. Other factors wnich influence the like-
lihood of victimization are the time the student has been attending

the school, the size of the school, and the location of the school.
\

\
Mgst major urban school systems find crime to be a problem. But

by

AN
*
in compa&%ng 1980 student victimization rates with 1976-77 rates as

determinea by a national survey, Chicago students appear to be victims
of crime less often than students in other large urban school systems.
Any crime in our schools is "too much" crime. The incident rates
obtained from this study should send a clear signal to the community
and to policymakers. A safe and secure environment is a prereguisite

\
to learning, and cannot be dism;gsed as a side issue or a minor prob-

lem when it involves such Iérge numbers of students and teachers.
P
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INTRODUCTION AND METHODOLOGY

In recent years public attention has been focused on crime and
violence in schools. Parents, teachers, students, and school adminis-
trators have all voiced concern. The human, social, and economic costs
are enormous, and most of these costs can only be estimated. People
who deal with students are not the only ones who have become aware of
the problem. The media has focused considerable attention on school
crime and violente in the past decade, as have state legislatures and
the U.S. Congress.

A requirement for learning is an environment conducive to learnfng.
It must be one in which student; and teachers feel comfortable and an-

xiety-free. It is extremely difficult to learn in an atmosphere of fear.

¥

Though distributed throughout the nation, problems of school crime
and violence are especially serious in urban school systems. The Chi-
cago schocl system is ;ne of Ehe largest in the nation, consisting of
over 600 schools, 24,000 classroom teachers, and 450,000 %tudents. In
one recent year, there were over 1000 officially reported assaults on
teachers in the Chicago system, and research by the Institute of Juvenile
Researcﬁ of the Illinois Department of Mental Health determined that
about two-thirds of the Chicago school-age population had something
stolen from them at least once in a school ye:atr.l

According to a national victimization stgdy of students and teach-
ers, school crime and vinlence increased dramatically in the 1960's,
leveled off in the early l970's> and appeared to have declined in the

late l970's.2 The first national assessment of the problem was done

by the National Institute of Education (NIE) in 1976-~77. At that

62
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time it was said that school crime and violence in the nation had,
assumed alm#st crisis proportion, with the most serious problem ap-
pearing in large urban areas. Chicago cannot be viewed as typical?of
large urban cities with respect to levels of school crime, but if it
could, the amount of such activity, as represented by theft, assault,
and robbery, has decreased in urban schools between the time of the
1977 NIE survey and the Chicago survey, since Chicago figures in 1980
are lower than NIE 1977 figures for large urban systems.

Varioﬁs forms of student misbehavior, disruption, and delinguency
have always been a part of the American school environment. In the
last few decades however, the form of student antisocial behavior has
been altered. It seems to invoive a qﬁantum jump from minor vandalism,
schoolboy fights, and simple theft, to incidents of a more serious
nature, including aggravated'assault, armed robbery, rape, and even.
murder. This drastic alteration in the form and seriousness of crimev
and violence in the schools did not pass unnoticed. ﬁbng before the
attention of the media and our political representatives focused on the
issue of school crime, school administrators, especially in urban areas,
began to address the problem in a number of ways, from requests for
armed and quEEiﬁéa guards and police to locking entrances and using
various entry control devices.

Prior to the 1970's most of the information available concerning
school-related érime was in one of two forms: (a) official records of
school;, police, and juvenile courts, or (b) assessments based on the
;gfﬁidg experience of teachers and school administrators. With res-

pect to students as victims of crime, all of these sources are unre-

liable, since the vast majority of crimes in which young persons are

™y
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involved as victims, are never xeported.

The Ninety-third Congress, as part of the édupational amendments
of 1974 (Public. law 93-380) mandated a study to determine the extent
and seriousness of school-related crime in tne U.S., and in response
to the mandate tﬁe National Institute of Education (NIE) conducted a
National Safe School Study which was published in 1978 under the

title Violent Schools - Safe Schools: The Safe School Study Report to

the Congress. This study remains today, the largest survey ever conduc-

ted regarding students and teachers as victims of crime.3

In 1977, the Superintendent of the Chicago Board of Education
selected a staff person to begin a long range assessment of the require-
ments for a major attack on the problems of school safety and security.
In 1978, a working paper was developed calling for a two stage project.
Since it was evident that there was a lot going on "out there" in the
system that decision-makers did not know about, it was decided that the
first step should involve the building of an adequate data base for
decision making. To create this data base, and kno&ing the small pro-
portion of crime and violence which actually become a part of official
school or police statistics, it was decided that the best approach
would be to conduct a victimization study. In this way, the principal
targets of school-related crime and violence--students and teachers--
could be asked about their own experiences, feelings, and perceptions.

Under a 1979 grant from NIE, the Chicago Board of Education began
its own victimization study of students in grades 7 through 12 of the .
Chicago public schools. Teachers and administrators were also involved
in the Chicago study. Using questionnaires modeled after those used by

NIE, but altered to £it local school system needs, the Chicago Safe

6«
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School Study involved a sample of 12882 of the 240,000 students in grades
7 through 12, 1413 of the 24,000 classrcom teachers in all grades, and 94
. of the approximately 600 principals. Follow-up interviews were conducteél

with 600 students who received questionnaires, and a follow-up questicn-
{ , /

naire was given to 250 studen%s who were absent at the time the question-
naire was administered to their classroom. The originally drawn samples
included 15,000 students, 2,000 teachers, and 100 principals. The differ-
ence between the originally drawn samples and the actual samples are ac-
counted for by respondents who did not return mailed instruments (in the
case of teachers and principals) and by students who declined to £ill out
the questionnaire, or who failed to answer key questions, or who broQided

answers outside of certain range and consistency checks.

CONCEPTUAL FRAMEWORK

The survey was developed as part of a broadly conceived effort to
create a safer environment within the chicago schools. This effort would
be two-staged. In the first, the frequency and seriousness of the problem
would be assessed and the information obtained used to develop policy and
program efforts. In the second, pilot programs would be implemented at
selected schools.

The survey was primarily a victimization study .of personal crime,
and the information would be collected directly from the victim popula-
tion~-students and teachers.

Four types of incidents would be examined in the victimization study:

: theft, assault, robbery, and rape. These incidents or offenses are all

directed against the person (respondents in the study). Offenses direct-

ed against the school itself, such as vandalism, des*riction of proper:y,

and school burglary, would not be of Jdirect concern to survey staif

O
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because (a) these incidents are accurately recorded by the school

system, involving as they do dollar losses, {(b) it would not be pos-
sible to include an adeguate set of questions concerning these in-
cidents on the questionnaire and still be able to collect the infor-
mation during one classroom period, and (c) students and teachers were
unlikely to know about a great deal of these incidents, even if they
knew about isolated ones. The largest target group in the survey, the
students, would not be able to add much in the way of new information
about such incidents unless the questionnaire asked them if they had
been responsible for such incidents. The survey would then involve
student responses about self-reported acts of delinguency, which was
to be avoided as too threatening to respondents. Student hesitancy
about answering questions concerning their own delinquency might carry
over to questions about victimization and introduce additional problems
of errox.
KESPONDENTS AS RAPE VICTIMS

According to all measures of crime, from police reports to victim-
1zation studies, the crime of rape occurs far less frequently than other
crimes of personal violence, such as assault and robbery. Furthermore,
according to the National Crime Survey data, only about 1 percent of
rape of individuals between the ages o% 12 and 1% years occurs in the
school setting. In a sample of respondents which .ncludes less than
about 30,000 females, it cannot be expected that much in the way of
meaningful information about rape can be acquired. Since the Chicago
study included less than 6300 female students and 1000 female teacners,

few cases of rape were expected to be reported. None of the teachers in

the survey reported being raped, bu. 21 out of 6252 female students re-
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ported being victims of rape. This rate of about 3 in 1000 students is
higher than had been anticipated. Of thcse incidents which were report-
ed, 14, or two-thirds of the cases, took place outside of the school
environment, so that the school-related victimization rate was 1 in
1000 students. The victimization rate would have been higher had not
range and consistency checks by coders eliminated some cases of obvious
fabrication. The questions of misunderstanding, misinterpretation, and
fabrication of answers is always present in crime victimization
studies, and especially so when the respondents are young. Because of
these factors, and because a decision was made not to probe student
answers concerning the question of rape when followup interviews were
conducted, we do not place much confidence in the rape victimization
rate determi.ied in this study. Not only are incidents based on fewer
than 50 sample cases likely to be statistically unreliable, but the
small number of cases precludes meaningful analysis. For these reasons,
a detailed discussion of the incidence of rape will not be included in

this report.

HOW SERIOUS 1S THE PROBLEM OF CRIME AND VIOLENCE IN THE SCHOOLS?

The problem can be an zed in different ways. However, one must

first ask the gquestio "Compared to what?" One can compare the survey
data with the NiE ational data, with data from other victimization
studies, or-with Chicago community crime data. All three approacnes
wlill be used. In one sense, any amount of crime is "serious." But real-
istically, crime is a function of the social group, and wherever there

is a social community you will find behavior defined as criminal. Thus,

comparing the Chicago survey data with other crime data seems to ke
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the best way to address the question of seriousness.

This report will sometimes also compare the survey data with “Infor-
mation officially collected by the school system. However, in so doing,
it must be kept in mind that there i1s always a wide magnitude of dif- -
ference between officially reported crime and the actual extent of crime.
For a variety of reasons, a large amount of crime is never brought t;
the attention of those authorities who keep statistics. For example,
some theft 1s not reported because the individual is not aware of the
loss. In other cases, the individual is not certain whether the items
have been lost, misplaced, or stolen. And, in still other cases, the
loss is considered to be too small to bother reporting. Finally, as
victimizatiofZsurveys have shown, a large portion of the general public

i

do not report theft because they believe that nothing can be done about

recovering the items anyway.

MEASURING CRIME IN THE SCHOOLS s

There are three basic approaches to measuring the extent and ser-
iousness of school-related crime. The first, and oldest approach, 1s
to rely on official statistics, in this case, police data and school
data. Official statistics have certain advantages such as (a) exclu-
sion of trivia found in the other two approaches {self-reports and
victimization studies), (b) reduction in ambiguity in interpretataion,
and (c) continuity over time. The major problem with officially repor-
ted school-related crime is under-reporting. Whereas, it is estimated
that at least half of all total crime goes unreported), or at least,
falls to appear in such official statistics as the Uniform Crime Re-

ports (not reported to police), the amount of unreported crime involwv-

' ing vouth as victims 1s even Jreater. ’
O
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The second basic approach, and a relatively recent one, is self-

reporting. In these studies, individuals are asked to tell {usually
anonymously, via questionnaires) about crimes they have committed.
While such self-report studies usually uncover more.offenses per capita
than do official statistics, they also have problems ranging from fail-
ure on the part of respondents to report criminal acts for fear of dis-
covery, to the difficglty, from a logistical point of view, of ever
using self-reports on a large enough segment of the population to make
the approach viable.

The third basic approach, also a fairly recent one, is the use of
victimization studies. As the name implies, victimization studies are
sample surveys of the population designed to identify and obtain inforf

mation f£rom persons who have been victims of crime.

VICTIMIZATION STUDIES

The first victimization survgys of any magnitude were done for the
President's Commission on Law Enforcement and Administration of Justice
in 1965-19¢%., while there have been local studies of limited magnitude
since that time, most of our present day victimization data derives
from studies carried out in the e~rrly and mid seventies, by the Law
Enforcement Assistance Administration of the U.S. Department of Justice
in conjunction with the U.S. Bureau of the Census, and called the Na-
tional Crime Survey (NCS). The most well-known of these studies was the
survey of 10,000 households in each ov 26 cities.4

The NCS reported an estimated 37 million victamizations for Part I
{Index crimes) in 1973. In that same year, approximately nine million
Part I crimes were officirally reported to police. The data indicated

that the amount of victimizations not reported to police range from 31

6J
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percent for auto theft to 76 percent for personal theft. Obviously,
victimization studies have the potential for exploring what some writers
have referred to as the "dark figure of crime," that is not found in
officially collected statistics.

However, victimization studies are not without problems, and a
major one is that victimization statistics are, in general, not readily
comparable with official crime statistics. In effect, each of these
approaches is sampling the amount of “"crime out there," but are using
different reporting systems, and different ways of compiling the data.

A;other problem has to do with the validity of the data collected.
Victimization surveys have been around long enough. so that most of the
validity problems have at least been examined, and methods devised to
reduce the magnitude of error. Some studies have found that responrients
fail to veport victimizations which have occurred in the past, even
though the crimes were reported to police. Some idea of the amount of
error such "forgetting" produces, has been obtained by so-called re-
verse record checks (involving respondents in a victimization sample
who have been found, by examination of police records, to have reported
crimes officially). Another source of error has been "time telescoping”
which refers to respondents reporting victimizations outside of the
specified recall period. Victimization surveys ask respondents to re-
call all criminal victimizations which have occurred within a specified
past period, usually six months or one year. Some raspondents move in-
cidents which occurred outside of the recall period into that period,
thus, in a survey involving criminal vict.mization that occurred within
the last six months, some respondents reéort incidents that happened

seven or eight months previously. One way of addressing this problen,

)
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is to shorten the time recall period. In the Chicago study, the recall

period is only two months, and yet, some time telescoping is bound to
have occ;rréd.

Other factors which also may operate in producing over-reporting
in victimization syryeys, can be illustrated by example. In the case

3

t
of assaults, respondénts may have been the real offenders instead of the
victims, or they may classify noncrimes as crimes. They may also ex-
agcerate or magnify and report a simple assault as a more serious ag-

=2

gravated assault, or they may completei% misclassify a crime, calling
a larceny-theft a robbery. Skillfully written interview schedules and
well trained interviewers can reduce such sources of error.

Some respondents, for a variety of reasons, ranginé from an at-
tempt to obtain tne sympathy of an interviewer to the development of
role expectations for themselves as reporters, may completely fabricate
crimes. Such cases may be difficult to screen out, and lead to exag-
gerated victimization figures.

While there are probably just as many factors which may operate
to produce under-reporting as over-reporting, they are generally even
more difficult to detect. In the case of minor crimes which had no
lasting traumatic affect upen the victim, forget£ing or memory failure,
becomes a major factor in under-reporting. Then again, some victims of
crimes are unaware that they were, indeed, victims, ranging £rom the
individual who thinks that something has been misplaced or lost when it
was really stolen, to individuals who have been "technically speaking,”
assaulted or raped by close friends or relatives but who are not aware

that the incident was, indeed, a crime.

Some respondents will not even report a victimization on an
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anonymous guestionnaire, out of acute embarrassment or fear that some-

one they know will find out what they have reported.

In spite of the problems involved in collecting and interpreting
data from victimization studies, such an approach to the gathering of
information about crime is a valuable one. It is unrealistic to expect
any measure of crime to be completely accurate. Victimization surveys
and self-reports serve as vital checks on the degree of accuracy of of-

ficially collected data and vice versa.

VICTIMIZATION STUDIES IMVOLVING YOUTH

It has already been noted that a large percentage of craime which
occurs in the United States goes unreflected in officially collected
statistics. But there are factors with respect to youth as victims
of crime that increase the liklihood of under—reportiné even more.
First, many children and teenagers are not sophisticated enough to even
realize that they have been victims of crimes, and fail to report then.
3econd, since a large percentage of crime against the young 1s committed
by other youth that they know or at least recognize, the young are less
likely to report such crimes because of fear of reprisal. Third, there
is a tendency among youth co keep such information from the adult world.
Perhaps, thig is due to a combination of things ranging from a distrust
of adults to peer group pressures, but whatever the reasons, it reduces
the liklihood of victimization of youth appearing in official statistics.

Finally, with respect to school-related victimizations, we find a
filter system in operation. If a student reports being victimized at
all, 1t is generallf to a teacher. Unless the student has been victim- .

ized inside the school or in the playground or athletic field, the in-

[ B

cident will not ev%j/?k brought to the attention of the teacher. And
e
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unless the incident happens on school grounds and, in addition, either
involves injury or a substantial loss in monetary terms, the incident
will probably not be reported by the teacher to the principal. Grnerally
only the most serious crimes involving students as victims on school
grounds are thus brought to the attention of the school administration.
Of those incidents brought to the attention of school administration,
only a portion result in the filing of official incident reports. In-
vestigation of the incident and the filling out of long report forms act
as disincentives to the official reporting of incidents to the central (S\,
office. One final screeniﬁg or filtering condition at work is the belief
that the filing of large numbers of such reports make the school and its

administration "look bad." For all of these reasons, a victimization

ey

survey appears to be the best way to “get a handle" on the amount of

school-related crime in any school system.

THE SURVEY DESIGN

It was decided to focus primarily on students is victims. Thus, the
largest sample of respondents would be students. It was also decided that
>nly students in grades 7 through 12 would be in the sample for two reasons.
First, previous studies had indicated that students in the lower elemen-
tary grades were not often victims of crime, other than theft. Second, the
reading levels and levels of understanding of younger students would raise
serious validity problems in a survey involving written guestionnaires.

For students, the sampling element was the classroom. From a master
list (tape) of all classrooms in the system, grades K through & were de-
leted. This left approximately 11,430 classrooms or elements. The desired

sample size was 15,000 students. The average number of students present in

P
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a :lassrcom on any given day was estimated to be 21 students. 15
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classrooms were selected, this would provide the 15,000 respondents

(;lS x 21 = 15,615). Dividing the total number of classrooms in grades

7 through 12 by the required number of classrooms to obtain the sample

(11,430 divided by 715 = 15.98) the skip interval was determined to be

16. Beginning with a random start, every 16th classroom was selected to

be included in the sample. This is known as a systematic sampling ap-

proach, and was used to draw the student, teacher, and principal samples.
Since there was no anticipated problem with reading abilities or

level of understanding with respect to teachers, and since teachers at

all grade levels are victims of school-related crime (altﬁ@ﬁgh teachers

i
in high schools are more likely to be victims) the teacher sample includ-

*
%

ed teachers at all grade leVelé. The teacher sample was 2,000. From a
master list (tape) of approximately 24,000 classroom teachers, and begin-
ing with a random start point, every 1l2th teacher was selected to be in-
cluded in the sample. ’3€

From a master list of all‘actively serving elementary and haigh school
principals (N=600) beginning with a random start point, every 6th prin-

cipal was selected to obtain the desired sample of 100 principals.

Because of budget limitations, the vicuimization survey could not be

- ~

" conducted using interviews. However, a small sample of students who had

been given the questionnaire would be interviewed. The interviews would
be used to assess the students understanding of the written guestionnaire.
Interviewers would try to determine (a) if the students understood the
difference between such incidents as robbery and theft, (b) if there were
words on the Questionnaire which students did not understand, and (c)

what type of incidents students were likely to classify as reportable as
theft, assault, robbery, and rape. A sample c¢f 600 students who had

e
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previously taken the written guestionnaire in the classroom were given
follow-up interviews. The following procedure was u;ed. From those class=
rooms included in the student sample, a random sample of 100 classrooms
was selected. Official class rosters of each classroom were obtained,
numbers assigned to each student on each roster, and 7 students in each
of the 100 clas;rooms were selected randomly for follow-up interviews.
Actually, the students were not selected completel§ randomly. Only 600
students were desired for the sample, but 700 names’were selected to al-
low for absences when the field worker visited the school. If all 7 stu-
dents were present, the field worker arbitrarily diépped one student from
the interview list.

One additional sample was drawn, and that was of students who were
absent from the classroom when the questionnaire was administered. As s
each classroom was visited by field workers, a lis£ of absentees was ob-
tained from the classroom teacher (not all absentees were not in the

. /
school, but were not present at the time the instrument was admlniste?ed).
Each student not physically present in a classroom when the class was

given the questionnaire was added to an Absentee List, and from that list

a sample of 250 students was randomly selected for questionnaire adminis-
tration at a later time.
THE INSTRUMENTS
There were four instruments used in the survey. They were developed
by project staff, the Department of Research and Evaluation of the Thicago
- Board of Educaticn, and project consultants, and were based on NIZ nation=-

» [4 a
al study instruments, LEAA-Bureau of Census (NCS) inastruments, and the

special information requirements of the Chicago Board of Education. These

four instruments were:
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a. A student questionnaire (Ql)

b. A teacher questionnaire (Q2)
c. A principal questionnaire (Q3)
d. A student interview schedule (I-1)

The instruments, details concerning their drafting and pretesting,
and their administration can be found in Volume II of this report, which 4
is concerned with methodology. :
INSTRUMENT ADMINISTRATION

The instruménts given to students were administered by staff of the
project. In 3 percent of the cases of student questionnaire administration,
project staff were not able to/administer the instrument. In those cases
the classroom teacher was requested to administer the instrument. Whenever
projéct staff administered the questionnaire, it was requestgd that class-
room teachers not be present in oréer to avoid possible response bias due
to the presence of the teacher. The survey spaff was made up of students
from local colleges and universities who were hired on a part-time basuis.
All of these students went through extensive ;raining prior toc going into
the schools. In déveloping the survey design 1t was felt by local copsul-

. i
tants and NIE staff that having outsiders administer the student question-
naire would reduce student fears that teachers would know what their res-
ponses had been.

The teacher questionnaires were sent to respondents through the school
system mail service, delivered to the schools in plain envelopes, and put
into teacher's mailboxes in school offices. Pre-~addressed return envelopes -
and a cover letter were included with the questionnaire..

The principal questionnaires were also sent to respondents throuch the

system mall service with pre-addressed return envelopes and cbver letters.
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RELIANCE ON SELF-ADMINISTERED QUESTIONNAIRES FOR DATA COLLECTION

In Phase II of the NIE study, questionnaires were administered to
students and a total of about 31;000 students returned questionnaires
for a response rate of 8l percent. In addition, some students at each
school who had filled out questionnaires, were interviewed (N=6283).
According to NIE, the decision to interview was based on a pilot study
which indicated that responses on questionnaires yielded rates which
were too high.

A pilot study was done for the Chicago study in the fall of 1979.
Based on results of the pilot study, and pretesting of the instruments,
both questionnaires and interview schedules, which involved over 1000
students, it was decided that reliance could be placed on self-adminis-
tered student questionnaires, since the incident rates were not substan-
tially higher on the guestionnaires than on the interviews, and the
questionnaire rates were not as high as NIE rates using questionnaires

in large urban areas.

Questionnaires were administered to‘l4,051 students. All were re-
turned,but only 12,882 were included in the study. Of those not used,
841 were returned blank (not filled out) or with no answered to the key
questions. The rest were rejected following range and other consis-
tency checks. A range check rejection was made if three or more of the
key questions had answers outside of a designated range. For example,
if a student indicated that he was attacked and injured by 20 offenders,
was kicked, stabbed, and shot, and that this happened three times in
the last two months, the guestionnaire was discarded. If a student inda-
cated that she was robbed of one thousand dollars, by twelve offenders,

all of whom were i1dentified as being ten years or younger, again, the

M,
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for example, in the case of a student who indicated that he or she was
both male and female, white and black, and had been shot but did not
seek medical attention. While these are extreme examples, they are

questionnaire was discarded. A consistency check rejection was made,
actual ones.

. THE SURVEY RESPONDENTS
A /

To provide the Yeader with information on the respondents involved

in the survey, basic data about the students, teachers, and principals

\
- )
Each Table containhthe number of respondents in the sample as a func-

tion of some particular characteristic , such as age, sex or grade level,
N
N\

!
|
in the sample are presented in Tables 2-1 to 2-11 on the following
and the percentage of\kapondents in the sample with that characteristic. i

In any survey sample theré\are nonresponses. Researchers attempt to keep ) o

N\
the number of nonresponses to. kev questions as low as possible, but nave
no way to really control the problem. For example, in Table 2-1, we find
‘that the percent of males and females in the sample are the same, but

" pages. Furtherx;nformatlon can be found in Appendix B of the report.
that the percentages do not- total 100 percent because 3 percent of the

students did not answer the question pertaining to their sex. An assump-

tion is ;ade here, and that is that the nonresponses are egually distri-
buted among(both sexes. We assume that among the 3 percent who did not
jndicate their sex, the majority were not of one particular sex. This
assumption of equal distribution with reséect to respondent character- .
istics is made for nonresponses to all guestions asked in the survey,

unless there is some reason for us to think otherwise.

oy
e
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The sampling approach used in the survey was designed to pro-
vide all members of the designated populations of students, teachers,
and principals an equal chance of being in the sample. To a large
extent this was achieved, and to the extent that it was not, the
factors contributing to disproportions were beyond the control of
the staff. Among these factors were such things as {(a) incorrect
class rosters, (b) disproportionately large amounts of absenteeism
in particular schools, and (c) refusal to participate in the survey
by a larger proportion of black students than by all other racial
groups combined. In spite of these problems, sample proportions 4re

¢

fairly reflective of the population. For example, the 1979 student
!

population census indicated a male/female ratio of 48:52 and the sam-
i
ple ratio was 50:50. aAnd the racial .ratio for the three dominant races

. 1 .
of students in the schools (black/Hispanic/white) was 57:16:20 in the
_ ]
1979 zensus and 52:18:19 in the sample. (Actual percentages an§ numbers

are found in Appendix Tables B-32 fo B36) The sample proport%ons as-

sume that nonresponses to gquestions about sex, race, age, ang grade are
: /
¥
{ '

equally distributed.

TABLE 2-1  Students in the 3ample
by'Sex of Respondent

Sex N Percent of Sample
Male 6245 18.6 ‘
. Female €252 18.5

]
:

" *Does not include 3 percent who did
not answer guestion regarding sex




TABLE 2-2 Students in the Sample
by Age of Respondents*

Age N Percent of Sample
11 years 198 1.5
12-13 years 3674 28.5
14-15 years 3847 29.8
16-17 years 3257 25.3

18 years or
older 1154 . 9.0

*Does not include 755 respondents,
(5.8%) who did not answer the
question pertaining to age.

TABLE 2-3 Students in the Sample
By Grade Level*

Grade N . Percent of Sample
7th 2581 20.2
8th 2949 22.9
9th 1662 12.9
10th 1444 11.2
llth 1735 13.5

12th 1840 14.3

*Does not include 6869 respondents,
(5.2%) who did not answer the
question pertaining to grade.

80
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TABLE 2-4 Students in the Sample
by Race of Respondent*

Race N  Percent of Sample
American Indian 203 1.6
Asian 293 2.3
Spanish 2286 18.02
Black 6616 52.1
White 2344 18.5

*Does not include respondents,
(7.53%) who did not answer the ;
question pertaining to race.

TABLE 2-5 Teachers in the Sample
by Sex of Respondent* i

Sex N percent of Sample

Male 388 28.8
Female 958 71.2

*Does not include 67 respondents,
(5%) who did not answer the guestion
concerning sex.

»»




TABLE 2~6  Teachers in the Sample
by Age of Respondent*

Age N Percent of Sample

65 or older 19 1.5 )
55—64‘years 179 14.4

45-54 years 313 25.2

35-44 years 377 30.3

25-34 years 354 28.5

under 25 4 0.3

*Does not include the 167 respondents,
{12%) who did not answer the guestion
concerning age.

TABLE 2-7 Teachers in the Sample
by Race of Respondent*

Race N Percent of Sample
American Indian 0 0

Asian 10 0.7
Spanish American 41 3.0

Blacik 565 40,9
White 733 52.2

*Does not include 59 respondents,
{4.23) who did not answer the guestion
1 concerning race.

I3




TABLE 2-8 Teachers in the Sample
. by Grade Level currently
teaching*
- Grade Percent of Grade Percent of
Teaching Sample Teaching Sample
K 4.0 . 7th 6.7
lst 5.7 8th 6.3
2nd o 6.0 9th 9.1
3rd 6.0 10th 9.8
4th 6.3 1llth 9.2 )
S5th 6.2 12th 9.2
) 6th 6.6 Other 8.4
*Does not include 7 respondents {(0.5%) 1 \
who did not answer guestion concerning | - .
grade level taught. E

TABLE 2-9  Principals in cthe Sample \
by Sex of Respondent* . .

Sex N - Percent of Sample
Male 52 55.3
Female 40 41.7

*Does not includes 2 respondents (2.13%)
who did not answer question concerning
sex .




TABLE 2-10 Principals in the Sample
by Age of Respondent*

Age N Percent of Sample
Over 60 1l 11.7

50-59 years 39 41.5

40-49 years 31 33.0

30-39 years 10 10.6

20-29 years 0 0

*poes not include 3 respondents,
(3.2%) who did not answer guestion
concerning age.

/

TABLE 2-11 Principals in the Sample
by Race of Respondernt*

Race N Percent of Sample
American Indian 9 0

Asian 1 1.1
Spanish Americarn 1 1.1

Black 28 36,4

White 54. 57.4

*poes not include the 10 (10.6%)
respondents who did not answer question
concerning race.
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COMPARISON OF THE CHICAGO STUDY WITH OTHER DATA
The Thicago study, officially called the Chicago Safe School Study,

was modeled after the National Safe School Study done by the National

Institute of Education in 1976-1977. 1In discussing the Chicago study ,/,//

4

findings, we will ofteg comrare these findings with the data found in
the NIE national stud:; report. Most of the Chicago study findings are
similar to those of the national study, but in some instances, our find-
ings diverge widely from those found by NIE. One reason for this is
that in the NIE study many of the findings were based on information
obtained from a limited number of student interviews. This is especi -
ally true for the victimization rates, since NIE felt that the rates
obtained from the large number of student questionnaires -as "too high."
Since the Chicago study results are based on gquestionnaires, whenever
possible we have attempted to compare NIE national study guestionnaire
data with Chicago study questionnaire data. When we compare Chicago

questionnaire data with NIE interview data, this fact is noted for the

reader.

THE ISSUE OF URBANITY

An even more important reason for some instance of divergyence in
findings has to do with the issue or urbanity. Less than 20 percent of
the survey sample of schools in the NIE national study involved urban
school systems. The great bulk 5f the schools involved in the sample
were rural, small city, or suburban school systems. The result is that
Chicago results are often ‘being contrasted with the results obtained
primarily from non-urban schools. Crime has long been associated wita
population density and urban areas, and urbanization has been viewed as

one of the major factors regporsible for fostering the corditions witlch

23
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lead to craiminal behavior. Lazgg urban areas attract heterogeneous
populations, a wide variety of subculture, and a substantial portion
of the alienated, uprooted, and adventurous. They are generally char-
acterized by high mobility and transiency, at least in comparis&g with
other geographic areas, and the populace often lacks thé communal bonds

+

that exist in smaller cities or frural areas.

|
| )
In the high density, &entral parts of large cities, there-are Large

concentrations of low income groups, and racial or ethnic minorities. -
’ Such areas are frequently cﬁaracterized as high i1n social disorganiza-

tion, and it is commonly noted that high rates of the more serious

crimes are concentrated in thes; areas. Thus, a proper comparison of

the findings of the Chicégo study would be with the NIE national study

data fo} large urban school systems (SMSA over 250,000). This 1nfor-

mation is not always available from the pugllshed NIE reports. 3econu-
ary analysis of the NIE national data is going on at this time, and
eventually, this information will be available. Thg Center for 3ocial
Organization of Schools, at the Johns Hopkins University, is one organ-

1zation engaged in secondasy analysis of the NIE data, and from the

Center, we were able to obtain a limited amount of information on the

.

victimization rates from the NIE study for large city school systems

(3M5A over 250,000 population).S This information will be used tc com=-

pare Chicago student victimization rates with the NIE victimization

rates for large cities. The question of seriousness of crime and

violence in the Chicago school system can only be fairly assessed 1f .

comparisons are made with other urban school systems.
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THE NIE NATIONAL STUDY

In the NIE national study, 833 schools were selected for partici-
pation. Some data was obtained from 642 schools. Thus, approximately
1l in 4 schools refused to participate. Such extensive refusal to par-
ticipate, obviously raises a serious guestion about sample bias, and '
this must be taken into consideration when evaluating the national
st&dy data, especially since one assumption that will be raised concerns
\the extent of school-related crime and violence in the schools reEUSLQé
to participate. One assumption is that in at least a portion of theié
schools, administrators felt the degree of crime and violence was §¢6
high, and they might be embarrassed by the study results. Let it ge
said that no empirical evidence supports this assumption.

In *the national studyv, usable guestionnaires were obtained from
31,373 students or 8l percent of those asked to complete them. In the
- - Chicago study, usable questionnaires were obtained from 12,822 out of

a sample of 14,051 for a 92 percent response rate.

The national study did not seek to obtain self-reported delinguen-

cy information nor did the Chicago study. It was felt that an attempt
to seek self-reported delinguency information would contaminate what
was essentially a victimization stud;, by introducing an unacceptably
‘ . hiéh rate of biased responses from students. Researchers in this type
of study always have to content with respondent's perception of (a) who
' will see the individual respondent's completed guestionnaire and (b)
- what will be done.with the information. 1In order to ensure ghe maximum
degree of honesty in respoﬁses, it was decided that no questions would

be asked of respondents concerning their own role as offenders.

EI{[C S
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THE NATIONAL CRIME SUBVEY
. Comparisons will also be made between the Chicago study data and
///,data collected by the National Crime Survey. .
//, The National Crime Survey (NCS) refers ta victimization surveys
/ conducted by the Law Enforcement Assistance Administration (LEAA) and
the U.S. Bureau of the Census. These surveys were started in 1972 and
are composed of two sets of data, those conducted within selected large
% cities, and those conducted’Gn a national basis. A total of 26 differ-
ent cities were used in the I ~ surveys between 1972 and 1975, and in
each city, a representative sample of housing units and businesses were
selected for inclusion in the sample. The national sample differed from
the city sample in that both housing units and businesses were selected
on the basis of stratified multistage cluster sampling. The cities
samples included 10,000 households in each city or about 22,000 respon-
dents per city who were 12 years of age or older. The national sample
included about 60,000 households, or about 136,000 individuals. (For
purposes of comparison with the Chicago study data, we are not concerned
with the businesses surveyed in the NCS). The NCS surveys provide some
daFa that permit examination of theft, assault and robbery which occur
inside schools, since respondents were asked séecific details about in-
cidents, including the question "Where did this incident take place?"
One of the places listed on the survey instrument which could be che ked
by interviewers was "ihside school."
I.. the LEAA~Census survey interviews, household members were asked
about v1ctimizatiogs suffered during the past 12 months. Victimization

fér household members under the age of 12 years was determined by proxy,

through older household members. Because the older household mempers

& )
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could not be expected to know about all in-school victimizations
suffered by younger members of the household, the LEAA-Census survey
data underestimates these victimization experiences. Unfortunately,
there is no reliable way to ascertain the extent of these underestima-
tions or under-reporting. However, for purposes of comparing the NCS
data with the Chicago survey, underestimations in the lower age ranges
must be considered.

In the cities survey, an estimated 3.3 million rapes, robberies,
assaults, and larcenies were projected for the 26 cities based on the
survey sample. Of this number, an estimated 270,000 or 8 percent, were
reported to have occurred inside school. This 8 percent includes stu-
dents, teachers, other school employees, and visitors to the schools.
Both attempted and completed victimizations are included in thie Hation-
al Crime Survey data. An estimated 78 percent of the victimizations
"in school" involved students, or 6.4 percent of total victimizations
in the 26 cities.

The third major comparison will be made between the Chicago study
data and officially collected crime data. There are, of course, major
proglems with such comparisons, which inevitably, reveal wide gaps bet-
ween crime rates reflected in the two sources of data. It must be
pointed out that neither victimization sufveys or officially collected
data, are actually measuring the "real" or "actual” amount of crime.
Both methods are relatively crude ways in which one can sample the real

. or actual amount of crime. Not only are both methods crude measures

of the asctual amount of crime, but in addition, comparisons of data

collected are extremely difficul. to intcrpret, since each method 1is,

in the words of Skogan, "shaped by the process which operationally de-
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fines it, the procedures which capture it, and the organization which
processes and interprets it." Nonetheless, these are the measures
which we have at the present time, and we must do the best we can with

what 1s available. 7

DEFINITIONS
In the survey, the crime categories (theft, assault, and robbery)
of the Unikorm Crime Reports wers used but technical-legal definitions
were avoided to the extent pbssible. This was ;élt to be especially

. X . 2
important when considering ,the age range and reading level of a large

percentage of the student respondents. Following discussions with stu-

" dents and teachers prior to creation of the gquestionnaires, the crime

of larceny-theft was altered to a descriptive phrase, "something téeken
without permission or sto}en," and the two cafeéories of assault, sim-
ple and aggravated, were collapsed to the descriptive phrase, "attacked
and hurt." The two categories of robbery, armed and unarmed, were col-
lapsed to the descriptive phrase "something taken by force or threat
of force."

In the guestionnaires, the three categories of crime were -les-

cribed in the following manner: v

*During the last two months, did anyone steal
anything from you or take something of yours
without your permission, while you were in
school or on the way to or from school? {(theft)

X*During the last two mcnths, did anyone attack
you or fthreaten to attack and injure you at
school or on the way to or from school? (assault)

*During..the last two months, did anyone take
_-anything ¥rom you by force or threat of force

or did anyone attempt to rob you while you were

in schoolf/or on th way to or from school? (robbery)

i
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Some proble&s of analysis resulted from the definitions, but it
was felt that simple, non-legalistic definitions were dafinitely su-
perior to the traditional ones, considering the sample population.

. For example, assaults are crimes in which the object is to d» physical
harm to the victim. Simple assaults do not involve the use of a wea-
pon or serious injury to the wvictim. Aggrgyated assaults either in-
volve a weapon or result in serious injury to the victim. It was de-
cided to use just one definition for assault {("attack and injure"),
and to sort out the simple and aggravated assaults in the data analy-
sis by examin;ng victim's reports of use of weapor and extent of in-
jury.

Still further problems arose in the case of attempted assaults,
which cover a wide range of behavior. For example, verbal threats
may or may not be viewed by the individual as an attempted assault.

The same thing can be said for threatening or menacing gestures. Whe-
ther one has been the victim of an attempted assault or not, is a per-
ception of the recipient of the verbal threat or gestures. In spite
of the fact that it could l2ad to over-reporting of attempted assaults,
project staff decided to faithfully record each respondent's interpre-
tation of an attempted assault.

And while attempted robbery is more clear cut, and less open to
misconception, it is probably true that some respondents misinterpreted
events and reported attempted robberies when this was actually not the
case. The intent of offenders, obviously, cannot be measured in a
victimization survey. Once again, it was decided to faithfully record

each respondent's interpretation of an attempted robbery. One example

of the difficulty in interpretation, both on the part of a respondent

e -~ | o 9;
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and the project staff may help to point up the problem. In the follow-
up interviews conducted with students who had taken the questionnaire,

one student reported an attempted robbery. As he was going home from

«

scho;i thréé youths approached him. One of the youths shouted that he .
wanted to "see" the respondent's radio. Not waiting to find out the

actual intentions of the youths, the respondent ran down an alley to get

away from them. The respondent perceived this incident as an attempt to

cob ham, and it Tas so reported. It would be difficult to classify the

incident as eith%r an attempt to rob or as a case of misunderstanding.

e were not theré and the respondent was. It was classified as an attempt

to rob.

GUIDES TO READING THE REPORT

In reading the report, and interpreting the tables and figures pre-

sented, the following information should be noted:

a. In tables with statistically significant differences indicated’
by an asterick, the absence of an asterick indicates no signi-
figknt difference.

k. Due to time requirements for completion of the report, major
cross tabulation analyi}s of variables are not included. They
will be forthcoming asd data analysis continues following release
of the repor;. '

c. Statistically significant differences appear in tables of victim-
ization rates considered of major importance, but are not includ-

ed in mosﬁ of the tables. While this may assault the sensibilities

of some methodologists, the principal investigatox does not be-
b

Y

lieve they are important or required for all tables.

d. Readers interested in confidence intervals for estimates are re-




ferred to Appendix B-1 and footnotes to the chapters on pages 231

and 232.

.

e. The case numbers (N's) are presented in tables in the chapters

concerned with theft, assault, and robbery, but are not always in-
cluded in the chapters on Youth Gangs or Perceptions and Feelings.
f. Reproductions of the instruﬁents used in the survey as well as de~
tails of the technical design are found in Volume II of this re-
port.
SUMMARY
This Introduction has been an attempt to acquaint the reader with
the background of the study, the research methodology used, and the limita-
e tions of the study. It focuses on the experiences, attitudes, and percep-
tions of students and teachers in one of the largest urban school systems
in the country concerning school-related crime. It focuses on the personal
experiences of victims and not on what can be referred to as "crimes
against the school," such as burglary, or vandali§m. The study is primarily
descriptive in nature, as are most forms of survey research, and especial-
ly as it deals with data collected at one point in time.

The reader is referred to Appendix B for supplementary tables and
figures associated with, chapters I through Vi, which are presented in the
Appendix without commentary, but deal with survey findings concerning theft,
assault, and robbery of students and teachers, as well as the attitudes
and feelings of respopdents.

Finally, the reaégr is cautioned not to forget that estimations or

}
projections made from samples contain error, and that the association of

variables should not be equated with cause and effect.
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CHAPTER I

STUDENTS AND TEACHERS AS VICTIMS OF THEFT
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STUDENTS AS VICTIMS OF THEFT

A total of 3,133 out of 12,882 students, or approximately 24 per-
cent, reported that they had sometping worth more than one dq}lar stolen
from them in a two-month period between January and June of 1980. The
majority of these thefts took place in school or on school grounds. If
one pro}ects tﬂe incidents reported in the sample to the entire popula-
tion of students in grades 7 through 12, about 62,000 students were vic-

tims of theft during the period under examination. The amount of ctheft

involving students as victims is illustrated in Figure 3—1.1

FIGURE 3-1 i

Proportion of Students
Reporting Theft {(24%)

In interpreting these figures, several things should be kept in
mind. First, ltems are sometimes believed stolen when they are only mis-
placed. Second, what constitutes a “reportable" theft is open to gues-
tion. According to' law enforcement agencies, which are resgonsible for
collecting most crime statistics, losses in the one dollar to five dcl-
lar range are rarély reported. About 60 percent of thefts from students
involve losses of less than ten dollars in value. Whether these losses ..

s ]

are trivial or substantial as far as the victim is concerned, is a mat-

ter of both personal perspective and the economic status of the victam,




.

It can safely be assumed that such losses are less trivial for school
" age individuals than for aduits.
= Personal theft from students, according to all available informa-
tion, is not only a widespread phenomenen in the school setting, but
also one which has'e;isted for a long time. Parents of today's ;tudents
had things stolen from them in school, as did the grandparents of stu-
dents. But while ;heft from students is an age-old problem, there was
no real attempt to m@&éurg it‘in the past, and, as with today's student,
the student of the past probably did not bring minor thefts to the atten-~
tion of either school authorities or the police.

How does the theft victimization rate of Chicago students compare -
with national rates? This information i illustrated in Figure 3-2 on
the follqwihg page. Nationally, if student interviews are relied upon,
about 22 out of 100 students have something stolen from them wortﬁ moxe
than one dollar in a two month period (the NIE study used a one-montn
recall periqd, and the student victimization rate was 11 percent in one’
month) . Nationally, if student questionnaires are relied upon, about 36

out of 100 students have something stolen from them in a two month period.

If questionnaire results from large metropolitan school systems are re-

~3ded upen, about half of the studénts experience theft in a two-month

T~
~

. ;\
period. e

If one comﬁ&res the Chicago victimization rate based on question-
naires, with the national victimization rate for large cities, also based
on questionnaire data, Chicago students are victims of theft about nalf

’ as often as other students in large cities. Once more it must be pointed

) out that the national study was dene in 1976-77 and the Chicago study

was done in 1980.
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FIGURE 3-2

Theft from Students: A Comparison
of Chicago and National (NIE) bata

~ Chicago
Study 24%

NIE Metro

Cities 50%
NIE Nat'l 36% ) L - -
NIE Nat'l * 22%
- D o P ' . o o
0 10 20 30 40 50

RATE PER 100 STUDENTS

* Rate based on interviews, all other races baszed on
questionnaire data
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THEFT AND THE SEX OF THE VICTIM
About equal numbers of male and female students reported ex-

periencing theft at least once, as indicated in Table 3-1.

TABLE 3-1 Incidence of Theft from Students in the
Schools by Sex of the Victim

Sex of Number of Percent of Parcent of
Victim Victims Victims Sample (sex)
\ Male 1750 48.8 48.5 :
Female 1838 51.2 48.5
. ;
Total 100.0 - 97.0 i

* 3% of students did not answer question about sex

Note: Victimization by Sex not sigﬁifiéantly different
B at .05 level (t test)

It appears that sex makes very little difference with respect to ;

likelihood of being a victim of theft among the students in grades 7

through 12. .

THEFT AND THE AGE OF THE VICTIM

Excluding students under the age of 12, of which there were a

7very small number in the sample, the likelihood of a student becoming
a victim of theft appears to be inversely related to age; as shown in
Table 3-2 on the following page. Students in the age range 12 to }3

years report about twice as much theft as students from 16 to 18 years

of age or older. The rates in Table 3-2 are controlling for the per-

-
~

centagg of each age group contained in the total student sample. all

victimization rates by such varidbles as age and sex are per 100 stu-~

dents.
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TABLE 3-2  Incidence of Student Theft
by Age of Victim

{Rate per 100 Students)

age of Victimization

Victim Rate
1
i
11l years or youné@r 31.1 !

) N *

12-13 years ’ 39.4 |
14-15 years - 28.4 :
* i
’ 16-17 years - 22.5 !
18 years or older 22.5 |
- AR I
|
}

Note: Rate based on number of students
reporting theft as percentage of age
group in sample. ({see table 2-2 for N's)

* pDifference significant at .05 level
(t test)

These findings concerning age of victim accord with other data

¥

concerning youth as victims of crime. Both the NIE national study and

e

&ationa;-Crime~Survey 4Ncsi~data~indicag?_tha;4ﬂquij@n@ggrs,rgport
high victimization with re;ard to theft (and other more serious crimes
such as assault and robbery) and that the victimization rates decrease
with age. For example, NCS data indicates that i2 to 15 year olds .are
at least twice as likely toAreport being victims of theft as youth from
16 to 19 years of age, as illustrated in Table 3-3 on the following
page.'The NCS data is not scﬁooyrspecific, but concerns theft from in-

dividuals in these age groups regardless of where the theft took place.

#
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TABLE 3-3 Victimization by age for the
Crime of Larcény-theft (lar-
ceny with contact and without

. contact): NCS Data, 1977

- A

. Larceny-theft
' Age Range With Without ]
of Victim Contact Contact !
|
12-15 years 27% €4.
16-19 years 108 32% .

.

Source: Criminal Victimization in Urban Schools,.
-Report SD=VAD-8, U.S. Department of Justlce,
_LEAA, NCJFILS, '1979.

3

- .
M <

- Among the possible explanations for the relationshib between age

“and likelihood of victimization, two are regularly offered. First, old-

, .
er students may view younger ones as the most easy prey, and the least
likely to retaliate or report the incident. Secopd, younger students .
may be more careless about their belongings th.n older students, who ~

have learned through experience to guard their helongings. ﬁowever,

- ———since a large amount of reported th:ft occurs_in the classroom, the- —

first explanation losses gome of its power. When students have something

—

stolen in the classroom, it is usually another student of about the .

same age(who is the offender. Thus, a third explanarion can be offered..
’ The younger thiﬁftudeﬁt, the‘less likely that he or she possesses an

internalized sense/of morality which would prevent‘the theft from taking
place. And, ogg/é;st not forget that the younge}\shg 1nd1v1dual* the /

greater the likelihood that somnthlng nisplaced may be réported stolen.

| | 79 ,;2lUU .
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THEFT AND THE RACE OF THE VICTIM

From the survey results it appears that race”plays a part in the .

likelihood of victimization, as indicated in Table 3-4. The victimization

tion rate is highest for American Indian students and lowest for Asian ¢

N

[ . ..

students:

. TABLE 3-4 Incidence of Student Theft
. by Race of Victim .
¥ . . ) 3 .
. » ) ) (Rate per 100 St&deﬁts) L
I“' ) . . N
': - g Race of - . Victimization . - ) B
,g:ef” | Rank  Wictim-— . ~ Rate ) ) -
‘.) -4' . 4 i r i
. 1 American Indian ~ 34 ¥ ‘
' . 2 Black R ¥ .
R - , . * N .
3 . White _° 27, .
¢ . N .
R - 4 Spanish~American 25 U . .
Z)._,.e ) ot : ~ B - ST -
AN S - Asian  © 20 -
P, . » -
,I ) .‘ < -
o ) L Notes: Rates rounded to whole numbers. |,°
- . -, N See Table 2-4 for N's. )
, ' }'; * Slgnlflcant leference at .05 level
' (t test) « A '
» L :
A \v ~ RY 7 o !

- A
Americars Indian students report theft at a rate approaching twice -

3

that of Asian students. One explanation that can be ruleé:out is the

512e of the racial group in relation, to the total school populatlon,

p

since American Indians are the smallest, and Asians the second smallest .

t

racial greups,identified ie“the survey. The explanation most commonly

' offered would refer to socio-economic differences. Incidently, most

s

victimizatipn studies f£ind American Indians a highly victimized group.

\

-
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The findings are not those originally anticipated. The anticipa-

ted rankings are shown in Table 3-5 below, and was based on information °

o . . . . -, » » .F » 0
from other victimization studles? The information indicated that Am-

- N .

erican Indians were more likely than other racial or ethnic grcups to
Yy { e P

be victims of crime. Thus, this racial grou;\wgé placed in the first .
! rank. Previous studies usually found that likelzhgné of victimization
t &
N ' N .

was a function of socio-economic factors in the urban, setting, con-

founded by the size of a racial group within- the general " 6pulation.

students

It was, thus, predicted that both Spanish Aterican and blac

- i

el o would probably experience higher victimization rates for theft ghan ,

white students.,

- T T = N

This concludes the summaty of theft victimization rates based on
student characteristics. We will new examine theft rates based on the

varizbles of place and time.

. Q ‘ X 81 1(’513

|“~ .- e

TABLE-3-5 Originally Anticipated Ranking . N
of Racial Groups with respect ~ N
to Theft Victimization . . O
. : . \
" > N . \
Racial Group Rank . '
. N\
American Indian 1 . ' \X
Spanish American 2
Black ) 3 . ,
White 4 . -
- Asian o ) - .
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THEFT BY PLACE OF OCCURRENCE

The classroom is the most likely place for a student to beccme
a victim of theft, regardless of age level, sex, or race. About 4
out of 10 thefts from students are reported to take place in this \
location, as shown in Table 3-6 on the following pade. Néxt to the

clgssroom, the most likely place listed in the table is "Gym or

Locker Room." HoweveY, the responses to this question proved to be
ambiguous , for in the follow-up interviews with students who had
filled out the questionnaire it was discovered that many respondents
checkad "Gym or Locker Room" when they meant to indicate that the
éhe?t\had been from their hall lockers and not the locker room ;sso—

ciated with the gym. other students reported that the theft had

taken place in hall lockers by filling in the spgce following the

“other" categoxy on the questionnéire. Based on th information, one

cannot draw the conclusion that the site "Gym or Locker Room" is the

-

second most likely place for a student theft to bcgur.

If three sites: classroom, gym-locker room, or hall locker are

=

considered, about 65 percent of thefts from students occur in‘these
places. The proportion of student theft repo%ted to occur in other
‘places within tfre*‘schuo*l—are;sma‘ll I comparison with these threee
principal locati®ns. In the "other" category, consid?ring only places

SNSRI SN

where theft occurs within che school, are such locations as libréty,

e

auditorium, school office, and band room. However, none of these loca~

tions are reported as often as 1 percent of the time.

; o Ang

J g2
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TABLE 3-6 Incidence of Student Theft:

Where do théy occur?

”,

Place of
Occurrence

Percent of

Reported
x Theft

Classroom
Gym;Locker Room
Hall-Stairs
Lunchroom

- *
Washroom

~ Playground

Schoo} Bus .

Public Transportation

Pafking Lot.

School Social or

39.0

24.5

2.9

4.7

0.7

2.5

2.0

Athletic Event 2.8
Street Next to School 3.4
Tc or From School 3.8
dther Places 4.0

100.0

N=3133

If places where theft occur aré grouped according to whether or

L3

not they are on school property, about 76 percent of student reported
theft occurs inside the school, 9.5 percent on school property outside

of school, such as playground, parking lot or aﬁhletic field, and 10.4

83

e e e e o e ot e e o p A ik 5 A 5 e e e o+ e PR PO R —

-4




 bsonamto St i S i

© . — k,)
H

- 4

percent outside of school and off school property. This information
is displayed in Table3-7 . 1In the "other" category of Table 3-7 , the

most frequently listed places\qfe: restanrant, fast food store, park,
;

2

and’ other public places not associated with the schools.

of ¢

TABLE 3-7 ZIncidencer of Student Theft:
Where does it occur?

Pexrcent of

Place of Reported
Occurrence Theft
In school 76.0

"On school property,

outside of schdol . 9.5

Off school property - " 10.4 -
Other places 4.0
N=3130

THEFT BY TIME OF OCCURRENCE

Perhaps a better picture of theft from students can be obtained
by examining both place and time‘of occurrence. Table 3-7 on the fol-
lowing page, illustrates the frequency of occurrence by the time the
incident took place. Over three out of four thefts were reported tc
occur ¢ur§hg regular school hours, with the largest\percentage of

theft occlrring in the morning hours, after school begins but before

lunch. During this time period, 44 percent of all thefts were reported,

'
/
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TABLE 3-8  Incidence of Student Theft
by Timeé of Occurrence ;
—— - I

s Percent of
Time of Reported
Qccurrence Theft

Before reqular school hours 7.7

During regular school hours,
bofore lunch - 44.0

- ‘vfﬂ\/

During lunch 11.7

During re§ular school hours,
after lunch 21.1

4

After regular school hours 15.7

" N=3133

As the Table indicates, 65 percent of thefts involving ,students

as victims occur during regular classroom hours, not ineluding lunch.

Recall that in response to the previous question concerning where the
theft occurred, 63.5 percent xeported the incident; having taken place
in the classroom or from a locker. Furthermore, when asked when the

theft occurred, 76.8 percent of respondents indicated it took place

" during regular school hours, and when asked where the theft occurred,

. : a
76.0 percent of respondents indicated it took place inside the school

building. Thus, the student responses to the "when," and "where"

questions are in almost complete agreement.

-

THEFT AND TYPE OF PROPERTY TAKEN o :

Accoxding to student responses, the most frequent type of property

taken was "books and school supplies,&!which accounted for 35.5 percent




\

of all reported thefts. Next in frequency of occurrence was "money, "’
¢ \

E

which accounted for 26.6 percent of all thefts. An itemization of the

type of property lost by students is found in Table 3-9. 1In this
Table, the most frequently reported items in the "other" category were:
combs, cigarettes, carrying cases, gym shoes, gyw clothing, salculators,

toys and games, bicycles, and nmiscellaneous food items?such as gum and

candy.
TABLE 3-9 Incidence of" Student Theft
Type of Items Taken
Percent of
Reported
Items Taken Theft
Books/School Supplies 35.5
R Money 26.6
Clothing 12.9
Jewélry 6.7
* Purse/Wallet 6.3
Radio/Tape Player 3.2
Lunch 3.0
N Other P 5.9
¥
100.0

N=2941

THEFT AND VALUE OF PROPERTY TAKEN
In approximately half of the cases of theft reported by students,

the loss value was under five dollars, as shown in Table 3-10.

Eln"lf 86
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TABLE 3~10 Incidence of Student
Theft and value of
g Property Stolen
1

+

Percent of
Value of Reported
Items Theft

Less than $i 13.0
$1 to §5 37.0
$6 to $10

$1l to $20

A
More than $20

N=3378

Median value of loss: Sl .to $5

Student reports of the value of stolen property seem to agree

with responses to the question "what was taken?"“almost half of the
thefts involved the loss of scheol supplies and books, or clothing.
Both the student interviews and the open-ended responses to the ques-
tion concerning what was taken confirm that a large proportion of stu-
‘dent losses were small. Items mentioned with great frequency include
pencils, pens, erasers, notebooks, paper, and other school suppl{es.
Among personal items frequently reported séolen were food, cigarettes,
épd clothing.

In the "more than $20" category, the largest reported loss was
valued at $250, wi?h the average loss over twenty\dollars being $40.

Most of these losses did not involve money, but the cost to replace

such stolen items as bicycles, radios, tape players, and jewelry.

v 10




THEFT AND ITS REPORTING
" Almost half of the students who stated that they had something
* stolen also said that -they reported the theft to a teacher, and an

additional one in ten students said the theft was reported to the

school principal: Aan additional 18 percent reported the théft to .

other school personnel, thus, 68 percent of the thefts were brought

to the attention of school personnel, primarily classroom teachers.
_Table 3-1l, provides student responses to the guestion, "To whom did

you report the théft2"’

TABLE 3-11  Incidence of Student Theft
Which was Reported to Someone

Percent of
Reported

Reported to: Theft*

Teacher 48.0

/
I
i

Pripcipal 10.2
School Security 12.6
Counselor 2.5
Adjustment Teacher 1.2
Parent/Guardian .0
Other Family Member 10.5

Friend

Police .

Other

_rPercent of cases total greater than
100 percent. This was a multiple-
response gquestion.

N=3133




About 34 percent of students who reported being. the victims of
theft, did not report it to anyone. Table 3-12 summarizes the reasons

why they did not report the incidents.

¥ TABLE 3-12 1Incidence of Student Theft |
Reasons Why Theft was Not )
Reported
- Did Not Report Incident Percent of
Because: Responses
Not Important 37.3
Nothing Would Be Done 36.9
Nobody Cares 12.4
Afraid To 3.6
’ Forgot 5.6
Other 4.1
N=1036 Valid Cases K
Note: multiple response guestion

3.
3

THEFT BY GEOGRAPHIC ARéA {DISTRICT)

Based on student respo;ses about theft, the likelihood of victimi-
"zation varies as a function of such variables as age, grade lével, and
race. But it also depends on the location of the school. Table 3-13,
on the following page, ranks the twenty districts in the Chicago public

school system with respect to likelihood of victimization for theft. A

cautionary note here. The actual victimization rate within a district

may vary widely from school to school. Within one district it is pos-

* sible to have a victimization rate of 12 percent in one school, and a

® 1jy




rate of 36 percent in another school just 5rhile away. " The district °
rankings include only high schools in a district, not elementary

-scheols.

TABLE 3-13 Incidence of Student Theft
by District (high schools only)*
(Rates Per 100 Students)

Victimization

Rank ) District Rate (%) *
1 10, 12, 18 36 :
2 17 35 -
3 , i1, 13, 15

16, 19, 20 32
4 . 1, 14 ) 31
5 7 30
6 3, 4, 9 ’ 27
7 2, 6 | 23
8 5 . 22
9 8 19

*Rates rounded to neares* /hole number.

%63 High Schools - General and Vocational.

-

Contrary to the usual assumptions regarding the linkage between

crime rates and socio-economic indicators, the districts which have the

11 i 90~




—— highest- victim-reported ‘theft rates are not (a) predominantiy minority,
(b) the pocrest areas of the city, (c) the areas with the highest of-
ficiélly recorded crime rates, or (d{ F@grareas with the highest amount
of population transiency.

THEFT BY TIME STUDENT ATIENL.. IHIS SCHOOL
The likelihood of a studenF being a victim of theft appears “o be
uneffected by the length of time the student has attended the school,

with the exception of the first three months, as shown in Table 3-14.

- Ll

TABLE 3-14 Incidence of Student Theft
- by Time Student Attended the
% School (Rate per 100 Studen’ 3)
B ’
Time Attended , Victimization
the School Rate
Less than 3 months 20.2. i
* |
3 to 6 months . B 28.6
6 months to 1 year 27.6
l to 2 yeéars 28.1
More than 2 years ) 31.3
- N=2638
* Significant difference at .05 level }
(t test)

New arrivals at a school appéar to be less likely to experience
theft than students who have been attending the school for more than
three months. However, the number of students in the sample who! had

attended a school for less than three months was small (N=248).

!
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-- TEACHERS AS VICTIMS OF THEFT.. . L

Of the 1413 teachers who returned valid questionnaires, 379, or
f
26.8 percent reported having something stolen from them in a tyo—month

period between January and June of 1980, as indicated in Figure 3.3.3
FIGURE 3-3

Proportion of Teachers
’ Reporting Theft (26.8%)

In addition, approximately 2 out of 3 teachers reported that this

had occurred more than once,in a two-month perida, as shown in Table

a

~3-15. . ) .

I N g

TABLE 3-15 Incidence of Theft from
Teachers in a Two~-month
Period: Multiple Incidents

Number of Times Percent of
Victimized Cases
. ! I ».
. j Once . 35.2
i Twice 31.6
1 .
i .
i More than Twice 33.2
| .

¢ N=375 .




- .EIGURE 3-=4 . -

Theft from Teachers: A Comparison
of Chicago and National Data

- Chicago .
. Study 273

- 5'

h ] NIE Metro ;

Cities 34% !

NIE Nat'l 24%

4 L 1 X, - ]
0 10 20 N 30 ’ 40

Rate per 100 Teachers

»

Nationally, about 24 out of 100 teachers have something stolen
from them in school within a two-month period (the NIE teacher sample
data was based on questionnaire responses as was the Chicage study).
The victimization rate was substantially higher for urban school systems
than the national rate. As pointell out earlier, the national study was

done in 1976-77, and the Chicago study was done in 1980. This may, or

may not account for the victimization rate differences. .
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THEFT. AND THE SEX OF THE VIC: LM

About 7 out of 10 cases of theft are reéorted by female teachers,

but females represent a majority :of Ege respondents in the sample. Ad-

Y

justing for the proportion of males and females in the sample, the
victimization rate for male teachers is 28 percent and th

rate for female teachers is 38 percent.)fhié.information is shown in

Table 3-16.

Bl

\

7 “

3
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‘e

-

e victimization
"

-

TABLE 3-16

Incidence-of Theft from ~’
-Teachers by Sex of Victim .
(Rate per 100 Teachers)

4

. Sex of™ Percent of Rate for
. Victim Cases Sex
| Male ° " 29.6 7 28
’ *
- , Female . 70.4 38

* Significant difference at .05 level

(t test)

,

L4

v

Note: Rateg-rounded to wholé numbers .

Both male and feméle students were victims of theft at the same

rate, but female teachers, as a proportion of the sample, are more

likely to report a theft than male teachers. Furthermore, female teachers

are also more Iﬁkely to report multiple victimizations than are malf

teachers. With respect to school supplies and books,

be more trusting than males, and more likely to leave things on her desk
instead of locking them up. With respect to more personal losses, one

explanation might be that females carry purses, and males do not.

1
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THEFT BY PLACE OF. OCCURRENCE : ' .
As would be expected, the majority of cheﬁts,from teachers take
Place in the classroom. Not only do about 8 out of 10 of these thefts
take place in thJS locatlon, but an additional 5.7 percent of theft
\gncluded in the "other" category (an open—ended question) are assqgciat-
ed with the classroom, s;nce, in this category teachers listed such
places as desk, locker, cabinet, supply foom, and closet. This informa-
tion is found in Table 3-17. .
) TABLE 3;17 Incidence of Theft from
Teachers by Place of Occurrence
) Place of 3 Percent of
Occurrence Cases
1
§ Classroom 79.8 ) ////
; .
: Lunchroon 0.3
Washroom S 0.5
Hall or stairs: & 1.0
E Parking lot 3.0
Playground K 0.6
f'cGym or Locker ﬂ " 3.5
; a;her places 10.4 i
N=398

THEET BY TIME OF OCCURRENCE

-
-

Approximately 6 out of 10 thefts from teachers occur during regular

school hours, with most of the rest occurring after school hours, as

indicated in Table 3-18 on the following page.

i. ‘ ; . . ' ; .
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TABLE 3~18 Incidence of Teacher Theft
> by Time of Occurrence

Percent of
Time of Occurrence Cases

Before regular classroom hours 5.0

During regular classroom hours,

. before lunch 34.5
During Lunch 7.4
During regular classroom hours,
after 1lunch 23.4
After regular classroom hours 29.7
100.0 ’
N=380

Actually, the first category, (before classroom hours) and the
last category (after classroom hours) can be combined, since it would

@

be difficult for most teachers to know whether or not something left

in the classroom was taken after he or she left for the day or before

he or she returned the next morning. -

THEFT AND TYPE OF PROPERTY S;OLEN

In over five out of ten cases of theft from teachers, the proper-
ty taken can be classified aé books and school supplies, as ind;cated
in Table 3-19 on the following page. In probably a maj&rity of these
cages, the loss was to the school system and not personally to the

teacher.




" TABLE 3-19 Incidence of Teacher Theft
by Value of Property Stolen

. | l -
Percent of

Estimated Value : ; Cases
Less than $1 24.3 .
$1 to $5 34.2
$6 to $10 26.3
" $11 to $20 8.4
' More than” $20 ‘ 6.7
N=378 . ‘ *

THEFT AND ITS REPORTING

In approximately eight out of ten cases (78.4 percent) teachers
reported the theft to someoée. However, of those who did tell someone
about the inciéent, only 48 percent officially ;eported it to a prin-
cipal or assistant principal, school security person, or school clerk. .
This information is displayed in Table 3-20 on the following page.

The most likely person to be told about a theft is another teacher,

; followed in turn by a principal ox éssistant principal, and then by a

friend of t@e teacher. Recalling that a large proportion of gheft from
téachers involves losses of under ten dollars, and that the majority of

losses involve such items as school supplies and books, it is surpris-

ing that almeost half of the incidents are called to the attention of

some school official, since minor thefts usually go unreported.

Y

119

o 97




TABLE 3-20 Incidence of Teacher Theft
by Who was Informed of the
] Incident .

Percent of

Rgé;rted To q§ses
prindipal 364
Assistant Principal £é.4
Schpol Security Person 7.3
Sc?éol Clerk - 1.9
Union kepresentative 4.7
Other Teaéher ) 28.5
Friend 10.9
Police 5.6 '
Othef . 2.3

) ) 100.0
N= 330

»

Of those not officially reporting the incident, the major reason

given: for failing to report it was that "nothing would be done."

COMPARISON WITH OTHER DATA

According to the responses of teachers included in the survey, ap-

proximately 27‘out of 100 teachers have something of value stolen from

them in a two month period.

If losses under one dollar are eliminated

(in order to compare Chfcago with the National NIE study), 24 out of

’ 11y




Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

wh

)

100 teachers have something stolen. 1In ‘the National study involving

ruréié_guburban, and urban school systems, approximately 12 out of

100 teachers in secondary schools reported having something worth more

than one dollar stolen from them in a one month period, or 24 out of

100 for a two month period. Thus, it appears that the Chicago thef:t-

from-teachers rate is the same as the Nationa)l rate. In the National

study, NIE researchers found no statistically significant difference

between rate of theft from teachers as a function of geographic-popu-

.

lation data, i.e., no real difference in rate of theft as a function

)
of size of school system (rural, suburban, or urban).
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CHAPTER II

STUDENTS AND TEACHERS AS VICTIMS OF ASSAULT
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STUDENTS' AS VICTIMS OF ASSAULT 1

A total of 422 out of 12,882 students in grades 7 tnrbﬁgh 12,%or -~
3.3 percent, reported that they had been physically attacked in a two .
month period between January and June of 1980. However, many of these
attacks took plaée before or after school hours;and while the students
were on the way to\or from school. To determine a school-related vic- -
timizatiop rate, those attacks which did;not take place in the school
environment are E;btracted frém the tot;l reported student assaults.
Approximately 2.0 percent of théxstudents reported an attack taking ‘
N .place in the school, or on school grounds.
Profecting the total reported assaults on students to the popula-
tion of about 250,000 students‘in,grades 7 through 12 in the 1979-80
school year, it is estimated\;hat 8250 students %n the system were phy-

1S

sically attacked.l 7

FIGURE 4-1 -

Proporiion of Stidents Reporting Assault

: In addition to the students who reported an actual physical attack,
1095 or 8.5 percent of the students in the sample reported that they were -

were_ threatened with assault or ‘an attempt was made to assault them. .




As with the incidence of theft, what constitutes.an "assault" is

open to interpretation. About one-third of those students reporting an

attack or attempted attack stated that the incident arose out of an ar-

gument. In such cases it is difficult to determine, without inte;view-

.

ing each respondent, who w2z “he instigator, or who struck the first
blow. In the 600 followup interviews conducted with respondents who had

taken the questlonnalre, 1l in 4 1nd1cated that they viewed belng push-

e — s - . . P T P e e

T L
.

.

ed or shoved as being serious enough to report as an "attack" on tke

questionnaire. The likelihood of reporting minor incidents or trivial
"horseplay" as an attack appears to be high with younger students in
the 7th and 8th grades, and steadily decreases with age of the respon- .

dent. Since fighting between male students is, and always has been

3

commonplace, it would be overstating the’ case to merely say that 3 out
of 100 students were'assaulted (in the sense of the term used in crimi-

nal law) during any two month per@od.
It is estimated that about 3 out of 4 simple assaults which occur

in the U.S. never come to, the attention of the police. It is the more

.

serious type.of assault, usually designated "aggravaied agsault," which
is brought to the éttention of the authorities. One indicator of the
)
‘seriousnezs of an assault is the exte t of injury reported. In 1 out of
3 cases of assault reported by stﬁdents, the victim also said that he
or she sought medical attention (saw\e doc Qr or nurse, or went to a
hospital). Using this criteria, about two?thirds of the assaults on
students could be classified as simple assaults and one-third as aggra-

vated assaults. However, these éstimates.are too high, although by how

much we do not know, The question about extent of injury was a multiple

3
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response question, and some respendents checked more than one response

(i.e., saw doctor or nurse and went to hospital). .

How serious is. the incidence of assault on students in the Chicago
schools? One answer can be found by comparing Chicago and national (NIE)
data. This haéibeen done in Figure 4-2. Since the national study rates
are for schooi;;elated incidents, we will use the 2.1 percené Chicago

rate which excludes all assaults which take place on the way to or from

o e DU, ~ UG PR — e ——e

school.

" FIGURE 4-2

Student Assaults: A Comparison of Chicago and National Data

)

CHICAGO * Student Questionnaire data

STUDY 2.1% * student Interview data

NIE METRO ] :
CITIES - 113

NIE NAT'L :
sQ* ‘ 4.3%
NIE NAT'L _ , ' .
T SI*¥ 2.6% )
1 1 1 1 1 [ %
0 1 2 3 4 5 6

RATE PER -100 STUDENTS




Nationally, if student interviews are relied upon, 2.6 percent of stu-

*

dents” are assaulted during a two-month period. If information from stu-

dent questionnaires is relied upon, about 4.3 percent of students na-

»

ticnwide are assaulted in the same time period. Victimization is lowest

for rural areas and highest for large urban areas.

ASSAULT AND THE SEX OF THE VICTIM
Male students are almost twice as likely as females to be victims

of ‘assault as shown in Table 4-1 L .
\‘_ I
\
TABLE 4-1 Incidence of Student Assault
- by Sex of the Victim

< <

. Sex of .Pexrcent of
Victim Cases
Male 69

. - *

' Female 31

Total 100

‘% gignificant difference at .05 level (t
test)

N=409

This is not a surprising finding. According to our knowledge gain=-
ed from officially collected crime st;tistics for simple and aggravat-
ed assault, males are about four times more likely to report an assault
than are females. Furthermore, in analysi%xof assaults knéwn to police
by sex of victim, the sex difference holds for all age levels. In the

b , national student victimization study conducted by SIE in over 600

junior and senior high schools it was found tha. males are between two

o 10s
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often as female students. While it is difficult to estimate just how

and three times more Likely to be victims of an assault than are
female students. Finally, National Criﬁe Survey (NCS) data indicates
thaf males in tLe age range 12 to 19 years are about twice as likely
to be victims of an assault as females in the same age range.

fales are rear%d in the society to be more combative and asser-
tive than feméles, and are more likely to‘feel that they have to de-

fend an image of "machismo" or manliness via combat than are females.

In addition, males are more likely to be involved in “roughhouse"
activities which lead to more serious altercations than are females.
These are just a‘few of the éactors wbich contribute to vhe higher
rate of assau%t victimization for males.

Gang activity is often credited with a largé proportion of

-

violent crimes committed by youth, although most observers beligve
that it is directégvat other gang members. However, a certain pro-
portion of gang aétivity\is always directed toward general intimida-
tion and the recruitment of new members, both of which may contri-
bute to youth vic;imization. In response to guestions conce;ning the
presence of street gangs in and around the schools, twice as many
male students indicated that they had been attacked or threateAed by
street gangs as did female students. (See Chapter 4 which is con-

~

cerned with the activities of street gangs in and around the Chicago

schools). Also, male students said that they were recruited for gang

membership, either in school, or outside of school, about twice as

much of the difference in assault victimization rates can be attri-

buted to street gang activities, there does not appear to be much

~

{

doubt that it is a contributing factor. : -

12¢.
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ASSAULT AND THE AGE OF THE VICTIM
The likelihood of a student becoming a victim of an assault or
an attempted assault is a function of age. The relationship is shown

in Table 4-3,

’

]

TABLE 4-3 Incidence of Student Assault by Age of .
the victim (rate per 100 students)
Actual Actual and R
Age of Victim Assaults Attempted Assaults
11l years or younger 8.3 16.7 )
*
- 12-13 years 4.1 14.9
. . :
'14-15 years 4.1 13.0 f
* . * % i
16~17 years 2.2 ‘ 7.1
1
18 years or older 2.9 4.8 :
3
N=12,704
\\ * Difference significant at .05 level (t tests). )
\ _ _ . C o
3 With an increase in age there is a corresponding decrease in both

v

Vactual and attempted assaults. This relationship is true for theft and
robbery, as well as assault. The number of éttempted assaults reported
by students frém 16 to 18’years‘of age or older is quite small when
compared wiﬁh.attempts reported by(yo;nger students. This may be a func-
tion of ;nterpretation, with younger students misjinterpreting the actions
of others, or, it may be explained by the conclusion that as students
mature they are less likely to be seen as "easy” victims. It may also

be the case that increase in physical size has something to do with the

difference in reported victimizations.

“
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ASSAULT AND THE RACE OF THE VICTIM . b

:
|

The likelihood of becoming a victim of assault is not the same for

students of all races. This relationship is shown in Table 4-4. “ .
TABLE 4-4 ‘Incidence of Student Assault by Race of
“ . Victim (rate per 100 studénts)
: Race of Actual Actual and
Victim Assaults ~~ Attemptéd Assaults—|. - . —
American Indian 8.4 l 21.7
-k * -
Asian . 4.1 , 9.9 ’
Spanish American 3.4 10.0
Black 3.7 - 11.1
* x
White R 2.4 - 9.1
* Difference significant at .05 level ( t tests)

)
It should be pointed out that the frequencies are too small in the

L case of American Indians and Asians (N is less than 50 in both cases)

A r

to draw meaningful conclusions. But it is important to note that Ameri- -

can Indians report the highest victimization rates for theft, assault,

; *

and robbery. Still, when one examines the data, it is evident that a
student's risk of becoming a victim is related to his or her race or
ethnic background. Of the three races which represent the vast majority

of students in the school system, black students have the highest vic- .

EL

timization rate, and white students have the lo&es; victimization rate.

}. ‘ R .

Of course, race itself is not the determining factor. Socio-economic

factors associated with race arédthe major influence on‘victiﬁization

- S 128 . ’
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rates for assault.
How do Chicago victimization rates for assault on students compare
NS z
with the NIE national findihgs? Figure 4-3 compares risk of actual

assault for students in the Chicago schools by race, and risk of assault

for students nationally by race.

FIGURE 4-3

Assaults on Students by Race: A Comparison of "
- Chicago Data and National Data

Chicago Study ~ . NIE National Data

Americah
Indian '
\' .
Black
Hispanic 1
White
. Asian
L 4 ) ] i & [ [ 1 i 1 —d
- 10 8. & 4 2 o) 2 4 6 8 10
Rate per 100 Students
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side of the building.

ASSAULT BY PLACE OF OCCURRENCE

—

‘ Over one-third of student assaults take place in the schooi build-

N,

ing, and about two~thirds in the school environment, as illustrated in
Table 4-5. Note that-slightly more assaults on students take place off

school property than in the school building or on school property out-

- : B w7 e O P T e Y
TABLE 4-5 Incidence of Student Assault by Place of Occurrence
: In School % of School % of Off School % of
Building Cases Property Cases Property Cases
: Classroom 9:4 Playground 12.4 ‘To or From
B . . . School l6.4
. Hall/Stairs 8.0 Parking Lot 6.0
: . . Street néxt
Washroom 7.1 School Events 4.4 to school - 12.5
t | ¢
Gym/Locker Other 1.2 || public Trans—{}
Room 6.9 | portation - 5.3
Lunchroom 6.0 Schocl Bus 1.3
Other 3.0
A
Total 37.4 24.0 38.5

A ranking of places where assaults on
of occurrence is found in Table 4-6 on the

property" assaults are not considered, the

¥

1o

-

students occur by fregquency

student victimization rate

would be substantially reduced, producing a school-related rate.
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TABLE 4-6 Incidence of Student Assault:
Ranking of Places Of Occurrence

Percent of

) Place of Occurrence Rank Cases
To or from school 1 " 16.4
Street next to school 2 12.4
Playground 3 - 12.4
Classroom 4 9.4
i o e e e e BRLY/StRILS 5 8.0
‘Washroom 6 7.1 -
} o . Gym/Locker Room 7 | 6.9
Lunchroom, or
Parking Lot . 8 6.0
Public Transportation 9 5.3
School Events 10 | 4.4
School Bus 11 1.3 §

N=386 .

While the overall actual assault rate is 3.3 per 100 students,
the assault rate inside séhool buildingé is 1.3 per 106 éiudents, and
the assault rate for'students while on school property is 2.1 per 100
students. The classroom appears to be very:sliéhtly more dangerou§
with respect to assaults than other places inside the school. Howevér,
the magnituée of the risk difference between classroom énd‘hallways,
stairs, ;r washroom is very smail. Considexing the amount of time
spent in the school environment with the amount of time spent'in coming

or going to school, the school enﬁironment is safer than the neighbor-

hood in‘which the school resides.

L4
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ASSAULT BY TIME OF OCCURRENCE | )

Student responses in the Chicago Survey indicate that almost half
of the actual and attempted assaults occur after regular school hours,
as shown in Table 4-7. Almost 6 out of 10 such incidents (58.5 per-

cent) occur either before, or after, regular schod; hours.

TABLE 4~7 Incidence of Assault by . .
i Time of Occurrence
(actual and attempted assaults)

R . Percent of
Time of Occurrence } Cases
Before regular school hours 10.9

During regular school hours,:

before lunch 15.2
During lunch = . 14,7
During regular school houfé, :
after lunch ’ 11.7 :
After regular school hours 47.6
100.0 1
N= 947 ' 4
‘ _ |
Of those assaults and attempted assaults which occur during reg- L

ular school hours, about 15 percent occur in the morning hours before .
the student's lunch period, about 14 percent occur during the lunch
period, and the other 11 percent occur in the afternoon hours, after

lunch, but before the end of regular school hours.

ASSAULT AND THE REASON FOR IT

Unlikevtheft, where the victim usually does not come into contact

»

with the offender, assault is usually an incident preceded by




behavior or words on the part of the offender which communicates to

the victim the purpose for the assault. It can also be the case that
. i

-

the person assaulted was al. least parFially responsible for triggering
or precipitating the assault.’ One of the questions asked students was
the following, "If you were assaulted, or an attempt was made to do so,

what was the reason for it?" Student responses are found in Table 4-8.

1

TABLE 4-8 1Incidence of Student Assault )
(actual or attempt). What was
the reason for the assault? 5/#

. Percent of
Victim's Reason Cases

An argument ’ 32.4 -

) A grudge 14.1 -

Gang recruitment 14.0 ///X/f/fi

Don't know

<
e

Just showing how
tough they were

Raciélly,Motivated

QOver Girls

<

Other e
. _ o

= 7 100.0

N=838

T

The last four categories in Table 4-8 were taken from oéen—ended

responses to this question, and ne attempt was made to categor}ze these

.

responses if they did not appear with some frequency.

) The fact that 1 in 3 assaults! were due to arguments and almost
- 1
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half were due to either arguments or grudges, points up the difficulty

L3
-

one faces in attempting tdé determine yhat percentage of assaulted stu-

-
.

dents were actually victims, or how much of reported assault was vic-

tim precipitated.

ASSAULT AND THE OFFENDER(S)

Number of Offenders .Involved - According to students. involved in the

survey, in over 6 out of 10 cases of assault, more than one person was
involved in the incident. As Table 4-9 shows, in only 34.5 percent of

the cases was just one offender or attacker involved in *he incident.

TABLE 4-9 Incidence of Student Assault
by Number of Attackers or
Offenders involved

Number of Persons ‘Percent of

Involved Cases™

One berson 34.5

Two persons . 21.5 .

Three persons - 15.5

More than three persons 28.5

100.0
N=400

According to NIE data from the national study, approximately & out

of‘lQ student assaults involved only one offender (based on student -

~

interview data). No information is available concerning number of

offenders by size of school system, nor is the NIE data available

>
A}
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concerning student questionnaire data on this question.
- o

. A

Sex Of Offenders - Most assaults or attempted assaults on students

~

involved offenders or attackers of the same sex. In cases where at-
tackers were not of the same sex, the victim was usually female and

the attacker or gttackers were male. This inforvation is shown in

" Table 4-10 below.

TABLE 4-10 Incidence of Student Assault
. . and Attempted Assault by Sex
of the Attackers

Sex of Attacker

Sex of Victim Same Sex Different Sex

3\ Vv
Male 91.0% 9.0% R
E‘emé\l\e 82.5% 17:5%

Male N = 411

Female N = 189 ' B

Age of Offenders - Students reporting an assault or attempted assault,

were asked to estimate the age of the attacker(s) in two ways. If
only one attacker was involved, the student was asked to estimate his
or her age in years. If more th;n one attacker was involved, the stu-
dent was asked to state whether the persons were generally younger
)

than the victim, about the victim's age, or older than the victim.

The student responses are found in Tables 4-11 and 4-12 o? the fo;low—
\\

ing pages.

N\
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TABLE 4~11 Incidence of Student Assault
, -and Attempted Assault by Age. s
of Single Attacker. or Offender
Percent of

Age of Attacker Cases g

11 years or younger 6.4 ‘

12-13 years 18.5

14-15 years , 29.1

16-17 years 27.3 .
) 18 years or older ! 18.8

100.0 B
N=543 ' “ ’

¢ .

The information in Table 4Lll is presented s; that the reader
can assess the actual age of some of the éffenders involved in
assaults upon students. However, the information is more meaningful
if comparéd with the age of'victims. Of those students reporting
being assaulted b§.a sinéle offender, in about 7 out of 10 cases
(67.3 %) the offender or attacker was reportéd té be 6lder than the
victim. In most of the other cases, the offender or attacker was
reportéd to be abouF the same age as the victim (26.6%). Based on
the reports of students it is generally. the case that older youth
are attacking individuals younger than they are. However, it ‘should

be recognized that the victims assessment of offender age may be

distorted in some instances, and the general tendency might be for

victims to want to believe that the offenders were older.

JRB ‘ -
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TABLE 4-12 Incidence of Student Assault
and Attempted Assault by
Estimated Age of Attackers

Percent of

Age of Attackers Cases
Younger than I 7.3
About my age 38.6
Older than I T 54.1

100.0
N=606

According to students in the Chicago Survey yHo reported an
assault or attempted assault, the offenders or attackers were older
than the victim in over half the cases, and were about the same age
aé the victim in almost 4 out of 10 cases. If one assumes that stu-
dent victimization usually involves older students preying on younger
ones; the survey data should show that (a) risk of victimization de-

creases with age and (b) offenders tend to be older than victims. The

data shows both of these patterns.

-

The NIE national study shows risk of victimization decreasing
with age, but does not show, that offenders are likely to be older than
" victims. Based on student interviews, 76 percent of offenders were

estimated to be about the same\age as the victim.

Race of Offenders - In approximately 7 out of 10 cases of reported as-

sault or attempted assault on students, the attackers or offenders

were of the victim's own race as shown in Table 4-13.

117 . ‘1327,
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It is evident from the information received from students in
the Chicagoe study that mogt of the assaults axe not interracial in
nature. Given a.school sistem with an approximate 6:2:2 ratio of

black, white, and hispanic students, the number of assaults report-

ed in which the offender and victim wére of a different race is proba

probably smaller than would have been expected by chance. However,

the Chicago schools rarely reflect the 6:2:2 ratio of students from

-

different races. For example, well over half tha general ind voca- .

tional high schools in the c¢ity have a student body which is 90

TABLE 4-13 Incidence of Student Assault
or Attempted Assault by Race
or Attackers or Offenders

il
Percent of

Race of Attacker > Cases
L My own race 69.2
Different race 30.8 .
- 00,0
U S .
N=357

to 100 percent black, and two large high schools are between 90 and

100 percent hispanic with respect to student body. The segregated

nature of the school system may be one éxplanation for the low inci-~

£

dence of interracial attacks or assaults involving students as vic-

tims.

118

13g

”————————————————;————__;;_;_;__________l-------iil-lllllili




Status of Offenders - From Table 4-14, it appears that approximately

half of the assaults or attempted assaults involved attackers or of-
fenders from the victim's own school. Recalling that almost 60 per-
cent of assaults on students take place before or after regular school
hours, it is likely that individuals who could be classified as non-
students were involved in a portioﬁ of the out-of-school ‘environment
cases. In Table 4-14, only 46.4 percent of student victims stated
that the attackers were not students frpm their'school or that they

--=did not know the status of the attackers.

TABLE 4-14 Incidence of Student Assault
and Attempted Assault by
Status of Attackers

Was Attacker(s) Percent of

from your school Cases

Yes 43.5

I think so 4.2

Some were 5.9 1

No 30.4

Don't know _ . 1e6.0

100.0
N=593

In the NIE study, principals reportedly estimated that 9 out of
10 assaults on students (taking place on school grounds) involved
o&her students as offenders. The NIE study did not seek information

about student assaults which took place off .school grounds. Another

indication from the NIE study that most offenders were probably

1lio :1 FYE]
‘IS




students at the school, is obtained from student respondent's state-

ments that in 86 percent of attacks, the offender had been seen before,

and in 75 percent of Ehe'cases, the offender was known by nane.

ASSAULT AND THE USE OF WEAPONS

According to students who reported being victims of assault or at-

tempted assault, in 1 out of 3 cases, ‘the attacker({s) had some kind of
weapon as shown in Table 4-15. The types of weapons used or possessed

by attackers and the percentage of cases in which that weapon was used

is illustrated in Table 4-16.

Incidence of Student Assault
and Attempted Assault by Victims
Reporting use of Weapon

TABLE 4-15

Was Weapon Percent of

Involved Cases
Yes 33.7
No 66.3
100.0
weeos

The proportion of assaults and attempted assaults upon students
in which the victim reported that a weapon was involved appears to
be high. In the national study only 1 in 6 victims reported that
some kind of weapon was involved. But the NIE study did not break

down the use of weapons by size of community area.

\‘k
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TABLE 4-16 1Incidence of Student Assault
and Attempted Assault by Type
of Weapons Reported Used
'Type of " ©  Ppercent of
Weapons Cases
Gun ) 7.1
Knife ) 19.3
. Brick/Stone h 8.6
seickpat a9 |
Pipe 9.1 .
Bo£tle 1.5
Misc. Other 11.5
100.0
N=592

ASSAULT aND EXTENT.OF INJURY _ ]
Students reported being injured in a little over half of the cases
of assaugt ﬂSB?{la:$tg§gn§§ﬁ£epo;ting‘somgmggigugfiéngfgmggfg asked .
about the extent of the injury. Two of the student résponses can be
used to measure the seriousness o% injury. The first indicator would
be the qpmber of those reporting injury who said that they saw a doctor
or nurse as the result. total of 18 percent of the students were
seriously injhred using this criterion. The second indicator would be
the number of those reporting injury who said that they went to a hos-

pital as a result. A total of 14.l1 percent of the students were seri-

ously injured using this criterion.
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Table 4-17 provides the student responses, however, it is diffi-
cult to interprét because it is a multiple response quéstion, so that
a studént'injured as a result of ap‘assgult could answer yes to all
five categories. A total of 422 students reported being actually as-

saulted, but there were 1352 responses in the five categories, or a

little over three responses per respondent.'

TABLE 4-17 Incidence of Student Assault
by Extent of Injury to Victim

Percent of

Extent of Injury Cases*
Saw«boctor or Nurse 18.0
Went to Hospital }A.l
Was bleeding ’27.8
Sy
Had broken bone - 8.3
Had to stay home .
from school 31.8 :
100.0
N=1203 *Multiple responses

]

In the NiE study it was reported that about 40 pércent of assaults
on students res@é%pd in some form of injury, whereas in the Chicago
study injury was reported in approximately 53 percent of the cases.
Alio,;in the NIE sgudy, only 4 percent of students assaulted reported
seeking medical treatment, wheareasvl7 percent so reported in the Chi-

cago study. It would be interesting to compare the Chicago results

with NIE metro cities (SMSA over 250,000 popqlation), but that infor-

(S

mation is not available, and the NIE data used here is for the nation




as a whole. It is quite likely that injuries resulting from student

assaults in large urban areas are more extensive or serious in nature
than is true in rural areas, small cities, or suburbs.

In some cases attacks without injury can be interpreted as "no
cri&e," in that they were incidents of pushing, shoving, tripping, etc.,
wﬂich w&ﬁld_not ordinarily be reported officially, being considered
too trivial in nature. The followup interviews with students who had

taken the questionnaire determined that about 1 in 4 of the assault in-

cidents were of this nature. However, the number of students reporting

e A L e e g — —

an assault who were included in the interView sample was too small to

make reliable estimates from the data.

ASSAULT AND ITS REPORTING

Assaults and attempted assaults upon stuéents were reported to
someone- about half of the time (48.5%). However, in only about 1 in 5
cases was the incidént reported to a principal, teacher, or school se-
curity“person. Most fgequently the incident was reported to a friend,
or t§ a parent or guardian. This information is shown in Table 4-18 on
the following page. As is typical with criﬁe reporting in general, only
the most serious cases are officially reported. And even in ;he more
serious cases students may not report Eﬂé incident becauéewéf fearrﬁhéf
the offender or offenders may retaliate. According to information col-
lected by the National Crime Survey éhe victim~offender relationship
was a major factor in determining whether or not a crime, was reported.

Assaults committed by friends or acquaintances went unreported far more

frequently than assaults committed by strangers.

-
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- 1 TABLE 4-18 _Incidence of Student Assault
and Attempted Assault - To
Whom was the 3ncident reported?
Percent of
Reported to: -Cases -
Principal 13.6
Teacher 15.0
School Security
Person 6.3
Other School
S —Personnel it =27 S
?areﬁt/duardian 27.8
- Other Family Membey 6.8
/ Friend ///; 14.7
Police 10.6
Other 1.0
N=841

ASSAULTS BY GEOGRAPHIC AREA

?he likelihood 6f a student becoming a victim of an assault or at-

7/
/

temptd assaulﬁ varies among the 20 districts of the Chicago school sys-

tem, as shown in Table 4-19. However, because of the way district lines

are drawn, there can be a great deal of variation within districts, so

that, for example, the assaul; rate on students in one end of a district

can be twice as higH as it is in the other end of the district.




-Incidence of Student Assault and

TABLE 4-19
: Attémpted Assault by District
‘Rate per 100 High School Stude;ts
District ' Low Rate High Rate  District Rate
1 8 12 8.9
2 3 8 8.7
3 5 7 10.7
4 3 9 8.3
5 4 10 11.0
6 s 18 11.2
7 9 17 12.7
8 4 10 6.2
9 4 17 7.0
10 -3 16 11.0
7 {l 7 . 9 9.2
12 4 12 9.5
13 3 16 15.3
14 4 11 9.3
15 4 12 10.3
16 2 15 12.1
17 11 14 12.8
18 4 11 12.3
19 6 9 9.1
20 6 15 14.3

- Note: Low and high rates rounded to whole numbers.
District map found in Appendix B-3
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|
ASSAULT BY TIME STUDENT ATTENDED THE SCHOOL

-

Generally, students who have attended a school for less than six
months are more likely to ;eport?being assaulted or an attempt being
made to assault them tham students who have been in attendence at the .

|

school for at least six months. However, there is little variation in ' i
' - |

|

victimization rates after than time, as shown in Table 4-20.

o

TABLE 4-20 Incidence of Student Assault
- and Attempted Assault by Time
Attending the School

(Rate per 100 Students)

Length of .' . Victimization
Attendence ' Rate -
\ ] .
- Less than 3 months 11.7
P .
3 to 6 months 12.3 =
iy 4 . *
6 months to 1 year ' 8.4
1 to 2 years 9.1
More than 2 years - 8.4

* Significant difference at .05 level (t tests)

<

3{ 5
N=1746 |

The NIE national study also found that throughout the country

students who have been attending a school for less than six months

—-
-

have the highest victimization rates, not only for assault, but for

robbery as well.




TEACHERS AS VICTIMS

Of the 1413 teachers who.feturned questionnaires, 25, or l.7j

1

peréen? reported being victims of assault during a two month period.

An additional 122 teachers or 8.63 percent, reporced an attempted as-

<

sault. Thij/;nférmation is summarized in Table 4-21.5

TN

TABLE 4-21

Incidence of Assault
on Teachers for a
Two Month Period

Incidence of
Assault

Percent of
. cases

Actual

* Attempt

25 .77

122 8.63

The number of "attempted" assaults appears to be quite high unless

1

the following information is also considered. First, many teachers
interpreted attempted assault to also mean "threat of assault." Second,
the Chicago Schools rank assaults upon teachers in five different ca-

tegories ranging from "verbal assault" to "Physical contact with ser-

ious injury."

filed by teachers fall into the least serious category of "verbal as-

saults." Thus, an unknown portion of the reported attempted%§$saults

The majority of official incident reports for assault

were probably verbal and not behavioral in nature.

mize the seriousness of verbal abuse or threats, but to suggest that

verbal threats may in some cases be reported by Chicago teachers as an

"actual assault.,"

The NIE national study determined that one half of 1 percent of

secondary school teachers are assaulted in any one month period.
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attempt a comparison of the NIE data with Chicago study data, the

monthly rate is multiplied by two, to give an assault rate on second-
ary school teachers natidnally of i‘percent iﬁ a two month period.
The Chicago s£udy teacher assault rate was 1.77 percent, substantially
higher than the national average determined by the NIE study.

However, the NIE teacher assault victimization rate is based on

a sample dominated by rural, small city, and suburban .school systems,
and it would be expected that such rates would be higher in large metro-

- (oS

politan school systems. NIE teacher assault rates for large urban

.

school systems was 1.8 percent per month or 3.6 percent ovex a two
month period. Also, since we know that assault rages for students in
large school systems are larée; than assault rates for students in the
nation as a whole, we could also assume that assault rates for teachers
are higher in large school systems than in the nation as a whole. But
there are other sources of data with which to confirm the assumption.
The National Centér for Educational Statistics conducted a nationwide
survey of crimes reported to police by school authorities which was

»

completed in 1975. The NCES survey found that assault rates for school

_ systems based on offense rate per 1000 pupils in membership differed

substantially as a function of area. The estimated rate for metro-
politan central areas was 1.109, as compared with 0.209 for non-ﬁetro-
politan areas or an appro#imate 5:1 ratio.6 )

Figure 4-6, on the following page, compares actual assault rates

for Chicago and for other large cities. Assaults on teachers in.the

Chicago schools are about half the national rate for large city school
)
H

systems.




FIGURE 4-4

Assaults on Teachers: A Comparisan of
Chicago and NIE National Data

Chicago 1.77%

NIE Large Cities 3.6%

. NIE National 1.0%
0 1 2 3 4.
. - " Percent of Cases
’Q‘ ] .
ASSAULTS AND THE SEX OF THE VICTIM
About 16 percent of male teachers as .compared with 10 percent
of female teachers reported an assault or attempted assault during
the two-month recall period between January and May of 1980, as in-
. dicated in Table 4-22
TABLE 4-22 Incidence of Assault and Attempted
Assault of Teachers by Sex of Victim
Sex of Percent of Cases
g Victim r N . . hy Sex -
‘ .
' Male 55 16.0 ;
* !
. Female 89 10.2 ‘
]
. | * Significant difference at .05 level (t test)
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With respect to actual assaults, 2.3 male teachers out of every

hundred and 1.6 female teachers out of every hundred reported an assault
, -

during a two-month period. Whether repeorting actual assaults ox attempt-
ed assaults, male teachers report more incidents than female teachers.

Figure 4-5 compares the fhicago study findings with the NIE national -

findings with respect/to teacher assault and the sex of the victim.

Assaults on Teachers by Sex of Victim: A Comparison -
*of Chicago and National Findings (rate per 100 teachers)

- ,« ) ’
: . . FIGURE 4-5 . -
yIE Natianal 1.0%
' Chicago Study 2.3%
| FEMALES
L 4 1 -
N NIE National v 0.8%
Chicago Study 1.6%

[ sy

A 2 2 .

0 1.0 2.0 + 3.0

A

The NIE rates are national and include responses from teachers in
rural, small city, suburban, and large urban areas, but the ratios are !
similar, with a female/male ratio of 4:5 in the national study and 4:6
-
.in the Chicago study. Both natignally and in the Chicago system, male

. % .
teachers are more likely to be assgq%ted than female teachers. One ex-

¥

R b .
planation may be that males aée more. likely to stand their ground and -

females are more likely to avoid situations leading to an assault.
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ASSAULT AND THE AGE OF THE VICTIM

Of those teachers in the sample, two age ranges have the highest
rates of assault or attempted assault as shown in Table‘4-§3. Teachers
over 60 years of age and teachers under 30 years of age report sig-

nificantly higher Lictimization. -

.

TABLE 4-23  Incidence of Assault and
Attempted Assault of Teachers
by Age of the Victim

{Rate per 100 Teachers)

I Victimization
When Born? , Rate
Before 1920 19.0
1920 to 1929 6.7
§ 1930 to 1939 ' 4 7.9 ) .
i 1840 to 1949 14.8
T aAfter 1950 ) 22.7

* Significant difference at .05 level

(t t%fts)

N=146

The highligcident rate for younger teachers Cquq be exélained by
lack of experiencé. On the other hand it may also be explained by a
lack of seniority in gpe system ahg subsequent inability to select the
school in which they teach. 'This is assuming that teachers will elect

to teach in schools which have an environment conducive to learning

and in which they do not have to worry about their physical safety or

othexr factors disruptive of learning. The less time spent in the system

I
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the less likely a teacher will be able to have anything to say about
where he or ;he is assigned. Thus, younger teachers would find them-
selves in high crime rate schools more often than older teachers.
Butkthis e;planatioé fails to explain‘the high incidence rate for
those teachers who have been in the system for the longest time, and
are nearing retirement. One might be tempted to explain it by con-
sidering an inverse relationship between teacher age and ability to
tolerate the behavior of many of today's students, except for the
fact that if this were the case, incident rates should riée steadily
with the age of the teachers, and it deces not. To further examine
this issue, we canexamine teacher victimization rates for actual
assaults only (see Table 4-24).3ﬁstead of looking at both actual and
attemptéd assaults, as we did in figure 4-23, Here we fj d no clear

pattern, but teachers born between 1930 and 1939 have the highest vic-

timizatidn rate. (The total N for actual assault is only 25)

TABLE 4-24 Incidence of Actual Teacher
Assault by Age of Victim
) (rate per 100 Teachers)
wﬁen Born | Rate
. Before 1920 2.2 ,
1920 to 1929 0.4
(. 1930 to 1939 2.9
1940 to 1949 2.2
1950 or later l.4
N=25
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ASSAULT AND THE RACE OF THE VICTIM

The likelihood of assault is also linked to race of the teacher
as illustrated in Table 4-25. Two racial categories --Asian and Span-
ish American--show no actual assaults and few attempted assaults. But
the number of teachers in these racial categories in the sample were
so small that the indicated rates for these two groups have no méan—
ing (see Table 2-7 of the Introduction) On the other hand, the number
of Asians in the "other" categoxry is substantial, and this category

has the highest victimization rate.

TABLE 4-25 Incidence of Assault and Attempted
Agsault on Teachers by Race of the
Victim (Rate per 100 Teachers)

Assault Rates

Race of Teacher N Actual Attempted

Asian ' 10 -0~ -0~

Spanish American 41 -0~ 2.4 B
Black 500 0.7 ;i6

White 776 éi9 . 9.8

Other 27 5.4 11.8

* Significant difference at .05 level (t tests)

Included in the other category were East Indians, Pakistani,
and orientals, as well as individuals from the Middle East. The large
i

majority of teachers in the sample were black or white. However, the

number of actual assaults reported by teachers was too small to place
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ﬂmuch confidence in the racial rankings for actual assault, except that
§ 3
\the rankings for attempted assault are the same.

In the NIE national study, the teacher sample included over 16,000
teachers, less than 20 percent of whom were teaéhiﬁg in large urban .

school systems.' Reported victimization rates for teachers by race are

provided in Table 4-26 below.

TABLE 4-26 Incidence of Teacher Assault*
by Race of Victim - NIE
National Study Data

a o

) Rate Per 100 » wa-e
. Race ) Teachears -
Asian 1.2
Hispanic 0.5
Black 1.1
White 0.9
American Indian 3.3

- 4
*Actual Assaults only
ASSAULT BY PLACE QOF OCCURRENCE

The classroom is, by far, the most dangerous place for teachers
with respect to assault as is illustrated in Table 4-27, which provides
both the percentage of total incidents by location and also ranks the

locations according to frequency of occurrence. About 3 out of 4 of

the actual and attempted assaults which occur inside the school build-

ing take place in the classroom.
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TABLE 4--27 Incidence of Teacher Assault*
by Place of Occurrence

Percent of

Place of Occurrence Cases Rank
Classroom 43.9 1
Street next to school 10.5 2 )
To and from school - 9.7 3
. Luncﬁroom 7.6 4
5 . Playground 4.8 5
School athletic or ;
social event 3.8 6 i
: Library 3.2 7 ?‘ «3
Gym 2.7 8 ; ’
' Parking lot 2.5 9
i

Washroom 0.6 10

* Actual and Attempted Assadults

Note: Does not include "other" category

i In the "other" category, not included in the Table above, are such
place; as: auditorium, school office, basement, entrance toc building,
and other places mentioned less than-l percent of the time.

The NIE study does not provide information on teacher assaults by
location. In the NIE report, principals rank halls and stairs in the

: school as most dangerous for both students and teachers, and the class-

) room ranks second. Halls and stairs are not a high risk place according

to the responses of Chicage teachers.
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ASSAULT BY TIME OF OCCURRENCE

Approximateli three out of four assaults on teachers took place
during regular classroom hours, according to teacher responses, and
this is in agreement with the teacher responses concerning place o?
occurrence~in that the classroom was the location of most incidents
reported. Also, according to the information in Table 4-28 below, the
least likely risk of assault upon teachers would be the time period
prior to'regular school hours and the lunch period. These are also‘

the  time periods when teachers are leastllikely to come into contact

. with students.

i
t

‘' TABLE 4-28 Incidence of Téacher Assault*
; by Time of Ocgurrence

Percent of

Time of Qccurrence ) Cases

Before regular school hours 7.2

During regular school hours, 33.8 N
before lunch :

During lunch 7.5

During regular school houys, 28.8 '
after lunch ) :
After regular school hours 12.9

*Actual and Attempted Assaults

“N=139

ASSAULT AND REASON FOR IT
According to the information in Table 4-29 on the following page,

the most dangerou situation for teachers with respect to likelihood
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of assault, is when the teacher is handling a classroom disciplinary | ,
problem. Approximately four out of ten assaults are réeported for this
Ve

e
type of s%tuation. The next most dangerous situation appears to be
\ .

when a teaé@er is questioning a student in the halls of the school.

\v

TABLE 4-29 Incidence of Teacher Assault*
by Reason for It

Percent of

Reason for Assault cases
Argument ’ 7.7 '
Grudge ' 6.9

Classroom Discipline
Problem 36.9

Questioning Student
in Hall 15.3

Questioning Outsider- -
in 'Hall 4.4

Dispute with Parent

or Guardian of Student 5.4
Don't know 10.3
Other 12.8

100.0

*Actual and Attempted Assaults
N=130

ASSAULT AND THE OFFENDER(S)

Number of Offender(s) Involved ~ In about eight out of ten cases of

-

'?
assault upon a teacher, only one offender was involved. Two offenders
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were involved in 10.7 percent of the cases; three offenders in 5 per-
cent of the cases; and more than three offenders in 6.3 percent of
the cases (see Table 4-30),. -

The NIE national study reports*éhat in approximately eight out of .

ten cases of assault upon a teacher, only one offender was involved.

TABLE 4-30 Incidence of Teacher Assault*
by Number of Offenders Involved

Number of . ‘Percent of
Offenders Cases

One 78.0

Two 10.7

Three 5.0

More than Three 6.3

) ’ 100.0 . N

~

*Actual and Attempted Assaults N=134

—

Status of Offender - Over three out of four assaults and attempted as-

-

saults reported by teachers iﬁvolved students as offenders, with the

status category of "outsiders" accounting for the next largest propor-

tion of assaults, as is shown in Table ?—31 on the following page,

The "outsider" would be an offender not recognized as a student at the

school, as a school employee, or as a parent. Some students at the -

school could be included in this category if not recognizeq.

-
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TABLE 4-31 Incidence of Teacher Assault*
by Status of Offender in the
School System
. Percent of
Status of Offender Cases
Student 77.4
Outsider 15.4
Parent or Guardian 9.0
Teacher 1.3
Other 1.9
105.2**

*Actual and Attempted Assaults

L
**Sums to over 100 percent due to
multiple responses

N=155 <

Age of Offender - Over 85 percent of those who assaulted or attempted

to assault teachers were estimated to have been of school age (between
10 and 18 years) with those in the early teen years accounting for a

larger proportion of the assaults or attempted assaults‘thag those in
the late teen years. According to the information shown in Table 4-~32

on the following page, teenagers between the ages of 15 and 16 are

most likely to assault a teacher.
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TABLE 4-32 Incidence of Teacher Assault*

by Estimated Age of Offender
Percent of
Agé of Offender Cases
10 to 12 years 23.3
13 to 14 years . 21.8
~ 15 to 16 years; 30.1
17 to 18 years 11.3
Over 18 years 13.5
- ’ 100.0

. *Actual and Attempted Assaults

N=133

~

Sex of Offender - Approximately 2 out of 3 individuals who assault

teachers are of the same sex as the victim, as shown in Table 4-33
on the following page. Of those teachers who report being assaulted

- 3
by individuals of the opposite sex, 3 out of 4 are cases of females

being assaulted by male offenders. Nationally, according to the NIE
study, about 8 out of 10 cases of assault on a teacher involvedvof—
fenders who were of the same sex as the victim. The NIE study"did

not present information about assaults on teachers by size of communi-
ty area other th§n to note that victimization\rates were lowest for
teachers in rural areas and highest for teachers in large urgan areas.
Since there are far more female teachers in the Chicago schools than

male teachers, and males are much more likely to be the offenders in

cases of assault, it would appear that female teachers possess some
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sort of an immunity, at least with respect to actual assaults. This
may be partially explained by either (a) a reluctance on the part of
male students to strike a female teacher, or (b) by female teachers
being more likely to avoid conf#ontations which esculate to the éoint

of an assault. -

TABLE 4-33 Incidence of Teacher Assault
by Sex of the Offender
~ 1
Sex of Percent of
Offender . Cases
Same as victim " 69.3
Different sex 30.7
100.0
N=139

/
/
/

Race of the Offender -~ Whereas about 7 out of 10 students who reported

being victims of an assault indicated/éhat the offender was of the

same race, most assaults and attempted assaults on teachers involve an
offender of a different race. chording to the NIE studf, white teach-
ers‘confrbnt substantially highér risk of being assaulted when teach-
ing in predominantly non&hite §chools, but th? reverse is no£ the case.
That is, black or hispanic teachers do not increased likelihood of an
assau}t regardless of the racial makeup of the school. In a @inority
school a whize teacher risks being assaulted about twice as often as

a minority teacher. It thus appears that the racial background of a

keacher relative to the racial background or composition of the student

3
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body is a factor which affects risk of being assaulted.

L4
In Table 4-35 the NIE data on assa?lts on teachers by racial com-

|
|
) TABLE 4-34 Incidence of Teacher Assaulf
and Attempted Assauilt by Race .
p of the Offender ’
I
g \ percent of Cases
. - Race of the ) Actual Attempted '
: offender Assaults  Assaults
e . | same as victim = 36.0 40.0
Different race : 64.0 60.0 . .
; : 100.0 100.0 )
N=25 N=120
|

position of the school is illustrated.

| .
| TABLE 4-35 Percentage of Sé€condary School
1 « : Teachers Attacked by Racial

‘ ’ ! . Composition of the School -

|

Percent Attacked
” % White

‘ ' Student Body Minority White
" Less than 40 1.5 3.5
40 to 70 0.8 1.3

" More than 70 0.8 0.5

. Source: NIE Report: Violent Schools ~ Safe Schools .
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Note that the percentage of nonwhite teachers assaulted is pot
si nificantly related to the racial composition of the school. But there
is a relationship between percentage of white teachers assaulted and
the racial composition of the school. This relationship also appears in
the data from the Chicago study, but the number of teachers reporting

{ . .
an actual assault (N=25) is too small to draw conclusiu.ns.

) ~
v

ASSAULT AND THE USE OF WEAPONS

.~

In 13.2 percent of the cases of actual or attempted asséult on a
teacher the offenders had some kind of weapon. In one case the weapon
was reported to be a gun, and in six cases it was reported to be a
knife. In the other cases the offender held something not traditional}y
.. "thought of as a weapon which could be used to striké the teacher. The

number of cases is touo small to draw conclusions or present in the form

B E

of a table or figure. :

ASSAULT AND EXTENT OF INJURY
In four out of ten cases, the teacher.was cursed, shouted af, or

threatened verbally., but was not actually touched. But five out of ten

cases did involve physical contact as indicated in Table 4-36. In many

a

cases the teacher reported being shoved or struck with a fist. In one

case a teacher reported being cut, and in another case a teacher re-

r

ported that the offender shot at him with a gun.
According to the NIE study, nationwide, about 19 percent of all
- Tattacks on teachers required some form of medical treatment, and a

teacher's chances of getting seriously hurt, if attacked, are almost

five times as great as a student's chances of getting seriously hurt.

Y

Q - 143 ‘1‘2:3 .
ERIC

.
s >
rd ’




‘s\ )
| ' Ay ) ;

5
TABLE 4-36  Incidende of Teacher Assault |
And Attempted Assault by ]
How Attacked :

Percent of

—~How .Attacked > Cases.

' Threatened . 37.5
Grabbed or touched . 3.4
Shoved 124.7

_ Shoved and hit with fist J 17.1
Kicked 4.9
Cut ) 0.6 .
Shot _at 0.6

=y ,
" Other 10.3 !
N=147

ASSAULT AND ITS REPORTING
A little over half of the assaults and éttempted assaults (54.1
percent) are officially reported within the school system to a princi-

-

pal, assistant principal, or school security person, as i; shown in‘
Table 4-37 on the following page. Other than reporting the incident
‘officially, the teachers are most likely to tell another teacheg///
Of course, reporting an assault or an éttempted assault to a prin-
cipal or assistant pringi}al does not mean that the incident will be
formally recorded by filing an official incident report. ﬁsr‘a number

of reasons,-school principals will often attempt to deal with the

problem at the school without reporting it to th? central offices.

£




, E 'TABLE 4-37 Incidence of Teacher Assault
) and Attempted Assault and
Its Reporting
* 3
’ . Percent of
'To Whom Reported Cases
‘Principal . 23.1
’ Assistant Principal 21.6
School Security Person 9.4
. ' Union Representative 7.2
E Other Teacher : 17.5
. ! Friena 8.8
i‘
: Police . 9.1
i )
- : ‘ Other* 3.4 §
i ;
: ;
100.0 !

e . ’ N=130

: . ) .
*Other category: janitor, clerk,
spouse, other family member

According to the teachers surveyed{ eight out of ten incidents
are reported to someone, even if not officially to school personnel.
Of the one out of five who do not report the incident at all, and the
three out of five who do not officially‘report the incident, the reason
most often given is that nothing would be doéne about it. See Table

- 4-38 on the following page.
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TABLE 4~38 Incidence of Teacher Assault-
Reasons for Not Réporting

Percent of

Reason - . Cases
Nothing would be done A 48.1
- Not important 18.5
Nob&dy cares anyway ' 18.5
Afraid 1.9
. Forgot - 1.9
Other reasons 11.1
“ 100.0
3,
| N=140
\\
s
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CHAPTER III

STUDENTS AND TEACHERS AS VICTIMS OF ROBBERY




STUS%NTS AS VICTIMS OF ROBBERY

A total of 321 out of 12,882 students in grades 7 through 12, or

2.5 percent, reported that they had something taken from them by force

or tareat of force in a two month period between January and May of
19801 Projecting this to the enti;e studeﬁt populationE;n grades 7 th
through 12, approximately 6250 studénts were victims of robbery in the
time period. Approximately 3 out of 10 of these incidents took placel
outside of the school environment, most frequentlyras thé victim was
on the way to or from school. If only those robberies which took place
within the school environment are considered (a school-related victim-
ization rate) just under 2 out of 100 students, or 1.8 percent were
victims of robberylin the school environment. ™t

In addition to the actual robberies, 851 students, of 6.7 percent
of the sample, reported an attempt to rob them. This information is

$llustrated in Table 5-1.2

. TABLE 5-1 Incidence of Student Robbery
and Attempted Robbery -

(Rate per 100 Students)

Percent of

Incident Cases
Robbery 2.5 % ;
Attempted Robbery - 6.7

' * Total rate, including off school grounds
N=12,700

A )




The crime of robbery is defined as the taking of something from

another person by force or threat of force. With respect to the sample
this is a workable,‘if not completely satisfactory definition. It avoids
the more eomplex technical and legal distinctions found in the criminal
law, and hopefully conveys to the reépondentsjthe essential meaning of
the germ robbery. However, some of the incidents reported as robbery

may not be defined at law as robbery, but as extoxtion {as when an older

student extracts payment or tribute based upon the implied threat of

force), or as "larceny with contact," (as when someone is a victim of
L)

a purse~snatching) . A

In the follow-up interviews with stud;nts who had taken the ques-
tionnaire, some of the students who reported a robbery were actually
referring to theft. Also, some of the students who réported an attempted
robbery were describing occasions when they had been (a) asked by other
youth to "loan" them money, (b) asked if they had any money on their
person, or (c) been chased by other youth and assumed that robbery was
the intent. Thus, it appe;rs that an unknown number of "robberies" were
actually cases of theft, and that some of the attempted robbéries re-
ported were either cases of extortion or "shakedown" of youtﬁ, or were
misinterpreted.

How does the Chicago survey data compare with student robbery data
in the NIE national study? Since the NIE study asked about robberies
which were school-related (in the building or on the grounds), we will
compare Chicago and national data using the 1.8 percent Chicago victim-
ization rate which excludes those inq}dents which do not take place in

the school environment. The comparisons are illustrated in Figure 5-1

on the following page.

1£9
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Nationally, if student interviews are relied upon, 1 percent of

will be recalled that the NIE recall period was one month, and the rate

|

. students in secondary schools are robbed during a two-month period. It .
was one-half of one percent in a month. If student questionnaires are
relied upon, about 4.5 percent of students are robbed in a two-month

period. For large metropolitan school systems, using questionnaire data,

about 8 percent of students are robbed in a two-month period.

FIGURE 5-1

Student Robbery: A Comparison. —
of Chicago and National Data

CHICAGO
STUDY 1.8%

NIE METRO 8.0%
CITIES | »

' .
NIE NAT'L 4.5%

' *
NIE NAT'L 1.0%

£ : 1 s H : H H —

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8

' * Rate based on interviews, all other rates based
on questionnaire data.
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ROBBERY AND THE SEX OF THE VICTIM

For both ~ctual and-attempted robbery males are in a higher risk
category than females. Appéoxiﬁately 6 out of 10 students reporting
robbery are male, and 7 out of 10 attempted robberies are reported by

males, as indicated in Table 5-2., These are proportions, not rates.

i

TABLE 5-2 Incidence of Student
Robbery by Sex of the
Victim

(Proportion of stuuents)

Sex of Actual Attempted

Victim Robbery Robbery
} Male . 61.0 72.3
* *
Female 392.0 27.7
Total 100.0 100.0

N
Y

* Significant difference at .05 level
(t test)

N= 12,704

Nationally, according to the NIE study, male students reported
being robbed in school twice as often as female students. Since males
.in both studies report much higher victimization for robbery and for
assault as well, male students appear to be the most likely targets for
crimes of violence. The National Crime Survey and the Unifcym Crime
Reports both confirm that males are targets for violent crime much more
* often than females. The national student robbery rates by sex of vic-

tim are illustrated in Figure 5~2 on the following page.
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The National Crime Survey data covers victimization over a one
year period, and refers to all robberies, regardless of time and place.
In the NCS data for 1975, between 3 and 4 males report being victims of
robbery for every female so repo;ting, as illustrated in Figure 5-2.
if the‘NCS national victimization sex ratio for robbery also holds for
Chicago, then, in ¢ mparing the NCS data with the Chicago study data,

females are more likely to become victims of robbery in the school en-~

vironment than outside of this environment.

FIGURE 5-2

National Crime Surve%,victimization Rates
by Age and ‘Sex (1975)

20 ROBBERY
1
! 17.3%
15 . 16.9%
‘ i Pt
i
10 - i \ !
[
f |

B

5.2% |
' : ;. 4.5%
v i , ;
§ Male Femalei Male Female
o b L l :
- 12-15 years 16-19 years

Source: Criminal Victimization in the U.S. (SD-NCD-N-5)
U.S. Department of Justice, LEAA, NCJISS, 1977.
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ROBBERY AND THE AGE OF THE VICTIM

wifhvone exqeption, the likelihood of a student being robbed is
inversely related to age, as illustr%te& in Table 5-3. ‘The 12 to 13
year old student has the highest risk, and is about seven times more

likely to report a robbery than a student 18 years or older. The like-

lihood of victimization falls steadily and rapidly with age.

TABLE 5-3 Incidence of Robbery and Attempted |
Robbery by Age of Student Victim

(Rate per 100 Students

; Actual | Attempted
| Age of Victim Robbery Robbery
i 11 years or younger 2.2 1.0
! . *
f 12-13 years 3.7° 8.3
* *
14-15 years 2.9 ) 5.1
* *
16-17 years l.8 3.4
T %
18 years or older 0.5 1.8
N = (321) N = (651)

' * Difference significant at .05 level (t tests)

This data is in accord with the NIE study which found that with
minor exceptions, the risk of victimization for robbery tends to decline
as age increases.

If one hypothesizes that student vicéimization usually involves
older students preying on younger ones, then the data should show (a)

that risk of victimization is greater for younger students, and (b)
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offenders are likely to be oldér than victims. The NIE study confirmed

only the former, but the Chicago study confirms both (see Table 5-18).

with age and the correlation between actual and attempted robbery is

A visual illustration of both the decline in reporied victimization

shown in Figure 5-3.

Percent of Cases

T

N\

FIGURE 5-3

Students Reporting a Robbery or Attempted
Robbery by age of Victim .

S
Actual Robbery
Attempted Robbery

|} X 2

11

12-13 14-15 16-17

Age of Student




The NCS data for 1975 also indicates that likelihood of victimi-
zation (robbery) decreases with age. The NCS data groups victims in
age ranges, as shown in Table 5-4. Risk for both sexes is reduced as

age increases.

TABLE 5-~4 .
NCS For 1975: Victimization Rates
for Robbery by Age Range (Rates
Per 1000 Persons)
Age ' Male Female
12-15 Years 17.3 5.2
N | ‘.,
! '
16-19 vears 16.9 45
> .
20~24 Years 14.5 7.3
H
i 25-34 Years 9.0 3.7
! . ;
: L :
!
Source: NCS, 1975 . /

! N ,
According to the Uniform Crime Repogts, which are based< on /

¢

y
crimes reported to police, victimizatiod rates for robbery decreasefas

[
- . . = §
age increases, as shown in Table 5-5. ! .
~ . »

A « ' /
i
]

TABLE 5-5
- ! i
Uniform Crime Reports, Victimization and
Age of Individual Reporting/ the Offense

4

Age Rate Age Rate
tnder 18 4.1 26-35 2.3
18-25 3.7 36-45 2.3

.

Source: Uniform Crime Reports,. 1977
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ROBBERY AND THE RACE OF THE VICTIM

Race is a factor in the likelihood of robbery victimization. Based

the highest rate of victimization, followed by blacks, whites, Hispanic, .
and Asians, as illustrated in Table 5-6. R : .

' - o

4 r

on racial proportioﬁs in the sample, American Indians once again report .
|
|
|
|
|

* ¢

While this information is shown in Table 5<=6 above,\é more graphic

ALt

TABLE 5-6  Incidence of Robbéry by
' Race of Student Victim
. , (Rates per 100 Students) }
. 1
|
Actual * Attempted
Race of Victim Robbery Robbery - l
1
. . a a |
American Indian 3.4 3.9
’ ; |
Black -, 3.1 3.8.. .
~ |
’ e i
White 2.6 3.5 . . . )
. L 4 i
Spanish American 2.5 . 3.0 ~ i
. ' -
N Asian . 2.02 1.72 - |
4 |
. . Ty . ¢ |
2 Number of cases-less than 25 \ ‘
* Significant difference at .05 level
(t tests): pone between rows .
* M ‘
|
|

illustration of the relationship between robbery victimization and race
N :
can be found in Figure 5-4 on the following page. Both Figure 5-4 on
&
victimization and race, and Figure 51} on victimization and age level

-

emphasis the relationship between actual and attempted robbery victimi-

LI Y

zation clearly, although the relationship between actual andAéttempted L

assault is much closer with respect to race of student victim.
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American Indian students have the highest victimization rates

3 N —

for theft, assault, and robbery. Th%s cannot be explained by pointing
out th§t they are the smallest identifiable\fggiél minor%py in the
school system since the number of a;ian students is also small, al-
though somewhat 1arger:than the American Indian group, and they have

L the lowest robbery victimization rate of all the identified racial

. groups. The largest‘concéntratibn of american Indians in Chicago is

Z} found in the Uptown area and adjacent communities on the north ‘side

¥

of the city. The Uptown community is one of high population density,

high resident transiency, low income level per capita, and very high

=

index crime rate. These factors may contribute to an explanation of

the high victimization rates, but it is doubtful that it is a full

has been found to be a national phenomena, and holds true regardless
of size of community.

The natiopal student victimization study conducted by NIE found
e -~

explanation, since very high victimization rates for American Indians
no significant differences between black, white, and hispanic students l

with respect to their likelihoo& of becoming a victim of robbery. But

/ . -
! ’ did find a significant difference for American Ind.an students, as

b

shown in Figure 5-6 on the following page. .
i ' In the National Crime Survey (NCS) American Indians were found

to be victims of serious crimes far out of proportion to their repre-

of communities and different sizes of communities, cannot be explain- .

- A

ed by reference only to socio-economic status and high crime areas.

L sentation in the population. Such findings, found in different types
f

|

!

| ‘ even thaugh these may be contributing factors.

i<. Q 1.7 ; ’
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FIGURE 5-5

NIE NATIONAL SURVEY: STUDENT VICTIMIZATION BY RACE .

OF VICTIM (PER 100 STUDENTS)

PERCENT ROBBED
10 r

0 1 L t ¢ 1

. AMERICAN BLACK WHITE HISPANIC ASIAN
INDIAN ‘ .
RACE OF STUDENT "

N

SOURCE: NIE STUDENT QUESTIONNAIRES

»
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3
. ROBBERY BY PLACE OF OCCURRENCE
In the survey, student respondents were asked where robberies or .
attempted robberies took-place. A little over 1 in 5 such incidents
~ ‘z

take place in the classroom, and approximately 1l in 5 such incidents

taKe place on the way to or from school, as shown in Table 5-7.

v

|
|
|
i TABLE 5-7 Incidence of Student Robbery
-, . And Attempted Robbery by
’ . ’ Place of Occurrence
- Place of Percent of .
Occurrence cases =
. . N
; Classroom . 22.1.
i Washroom 8.3
L ‘ Hall or Stairs 9.6
- Lunchroom 4.2
Playbround 9.5
i . School Bus 1.7
Public Transportation 8.6
te Parking Lot 3.6
’ . School Ewent 2,1
Street Next to School 7.0
s ’ Going To or From School 19.2
99.0
- . N= 841 Note: Cases do not total )
100% due to "other" category
- which primarily consists of
places outside of school. .
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From the category list in Table 5-7, the classroom and "going to
and from school" are the two places where robbery and attempted robbery
is likely to occur. As noted previously, less than half (42.6%) of the
robberies and attempted robberies of students occur inside the school
itself.

Within the school, approximately 42 percent of robberies occur in
the classroom, 18 percent in the halls or st;irs, 7 percent in the
lunchroom, and 15 percent in the restrooms. According to the NIE na-
;ional stuoy; approximately 18 percent of high school violence, which
Qould include robbery and assault, occur in the classroom, ai.d 31 per-
cené in halls and stairs.

The NIE study provides information on where "most violent in. idents
occur" by level of gchool. The violent incirdents include both assault
and robbery, and the levels are elementary schiool, junicr high school,
and senior high school. Because the NIE analysis ;ncludes both as-
sault and robbery, accurate comparisons with Chicago findings are 4if-
ficult. Nationally, 1l percent of violent incidents occur in the hall-
ways and stairs for elementary schools, 34 percent occur in hallways
and stairs in junior high schools; and 35 percent occur in the;e places
:N senior high schools. Another pxoblem with thg comparison is thét
in the national study, the information about places of occurrence was
obtained . from the assessment of principals; and not from student vic- /
tims. The principals are using those incidents which come to their

attention in making their assessments. The Chicago study is using

reports of student victims.
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According to the information in Table 5-8 below, just over 4 in
10 robberies or attempted robberies involving students occur in the
school: building, and about 7 ocut of 10 of these incidents occur in

the school environment.

TABLE 5-8 Incidence of Robbery and
Attempted Robbery of Student
by Place of Occurrence

Place of Percent of !
Occurrence N Incidents !

L In School 354 42.1

- 1

/ i

‘ On School Property,

Outside of Building 252=%,, 30.0
Off chool Property 235 28.0 ¥

ROBBERY BY TIME OF OCCURRENCE

Over half of the reported robberies occur either before or after

regular school hours. Since it is unlikely that a large percentage of
students spend much time in the school bhilding during these times,

time of occurrence indicates that at least half of the robberies oc-

? cur outside of the school building, %nd this is confirmed by student
/ «
responses to the question about place of occurrence where respondents

indicate that only about 4 in 10 robberies occur in the school building.

\)‘ Lo s - N le2

»




t

. TABLE 5-9 Incidence of Robbery and
Attempted Robbery of Student
by Time of Occurrence

Time of Percent of
Occurrence Cases

Before regular school hours 13.2

During regular school hours,
before lunch 17.8

During lunch ) 17.3

Puring regular school hours,
after lunch 11.2

. After regular school hours 40.5 ///

N=322

- According to the data in Table 5-9 above, likelihood of robbery
steadily decrqéses throughout the school day until after regular school
hours, and theh, it incéeases dramatically. The data indicated that
4 out of 10 robberies probably occur when the students are on the way

home from school, or are lingering around the school after being re-

leased from classes.

ROBBERY AND TYPE OF PROPERTY TAKEN
In a little over 1 in 3 robberies, ﬁoney is taken from the stu-~
/

dents. The next type of property taken with great frequency, are hooks

. and school supplies. As shown in Table 5-10 on the following page, .

-

| ‘ -
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these two categories of property are taken in over half of the robberies

from students.

TABLE 5-10 .*Incidence of Robbery and
Attempted Robbery of Students
by Type of Property Taken
Percent of )
Property Taken Cases
Money 37.7
Books/School supplies 17.0
Purse or wallet 8.3
i Jewelry ‘ 9.9
t‘ Lunch . 4.8
Clothing 7.7
_Radio/Tape Piayer ' 9.5
Other 5.2
. 100.0
- N= 330

%

AY
In the "other" category, are such items as rings, chains, coats,

records and tapes, personal effects (#iich as combs) and sweaters, most
of which could have been checked in one of the regular categories on

the questionraire.
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ROBBERY AND ITS REPORTING

Students who said they were robbed or experiencing an attempted
robbery only reported'slightly-over i in 5 of the incidents to anyone
(22.8 percent). However, of this group, oniy 3 in 10 students repor-
ted the incident to school personnel, and only 1 in 10 to the police.
Thus, as far as school officials are concerned, only 6.8 percent of
the students reporting victimization ever brought-the incident to the

attention of school officials. This information is summarized in Tab-

les 5-11 and 5-12.

; TABLE 5~11 Incidence of Student Robbery
: ) Did they Tell. Anyone about

% the Incident?
H

PR

t
Percent of !

{ Tell Anyone? - Cases*
§ - .
" “Yes . 22.8
No 77.2 '
¥
100.0
N=1172

| *actual and Attempted Robbery 4

Since a portion of these incidents happened outside of the school
environment (about 3 in 10 robberies or attempted robberies of students)
it would not be expected that students would report them to school of-

ficials. But an even greater disincentive for reporting the incidents

may be the fear of reprisal or retaliation. About 17 percent of the

AR5 -
s L




student victims report that they did not report the incident because

of fear (éee Table 5~13 on the following page). .
Since the NCS data indicates that approximately half (53 percentf

of all robberies are reported to police, it appears that students in -

the 12 to 18 year _age range are only one-fifth as likely-as the gene-

ral victim population to bring the incident to the attention of the —

police. !

’

TABLE 5-12 Inciden;e of Student Robbery )
Whom did\you Tell?
y . Percent of

Whom Told ) Cases -
Principal g 6.5
- Teacher 15.7 oy

School Security Person . 7.8

Other School Person 3.8 E

Parent/Guardian 27.6 i ;

Other Family Members 8.1 !

Friend 18.8 :

Police 10.1 | ’ > ’
Other 1.7 ‘ ) .
N=444 &ote: multiple response question

Of those who did not report the incident, the majority believed
that it was not important or that nothing would be done. Student res-

ponses are found in Table 5-13 on the following page.

.o I
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TABLE 5-13 Incidence of Student Robbery
Why they Did Not Report the
Incident ’
Percent of ,
Reason . Cases
.Not Important . ~ 3.8 . .
Nothing Would Be Done 26.9 !
Nobody Cares 12.8
- Afraid 17.5
Forgot - 7.4 .
Other . 4.7 ’ .
N=234 ] 100.0

In the National Crime Surveys, conducted by LEAA and the Bureau
of the Census, respondents were asked why they did not report various
crimes. The two most frequent respohses were (a) not important, and
{b) nothing would be done. Thus, the NCS data and the Chicago study
data regarding this question are‘esenpially the same.

Comparing the NCS data with “"crimes known to police" in the uni-,
form Crime Reports, it is estimated that just over half o. the robber-
ies (total of armed and unarmed robberies) in the U.S. are reported to

police. The NCS data indicates that whether or not a robbery is re-

ported is, generally, a function of the amount of the loss, and the

¢
.

extent of the injury.

1R7
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ROBBERY BY GEOGRAPHIC AREA

Based on student responses to questions about robbery and at-
tempted robbery, the likelihood of victimization varies as a function

~of such things as age, sex, and race, but it also depends on the

A

location of'the school. On the following page, Table 5-14 lists the
actual“qnd attempted robbery rate reported by students in the survey.
Once again it should be pointed out that the actual rates within a

particular district| can vary widely, with a robbery rate at one high

.

school in the district being three or four times higher than the rate

at the other high séhools in the same district.

In columns two and three of the Table,)thé low and high rates
(per 100 students) are listed so tﬁat the reader can judée the range
of the rates. These rates are percentage figures for actual and attemp-
ted robbery which have been rounded to whole ;umpers, Thus, in district
1 the range is from 1 percent of students reporting victimization at
one hiéh school to 5 percent ;f students reporting victimization at
at other high school. (note: a distri?t usually contains from two to

four general or vocational high schools) ~

1

The likelihood or risk rate for robbery of students varies from

a low of 0.9 to a high of 4.9 per one hundred students if district
averages are compared. However, if ranges are considered, there are
high schools where students report a‘robbery or attémpted robbery less
than one-half of i percent of the time. The likelihood or risk rate

for attempted robbery of studehts varies from a low of 0.7 to a gigh

of 5.5 per one hundred students if district averages are compared.
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. TABLE 5-14 '
INCIDENCE OF ROBBERY AND ATTEMPTED ROBBERY BY SCHOOL DISTRICT
. RATES PER 100 STUDENTS E
ACTUAL & ATTEMPT ROBBERY VICTIMIZATION RATES !
TOTAL DISTRICT '
DISTRICT LOV HIGH ACTUAL ATTEMPT

1 e 1 5 3.8 1.1

' 2 0 4 2.1 2.2

. 3 0 3 1.2 0.7

4 1 9 1.7 2.5

5 2 9 1.7 3.1

. "6 5 12 3.0 - 4.5
7 0 “5 3.2 3.2 .

8 0 -7 1.7 - 1.6
9 4 10 2.3 3.8 :
10 1 5 4.9 5.5 !
o o 6 2.5 3.6 ,

12 U 4 2.8 3.2

13 1 6 4.2 5.5

14 1 4 2.7 3.4

15 0 3 0.9 2.8

16 2 4 3.0 4.5
17 3 4 3.9 4.4 i
18 0 11 2.8 2.0 X
19 0 1 3 1.7 1.5 ;

! 20 o} 9 1.2 2.7

L . | (SEE DISTRICT MAP APPEngIx B, Figure B-3)
L Note: columns 2 and 3 Have rates rounded to whole numbers
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ROBBERY AND THE OFFENDER

Number of Offender(s) Involved - In 6 out of 10 cases of robbery or

attempted robbery from a student, more than one offender was involved.

Official crime statistics, local police statistics, and crime survey

-

data, all indicate that robberies where the offenders are youthful,
tend to be "group affairs." The majority of robberies of youth in the

1

age range 12-19 years are committed by other youth of about .the same
age or older, and involve muitiple offenders.

The NIE National study found that only 3 in 10 robberies of stu-
dents involved multiple offenders. There are several reasons for the
difference in findings. First, the NIE study was national, and only
about 20 percent of the schools involved iq the NIE study were truly
urban in nature. Second, the NIE study concerned only robberies thch
took place in the schooi environment, whereas, the Chicag; study in-
cluded an examination of rgbberies which took place on th; way to or
from school. Multiple of%ender robberies are more prevalant in urban
areas, and are more likely to take place outside of school than in
school. Thlrd, the Chicago findings are for both actual and attempted
robberies, whereas, the NIE study only dealt with‘gctual robberies.
Finally, the information on number of offenders came from student in-
terviews in the NIE study, and from student questionnaires in the
fhicago study.

according to NCS data (a seéondary analysis of National Crime

- -~

Sarvey Questionnaire Data) 34 percent of student victimizations and

~

23 percent of teacher victimizations which occux in the school involve

more than one offender. The NCS data is(crime specific. In cases of

v




-

robbery of students, more than one offender is involvéd in 57 percent
- of the incidents. Thus, the NCS data and Chicago study data are in

agreement concerning robbery of students by multiple offenders.

.3 ~

TABLE 5-15 Incidence 'of Student Robbery
aAnd Attempted Robbery by
Number of Offenders Involved
Number of Percent of
. Offenders Cases
-~ One 40.0
Two 25.4
Three 14.6 .
More than Three 20.0
|
; 100.0
’ ,
N=804

Sex of Offender(s) - In 2 out of 3 cases of robbery or attempted rob-

bery of Chicago students the offenders were of the same sex as the
. * . . N
victim, as indicated in Table 5-17 on the following page. Most violent
« vrimes (assaults and réﬁberies) against students appear to involve

- victims and offenders of the same sex, usually males victimizing males.

7
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Both the NIE study and the NCS study support this conclusion. In the

national study conducted by NIE about 85 percent of the robberies of
students involved victims and offenders of the same sex. In the small

number of cases where victims and offenders were of different sexes,

the offenders were usually males victimizing females. The NCS data

indicates Eha;ﬁ96 percent of male student victims reported that the

N

bffenders were male (for all personal contact crimes, including rob-
bery and assault) and 60 percent of the feméle student victims report-
ed that the oféenders were female. Finally, Uniform Crime Report (UCR)
data on police arrests .show that over 90 pe;cent of arrests for the
crime of robbery inveolve males. ihus, all the data sources show that

a much higher proportion of robberies are cor ' .:ed by males thén by

. 4
females. >

TABLE 5-16 Incidence of Student Robbery
. and Attempted Robbery by
Sex of Offenders

. Percent of -
Sex of Offender o Cases

—— " Same as Victim . 67.3
- \\\Different Sex 32.7
—
\\\
100.0
N= 838

19p
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Age of Offender(s) - In approximately 6 out of 10 cases of robbery

of a student, the offenders were older than the victim, and in about
3 ou: of 10 cases the offenders were of the same age as the victim,

as indicated in Table 5-18.

TABLE 5-17 Incidence of Student Robbery
And Attempted Robbery by
Age of Offenders

Percent of

Age of Offendexs Cases .
»

Younger than I S.%

About my age 32.0

Older than I 58.1

v 346 100.0

Once again, as with assault upon students, it appears that rob-~

bery of students involves, for the most part, older students preying

upon younger students. This is supported by two pieces of information

s

obtained in the study. First, likelihood of victimization decreases

e e e i e

with increase in age of the student, and second, a majority of student
victims identify the offenders as being older than themselves.
In the national study, NIE found that victimization rates for
£

*

robbery decrease with an increase in the age of the student, but did

not find that offenders were usually older than victims. Analysis of

173
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National Crime Survey data shows that f§r stuéent in the 12 to 15

year age range, offenders are reported to be older than the victim

in 52 percent of the cases, and for students in the 16 to 19 year .
age range, offenders are reported to be older than the victims in

about 40 percent of the cases. Both the NIE data and the NCS datg

are based on aggregate national averages, and neither data source

breaks down this information by size of community area. Secondary

analysis of the NIE and NCS data by size of community afea would

probably revealﬁtﬁat for large: urban areas it is more likely that

a greater proportion of robberies involving youth as victims are

committed by offenders who are older than the victims.

Status of Offender(s) - Based on the information supplied by stu- §
dents, about 4 in 10 of the offenders in cases of student robbery
were students from the schoolAfhe victim attended. In some cases
the victim was unsure about the student status of the offender or
did not recognize the offender as a student at his or her school.
In only about 35 percent of the cases were student victims able to

say with any degree of certainty that the offender was not a student

at the school. This information is found in Table 5-20 on the follow-

ing page.

PR A S S

st e i T
e e e -

These findings do not support the claim that most robberies
which involve students as victims are committed by "outsiders." Th: '
national data accumulated by NIE points to the same conclusion, in -
that in 62 percent of the robberies reported by students across the

country, the offender had been seen by the victim before, and in 47

percent of the cases, the offender was known by name by the victim.




TR % TABLE 5-18 Incidence of Robbery and
i 1 Attempted- Robbery of Students
; ’ by Status of the Offenders
|
|
|
; Question: Weres the
| offenders froa your Percent of
i School? Cases
f Yes 33.7
f I think so 8.0
|
{ Some were . . 4.4
f Don't know 19.2
; No ’ L 35.0
| .
’J .
N=844 N

Race of the Offenders - Many people assume that most of the violent

-

crime which takes place in and around schools in urbzn areas are inter-

racial in nature. The NIE national study found that for the country as
a whole, about 54 percent of reported robberie% of students involved
victims and offenders of the same race: In the Chicago study, about 69

percent of the’reportedfrobbe*,es and attempted robberies involved vic-

tims and offenders of the same race as shown in Table 5-19.

Just under 1 in 3 of the reported robberies where victims also res- -

1 e e g

ponded to the question about the offenders' race were interracial in

natucre. Considering the racial proportions of students in the schools

.

(about 19 percent white, 17 percent Hispanic, and 60 percent black ats
the time of the study) interracial robberies are significantly less
than that which could be expected by chance alone. This percentage of

interracial robberies is for the Chicago school system as a whole, and
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certain schools have a higher percentage of such robberies than do

others

TABLE 5-1¢ Incidence of Student Robbery
and Attempted Robbery by Race
of the Offenders

Race of Percent of
Offender - Cases
Same as victim . 68.5
Different than victim 31.5
N=860

perhaps one explanation for the relatively small proportion of
interracial robberies, in ;ompafisg% with the NIE find%ngs, given the
racial makeup of the Chicago school population is the segrégated
nature of the Chicago system. Most of the sample of students came from
high schools, and a large proportion of these schools are from 90 per-

——————— -~ - gent.t¢ 100 percent black. Few of *hese schools reflect the racial -

i

makeup of the system.

ROBBERY AND THE USE OF WEAPONS-.

Ay

In over half the reported robberies or attempted robberies, no
weapon was involved. Weapons were reported used in about half the actual

robberies and one-fourth of the attempted robberies, as indicated in

4

Table 5-20. .The National Crime Survey reports that a weapon was used

in 20 percent of student robberies. Recall that the NCS data is Nation-

»
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al, and use of weapons in violent crimes is more frequent in large

urban areas. -

TABLE 5-20 1Incidence of Robbery and
Attempted Robbery of students | .
. and the Use of Weapons

Question: Was Percent of -
Weapon Used? N Cases

Yes 337 40.0

No 500 60.0

In about 1 in 4 cases of robbéry the student reported that the

offender possessed a knife or a gun, with knives being reported most

of the time. In the other 3 out of 4 cases where some form of weapon
was reported, it was identified as a stick, club, pipe,‘rock; or

something else not usually thought of exélusively as a weapon, which

perhaps says something about the spontaneity of much of the robberies

*

involving students as victims and youth of similar age as offenders.

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

x

Information on type of weapon used is found in Table 5-22 on the fol-

lowing page. - o
According to National Crime Survey data, guns were used in about

9 percent of student robberies, and knives were used in 63 percent of

these ingidents (percents reported for only those robberies which in-

I3

volved the use of weapons). Other types of weapons, not identified,

Yo

wére reported used in 28 percent of the cases of robbery where a weapon

was used.
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TABLE 5-21 Incidence of Robbery and
Attempted Rbgpery and the
Type of Weapon\involved
Kind ofs Weapon Pergé £ of
Cases,
7 ’ N
Gun : 5.9 \\
) N
Knife . . 19.2 .
Stick/club 23.7 \\\\
. g Brick/stone/rock 18.8 *
- ) Pipe/tire iron, etc. 7.0
Other* . '24.4 - )
oth t24 4 \\\
. \
* Other ;ncludes: razor, bottle, belt,
screwdriver; hammer, chemical spray,
- ’ bottle opener, etc.. N=337
ROBBERY AND EXTENT OF INJURY
’ In 1 out of 5 cases of student robbery or attempted robbery, the

victim reported some form of injury. Thus, 80 percent of the cases of

student robbery did not involve injury to the victim. Of those victims

»
| et et i e

who reported being injured, about 1 in 3 said that they either saw a
7 : .

dogctor or nurse, or went to a hospital as a result of the injury. Al-

most 1 in 3 of these victims were bleeding as a result of the injury

received, and almost half reported that they had to stay home from

school as a result of the injury. Information on the extent of injury

)

sustained by student robbery victims in found in Table 5-23 on the ~

following page.

A\
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TABLE 5-22  Incidence of Robbery of

Students and the Extent

- . Of Injury Sustained by
’ Student Victims

I

' Percent of

Extent of Injury . Cases
X Saw a doctor or nurse 21.1 . ’

Went to a hospital 12.6
Was bleeding . 32.4 \
‘Had a broken bone 5.7
Had to stéy home from
School 46.3

v N= 296

Percents total more than 100 due to
multiple responses

Accordihg to the NIE data, 89 percent of studgpt robberies nation-
* ally involved no injury to the victim. In 2 pércent 6f the cases of
student robbery the bictim sought medical :ttention, and in 9 percent
of the cases injury was sustained, but no medical assistance sought by
the victim. Nationally, only about 1 in 10 students who are victims of

robbery sustain an injury, whereas 2 out of 10 student robbery victims

»
-

in Chicago are injured. Of cqufse, the NIE data includes student rob-

= ’

5 " beries in rural areas, small cities, and suburbs, as well as urban areas, .
’ and the NIE report does not break éown“robbery injuries by size of com~
<
munity.

™
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TEACHERS AS VICTIMS OF ROBBERY SRR

~

-

Only 5 out of 1413 ‘classroom teachers in the sample reported being

robbed within a two-month period between January and June of 1980. The

victimization rate is 0.4 percent, or less thaqﬂone-half of one percent.

%
”

The number of cases is too small for meahingful énalysis or reliable P
z, '

comparisons with other data. But some compafison should be presented in

o~ of

order to assist the reader in assessing the problem. Acgordiné to NIE

-

data, the)likelihood of a teacher becoming a victim of robperi is a

X

function of community size, as shown in Figure 5-7.- In large cities a

teacher is at leasf twice as likely to be robbed as a teacher in small .

cities, suburbs, or rural areas. These NIE victimization rates are based

-

on a "typical month" period. »
3

*

FIGURE 5-6

Percentage of Secondary School Teachers
Robbed in a Typical Month, by Location
of School ‘

Large ’
o 1.3%
- ,Citles i _ [

Small
. Cities

Suburban 0.5% .
. Areas f

- T

. Rural 0.4% §
‘. o Areas ' : ; "

Pl &N
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CHICAGO SAFE SCHOOI STUDY

CHAPTER 1V
THE PROBLEM OF STREET GANGS

N
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THE RROBLEM OF YOUTH GANGS

The Chicago schools, like school systems in most large urban

areas, are faced with the problem of youth gangs which function in

“ and around the schobls. Since tﬁg great bulk of gang members are

N

between the ageb of 10 and 21 years, and are required by state

compulsory attendence laws to remain in school for a substantiang,f
. . .. L
3

portion of these years, the gangs create a variety of problems for

students, teache%s, principals, and parents.

b ’
The gangs pose seriogs obstacles to the fundamental goal of

the schools--the education of students. The gangs also pose a serious
threat to the physical safety of both students and teachers. Ac-
cording Fo the responses of students, identifiable street ganys are
operating in and around the majority of schools, .both elementary and

:
secondary. Gang assaults, extortion, intimidation and other acts of

' ¥,

violence are an everyday.occurrence in the system, These problems

! +

vary in seriousness from district to district, and from school to
school. In some schools, while street gang members are in attendence

and wear® théir gang "colors," (jackgEgrisweaters, etc.) they do not
. j
. e

create serious problems. In other schools they intimidate both stu-

———— >

& dents and teachers, control the sale of drugs to other students, and
extort a great deal of money from students.l
‘Over half the students in the , survey said that there were street

géng members at their school and in their neighborhood, as shown in

Table 1. A little over 1 in 10 students also report that (a) street

0 .
gang members make them afraid when they are in®school, and (b) street

gang members have solicited them for membership when they are out of
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school. Almost 9 percent of students” report that street gang members
vy (.

have either attacked or threatened them. If these student reséhafés

are accurate, the influence of street gangs upon the Chicago educa-

. . !
tional system is very gtrong.

.~y

TABLE 6-1 Student Responses to Questions About:
Street Gangs in and Around the School

Percent of Student Responses

bon't ! ’
Question Yes No Anow

Any street gangs _
in your neighborhood? 56.0 16.7 20.6

Any street gang
members at your school? _  52.3 10.3 30.4 i

Do gangs solicit you
for membership when you
are in school? ’ 7.5 79.6 4.4

" -~

Do gangs solicit you )
for membership when you . ) i
are out of school?- 1L.1 75.2 3.9 !

Do presence of Street
gangs in your school =
make you afraid? 11.9 74.4 4.2

Have gang members ever
= -—————-gttacked-or-threatened
you iyn school  oxr on the
way to or from school? 8.7 80.5 2.1 - ©
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According to the information in Table 6-2 street gangs are

present in all twenty districts of the school system, with a majdrity

of students in 15 of the 20 districts ;EBBTting the presence of these

-y

*

gangs in the neighborhoed, and a majbrity of students in 12 of the
20 districts réporting‘the presence of street gangs in their schools.
Furthermore, in some di%tricts almost 1 in 5 students report that

the presence of street gang members make them.afraid while they are

\

in school.

* ¥

In only 3 of the 20 districts dp less than 45 percent of the

T

students report the presence of street gangs in both neighborhood

~

and school. While street gangs are found in all areas of the city, it -

>

cannot be automatically assumed-that all of the gangs are extensive-

ly involved in delinguent or criminal activity. The words "street

¥ ~
gangs" are synonymous in the minds of many people with criminal or

delinguent activity, and especially with acts -Qf violence. However,
Chicago Police Department da.a on nuiker of police contacts with

juveniles, number of arrests of juveniles, and number of community

adjd%tménts for juveniles per census tract within the city indicate

thac there are@ neighborhoods relatively free of unlawful activity

_ . 5 .
by street gangs.

" L+
on the other hand, there are very large street gangs, primarily

Y -
bl;ck and hispanic, which are extensively engaged in delinguent ahd

crimihal activity, and the "turf" or geographical area under the

nominal control of these gangs includes a majority of school districts

within the city. ‘ ‘
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TABLE 6-2 Srtreret\ Gang information b;; School District
L Percexﬁ: of Students Reporting )
) Recruit : ° Threaten
In the - 1In the Recruit out Make or
District Neighborhood School In School Of school Afraid Attack
Pl 50.4 . 47.9 4.6 7.5 10.7 7.2
2 " 55,6 52.4 5.3 7.9 9.4 8.4
3 . 69.1  68.7 8.8 12.7 - 12.1 9.9
4’ " 58.1 62.4 6.1 8.2 9.9 8.8
5 < 67.3 66.6 6.4 9.0 17.8  11.9
g“ 6 7 733 "71.3 10.5 141 138 1.6
; 7 30.2 ‘ 32.0 6.6 10.5 © 1.2 6.8
P ) 66.6 61.9 ;6.0 9.7 - 10.6 9.0 | *
f 9 31.3° 2l'8.2. h 6,1 9.7 . 9.3 )3:,9‘ )
10 - 64.1 52.6 9.6 '15.;1 17.2 . 9.1
1 58.8 48.0 1.1, 140 0 100 8.8
' 12 62.4 53.2 , 6.0 9.4 " 10.2 8.5 .
f13 59.0 48:7 T 130 w‘18.2 13.8 1.3
’ z 14 ‘ 57.6 .49.4 7.9 . 1l1.5 14.8 8.4
/ * A
P "1 51.5  51.1 4.8 9.4  10.9 . 10.7
| 16 _ 45.6 48.7 9.2 - 12.8° \ 18.0 8.6
17 _K 56.4 50.3 8.9 1206 13.5 8.2
18 44.2 33,0 b7 9.3 7.6 4.6
19 . 48.4 54.2 < 7.2 9.8" s.j 7.0 |
. > .
20 50.5 44.2 7.0 11.2 18. 7.3 .
, - < .
; )
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almost twice as often as female students, according to the information

in Table 6-3 which illiustrates student responses to guestions about

street gangs by sex of respondent. According to the information in the

table, male students.are also moxe likely to. be solicited for yang

|

|

|

|

|
Male students report'being attacked or threatened by street gangs

o

membership both in school and outside of school than are female stu-

- dents.

TABLE 6-3 Student Responses to Questions
about Street Gangs by Sexof | . — —o ==
. the Respondent

(Rate per 100 Students)

"YES" Responses’ik;fq -

Question . Males Females

Any street gangs in
your neighborhood? 6.2 52.4

Any street gang mem- .
bers in your school? 57.0 49.2

Do gang members solicit
you for membership when
you are in school? 9.6 5.3

‘Do gang members solicit
you for membership when
you are out of -school? * 14.0 8.2

Do presence of street
gangs in your school .
make you afraid? 11.7 12.3

Have gang members ever
attacked or threatened
you 1n school or on the
way to or from school? 11.9 5.5 + -

i
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Thé younger the student, the more likely he or she is to bz
approached ans solicited for gang membership, with 12 and 13 year
old students more than twice as likely as students 18 years or older
to be solicited. Furthermore, the younger the student, the more
likely that student will express fear of street gang members while
in the school. This information is shown in Table &-4. Notice also
éhat perception or awareness of the presence of street gangs in and

around the school does not seem to be affected by age of respondent.

TABLE 6-4 Student Responses to Questions About Street
’ Gangs by Age of Respondent

%- : —
"YES" Responses by Age

Question 11 12-13 14-15 16-17 18 or +

+  Any street gangs
in your neighborhood? 59.8 £9.1 6l1.6 52.9 51.9

Any street gang
members irn your schooi? 41.7 47.1 56.0 57.8 59.2

Do gang members solicit
you for membership when
you are in school? 9.9 9.6 8.8

(€3}
N
RN

4.6

. Do gang members solicit
you for membership when
you are out of school? 16.7 13.0 13.8 7.9 6.4

Do presence of street
gang members in your
school make your afraid? 14.6 14.9 12.7 9.1 8.2

Have gang members ever

attacked or threatened

you in school or on the )

way to or from school? 8.3 9.1 9.9 7.6 8.2
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Regardless of race, a majority of students reporst the presence

of street gang members in their neighborhood, although a significant-

®

lv larger proportion of hispanic students report both presence of

stre

gangs in their neighborhood and in their schools, as indicated

in Table 6-5. Recruitment of students by gangs appears to occur most

often with American Indian students and least often with white stu-

dents

-~

TABLE 6-5 Student Responses to Questions About Street

-3 Gangs by Race of Respondent

Question

"YES" Responses by Race

Anrer.
Indian

Asian

Span.

amer. White

Black

Any street gangs -
in your neighborhood?

Any street gang members
in your school?

Do gang members solicit
you for membership when
your are in school

Do gang members solicit
you for membership when
you are out of school?

Do presence of street
gangs in your school
make you afraid?

Have gang members ever
attacked or threatened
you in school or on the
way to or from school?

58.6

54.2

16.2,

18.2

10.8

17.2

50.5

48.8

14.7

10,9

s

726 59.9

i

68.8 55.2

9.7

13.3

13.0

11.3

-

4.8

7.5

8.0

8.3

57.8

56.2

7.9

11.8

12.8

7.8

20Ng
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Even though half of the students report the preéence of street -
gangs in their schools and about 12 out of 100 students say they were
either attacked or threatened by street gang members in school or on
the way to or from school, about 44 out of 100 classroom teachers
repbrt that gangs are not a serious pProblem at their schools, as in-

dicated in Table ‘6—6.

—
TABLE 6~6 Teachers Estimates of the Seriousness
of Street Gangs at Their schools ;
Percent of Teacher-.Responses i
Not Not Very Moderately Very ;
}

Question Serious Serious Serious Serious

How serious is

the problem of

fighting gangs

at your school? 43.8 24.4 23.6 8.2

According to thkes information in Table 6-6 the presence of gangs
is viewed as a very serious problem by less than 1 in 10 classroom -
teachers. Perhaps the responses of teachers differs so greatly from
the interpretations which can be pPlaced on student responses because
of the lack of specificity of the quegtion. If "seriousness" is view~
ed by teachers with respectAto their own personal safety, only a small
pProportion would view the problem as very serious, If "seriousness"
is viewed by teachers with respect to interference: with nérmai class~

room activity, once again only a small proportion might view the prob-

lem as very serious.

189 23[71)
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An even smaller percentage of school principals view the problem

of street gangs as either, fairly serious or very serious, as indicated

by the information in Table 6-7.Bbout 4 in 10 principals consider

gangs to be "no problem"” and a large majority of principals view the

presence of street gangs in and around their school as either no Qfob—

* lem or only a slight problem.

TABLE 6-7 Principal

* Estimates of the Problem of
Street Gangs in and around their Schools B

Question Problem Problem

Percent of Principal Responses

Moderate  Fairly Very
Problem Serious Serious

How much of a
Problem is the
presence of
street gangs.....

In your School 40.2

Around your School 39.2

16.5 6.2 2.1

19.6 - 8.2 5.2

To examine the responses of principals a little closer, responsés

were examined by level of school: elementary and high school. This.

£f formation is shown in Table 6-8 on the following page. It is clear

this table that the problem of street gangs is viewed differently b?

principals of elementary and high schools. Those who are in charge of

high schools view the gang problem as being much more serious in nature

than do elementary school principals. This is an expected finding in

view of the fact that recruitment for gangs and membership in gangs is

210




not apparent in grades K through é, ard although recruiting for

gany membership begins in the 7th or 8th grades (according to the

- .

responses of students) these junior gang members are probably not

enough of a disruptive influence in most elementary schools to

bring the problem to the attention of 'principals.

e ey

¥

TABLE 6-8 Principal Estimates of the Seriousness
of Street Gang Problems at their Schools,
By School Level

Presence of No Slight Moderate  Fairly Very
Gangs Problem Problem Problem Serious Serious

. In the School

Elementary 77.0 70.6 12.5 + =0~ -0-

!
" High School 23{; 29.4 87.5 100.0 100.0 !

‘Around the School
Elementary - 73.7 22.2 5.3 -0- -0-

High School  26.3 77.8 94.7 100.0 100.0

Regardless of the status of the respondent: studént, teacher,
or principal, all appear to be aware of both the presence of street
gangs in and around the school, and the problems which street gang
activity present to them personally, énd to the system. As could bé

expected, students are much more aware of the presence of street gangs

than are teachers and principals. The gangs are a contributing factor

H
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to the J[ears of students and teachers in many schools, concerning their
personal safety. The gangs are also responsible for some of the violent .

crime reported in this study, although it would be difficult to esti-

\ mate how much of the reported incidents are gang-related.




CHAPTER V
#

THE ATTITUDES, PERCEPTIONS, AND FEELINGS

OF STUDENTS AND TEACHERS CONCERNING THEIR PERSONAL SAFETY IN SCHOOL
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THE ATTITUDES, BPERCEPTIONS, AND FEELINGS \ -
OF STUDENTS AND TEACHERS CONCERNING THEIR éERSONAL SAFETY IN SCHOOL

\
Theré is a subjective dimensién to school-related crime and

violence. Fear of crime, and of becoming a victim of crim, can greatly
lower thé quality of life in any community. It may restrict movement,
produce avoidance reactions, and even élight from the area. With res-
pect to the school, fearA?fucrimegcan influence the decisions of parents
concerning which school they want their children to attend, énd the de-
cisions of teachers regarding thé school in which they waﬁt to teach.
Of even greater importance is the fear engendered in students and
teachers as they go about their daily activities in the schéol.
I@eally, no student and no teacher should have to fear becoming a
victinm of crime. They should not have to avoid certain places or groups
of people cut of fear, or pave to carry some form of weapon for self-

L4
protection., Unfortunately, there is no completely crime-free environ-

ment in any school syétem, as the NIE national study indicates. Student;
and teachers do have fears about their personal safety in and‘around

the school, and several guestions in the survey were designed to learn
how respondents felt about their personal safety in and around the ‘ X
school. i
One question asked of students was, "How often do you feel that

someone will hurt or bother you at school?" Student responses to this |
éuestion are found in Figure 7;i on thé following page. Over two-~thirds 1
of the students report that they "rarely" or "never" fee; that they will -\

be hurt or bothered at school. On the other hand, almost 3 percent of

the students say they are coricerned with their personal safety "all of
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the time." The distribution of answers are almost the same regardless

of the'sex of the student, but age and race are féctors which make a

»

difference in response patterns.

s

*

FIGURE 7-1

Student Responses to the Question: "How
often do you feel that someone will hurt
or bother you in school?

all of 2.9%
the time

Most of 5.1%
the time .

Some of -7 17.3% . _
the time

Hardly ) 33.0%
ever

Never ool 36.1%

Percent of Responses
Student responses by age of respondent are shown in Table 7-1 on
the following page. Younger students are m;;e likely to exéress concern
about béing hurt or bothered than older students. These expressions of
concern coincide with victimiiation rates, which tend to be hnger for
younger students than for older ones. For gxample, students who are
11 years or younger réport that they feel gg@eone_ﬁill hurt or bother i

e

them in school about three times as often as 16 to 18 year old students.
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\TABLE 7-1 Student Responses to the Question, "How
often do you feel that someone will hurt
or bother you at school," by{age of stu-

dent

Percent of Student Responses by Age

“Answer 11 12-13 14-15 16-17 18 or +
- All of the ' - v
time ¢ 6.3 4.3 ° 2.7 1.9 2.2

. Most of the |
time 11.5 7.3 5.7 | 3.2 3.3
|
Some of the ' )
time 16.1  23.2 17.5 %3.2{ .12.7
Hardly ever 30.2  33.0 32.7 16.9 33.8
Never 31.8  30.8 '36.6  40.6 46.3

!

| |

In Table 7-2 the student responses byf&ace of respondent are®

. / ]
displayed. American Indian students express the most concern for

I~

their personal safety. Théy also report the most victimization.
Approximately 7 out of 10 American Indian students report that they
feel that someone will hurt or bother them in school "all gf the
time, and 8 out of 10 feel this concérn "most of the time." Because
it appears that the concerns of American Indian students are based on
aKE?alistic assessment of threat to personal safety. However, regard-
leég\of‘race, 2 out of 3 students report that they feel someone will

hurt or bother them in school '"never," or "hardly ever."

the feelings of these students coincide with high victimization rates.;




- [N
S\ )
e '\
TABLE 7-2 °* Student Responses to the Question: "How
o ~~ eften do you feel that someone will hurt
. ) or bother you at school," by race of
~ - student

s

-

’ T Percent of Student Responses by Race

Answer . Amer. qu. Asian Hispanic Black White .
All of the ) i
time ‘ 6.9 2.4 3.0 2.6 3.1
Most of the ' ’
fn time 7.9 8.5 6.2 5.6 - 3.8
5 Some Sf‘the .
time - 14.3 25.9 19.2 17.7 14.7 ‘
Hardly ever 34.5 32.4 : 33.8\ * 33.6 38.6
Never 34.0 29.4 34.5 389 37.8
»
If only the responses of students who reported they were vic- .
’ times of a robbery or assault are examined, it can be seen that vic- )
tims generglly are more fearful of their personal safety than non-
victims. Whereas ébou£l§ out of 100 nonvictims, tof assault 6r rob- .

) bery) say they feél afraid someone will hurt or bother them in school,
about 4 out of 100 victims say they feel afra}d ‘someone will hurt or
bother them. The difference in responses are even‘moée pronounced

i for the second response -category, "most of the time." About 8 out of ~
100 victims, and 5 out of 100 nonv;ctims say th;y’feel that someone
s ‘ will hur; or bother them inz%chool most of the time. This informa-

tion is shown in Table 7-3 on the following page.

215

P T




vas

TABLE 7-3 Student Responses to the Question, "How
often do you feel that someone will hurt
or bother you in school," by classification
as victim or nonvictim.

. Percent of Respenses

-

Answer victim Nonvictim
All of the time 4.2 2.7 .
Most of the timé 7.7 4.8 .
Some of the time 24.9 15.3
. ~ Hardly ever G 29.3 35.0
', Never 30.4 37.7

*Students who .reported being victims of a robbery or an

assaulty’ : A
* 3

&P Percents do not total lQO% éue to multiple responses

-

How Often Do Students Feel Safe in the, School Building? Approkimate—

3
\

ly 2 out of 3 students say that they feel safe‘fn the school bulldlng
all of the time ox most of the time, ag indicated in Table 7-4  On the

other hand, almost 9 percent of the éfqdents say that they feel safe

in the school building "never," or "ha{dly ever." As shown in the Table,
N i
the responses are somewhat different for victims and nonvictims, with
i
victims feeling less safe than nonvictims. Whereas nonvictims say they

feel safe in the building "all of the' time" in 38 out of 100 responses,
v1¢tims\provide this response in only 32 out of 100 cases. Furthermore,

whereas 3.6 percent of nonvictims say they “never" feel safe in the

2F 8
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school building, 4.9 percent of victims say they "never" feel ’

safe in the building.

TABLE 7-4 Student Responses to the Question: "How
often do you feel safe in the school

Building?" by clussification ac victim ?
or nonvictim )

i . ' N
. - Percent of Responses

3

Answer Victim Honvzictim ’

All of the time 32.4 37.8-

Most of the time 29.6 - 32.7

. Some of the time 22,2 - ) 20.1

LR~

. - Hardly ever 5.5 . 4.8

Never 4.9 T

* Students who reported belng victims of a robbery or
, an assault, <

J‘ e H

There are no significant differences in student responses to

this question by sex of re&spondent,

but such differences do appear S

for the variables age and rac~.

-

Once again, the younger the student

’

the more likely he or she will express céncern for physical safety

-

in the school bﬁilding. And; once again,{American Indian students

4

exp:ess more concern for tﬂelr safety in the school building than

+

8o students of other races.




N

Percent ofénesponses

»

How Often do Students Feel Safe on School Grounds? Of the students

in the sample, about 57 percent say that they feel safe on school

grounds "all of the time," or "most J0f the time." But, according to

the information in Figure 7;2\ 14 percent say that they feel safe on

school grounds "never," or “hardly ever.!

¥

~

FIGURE 7-5

&

Student Responses to the Question, "How
often do you feel safe on school grounds?"

~
30.4% -
26.5%
24.1%
i “
' 8.1%
B 6.0%
Alllof Most of - Some of Hardly Never
the time the time " the time BEver




.

Places In and Around the School Some Students Avoid. In schools

where some students are fearful of their personal safety, there are

usually certain places which are avoided, either becaﬁse of personal
experiences, or because students have heard that they are places to

be avoided. In,the survey, students were asked'ir there were places

in and around éhe school which they avoided, "because someone might

hurt or bother them there." The distribution of student responses

is shown in Table 7-5 below.

TABLE 7-5 Places Some Students Avoid

Percent o. Students

Place Avoided who avoid this place
The shortest way to school 12.5
Entrances to the school 11.3

b Hallways or stairs 10.4
Parts of cafeteria 8.7
School restrooms ' . .16.3

Other places inside

school building 15.0
) L School parking lot 16.3
Other places on the
school grounds 18.7
201 o
) 0
Y 454“1
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Female students are more likely to say they avoid certain places
in and around the school than male students, as indicated in Table

7-6.

TABLE 7-6 Places Some Students Avoid
| by Sex of Student

Percent Responses by Sex

Place Avoided ] Male Female

The shortest way to school 10.2 - 15.1 i
Entrances to the school 10.4 12.4 »
Hallways or stairs ' 9.7 11.1 :
Parts of cafeteria p 9.1 8.5 é
School restrooms 15.7 17.2° j

Other places inside

school building 13.8 16.6 ?1
) . | .
School parking lot 12.5 20.6

Other places on the
school grounds - 16.7 *21.2

=

Female students are less likely to be victims of a serious

crime (assault or robbery) in the school setting than male students,
and it also appears that female students are a litﬁle more cautious
than their male counterparts. In the table above, female respondents
indicate that they are far more %ikely thén males to avoid the short-
est way to or from school, the school parking lot, and other places
on the school grounds. In only one instance are fe = students less
likely than males to avoid a specific site, and that is the schqol

cafeteria, or parts of it. K

202
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While there are some minor differences in student responses %o
the question of places to avoid by age of the respondent, some large

differences appear when this question is examined by race of student

as indicated in Table 7-7

TABLE 7-7 Places Some Students Avoid
By Race of Student

v44~k~—w»»PercentaResponsés»by.Race.“~~w*kd - - -

Place Avoided - Indian Asian Hispanic Black White

The shortest way to school 20.2 15.0 1339 14.9 4.8
Entrances to the school 18.7 14.0 10.2 12.3 14°.5
Hallways or stairs 16.3 12.3 10.2 12.3 5.3

Parts of Cafeteria 12.8 10.6 8.1 9.5 6.7

School restrooms 21.7 18.4 14.9 17.5 14.1

Othe. places inside _
school building e 17.7 18.1 13.3 17.9 9.2

School parking lot 21.2 21.5 . 16.3 19.4 8.8

Other places on the )
school grounds 21.6 21.8 20.0  21.1 12.9

For example, white students say they avoid the shortest‘way to
school only one-third as often as students of other races. In general,
white students avoid certain placés in and around the school much less

than do students, of all other races. And, once again, American Indian

‘ 2,'93



student are more likely to express concern for their physical safety

~

by avoiding places in and around the school than students of any other

race.

%

How Often Do Sfudents Bring Something to School for Self-Protection?
In response toithe question, "How often do you bring something to
school for self-protection?" approximately 7 out of 10 students ans-
wered "Never," as shown in Figure 7-6. Consolidating the two cate-

} . -~ .
gories, "never," and "hardly ever," gpout 8 out of 10 students rarely
if‘exer'briﬁg anything to‘school to protect themselves. Oprtherother

hand, almost 1 in 10 students say that tﬁey;bring something to school

for protection all of the time or most of the time.

- FIGURE 7-6 )

How Often Do Students Bring Something
To School for Self-Protection?

.
-

Never 67.3% i ?
Hardly 118
Ever *
‘ Some of .
the time | 7.4% . ‘
Most.of
3.4% the time
. All of
5.5% the time
L 1 } 1 |
) 0 10 20 .. 30 40

-

percent of Responses
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-

It might be assumed tﬁat students who reported being victims

. of‘an assault or a robbery would be more likely to bring ;omething

to school for protection, and this turns out to be the case, as in=-
dicated in Figure 7-7 Wherea§ all respondents in the sample who ans-
wered this question indicated that they ng?ef brought anything to
schosl for protection in 67.3 percent of the casgs, victims indicated
that they never brought anything to school for protection in 56.4
percent éf the cases. Approximately 5.5 percent of all respondents

in the sample indicated they brought something to school for protec-
tion all of the time, hut about 9.1% of victims indicated that they
Brought something to school all of the time.

° FIGURE 7-~7

- e,

How Often Do Student Victims Bring
Something to School for Self-Protection?

»

e

» Never " 56.4% é

‘Ha:dly
Ever 15.2% 3
Same of
the time 12.43%] -
Most of
) _6'9% the time . .
N - 7 all of - ’
9.1% the- time
4
4 A
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E o ‘ 205




of thosé students’who say they bring something éo school for
self-protection, the most frequently indicated weapon is a knife,
or other form of cutting tool or instrumeﬁt, as indicated in Table
7-8.. The next most frequently indicated weapon is some form of club,
or instrument with which to strike someone. In this catégor; were
found such items as pipes, hammers, wrenches, and other éools,'as

well as more "professional® items such as blackjacks.

TABLE 7-8 What Students Say They Bring L
to School for Self-Protection

e esponse
Students Say Percent of Responses

They Bring... Victims Non-Victimg -

Knife, razor, or other
. form of cutting tool 47.6 41.3

Club, 'stick, or some
other form of clubbing

instrument 15.1 18.5
Hatpin, icepick or some
‘ fo;p of puncture tool 12.5 20.2
Chemical spray 7.3 4.5 .
. Belt, beltbuckle,
chain, 07 rope 7.2 7.3
Gun . 5.8 3.1
Other 4.5 5.0

N= 4372

ARATETEN
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Teachers weré also asked questions about their assessment of
the safety of the school and the neighborhood around the school. In
one:questiod the teachers were asked to assess the ;afety of the
school in comparison with the neighborhood around the school. The

responses -of the teachers are shown in Figure 7-8.

FTGURE 7-8

Teacher Assessment of Safety of the School
and the Neighborhood surrounding the school

44.5%
) * 36.5%
15.7%
3.4%
School is Neighborhood School and School and
safer than is safer than Neighborhood Neighborhood

néighborhood the school ’ equally unsafe equally safe
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Approximately 8 out of 1Q teachers believe that the school is ..
safer than the neighb;rhood, or that both the school and the neighbor-
hood are safe places. About 16 percent of the teachers report that
they belieQe both the school and the‘neighborhopd are unsafe. In

_ Figure 7-9we find the teacher assessment of crime around their

school.

. FIGURE 7-9
. Teacher Assessment of the Problem of Vandalism,
* Personal Attack, and Theft in Neighborhood around
Their School
34.8%
24.9% 24.7%
12.1% ’
Very much Fairly much - Some - Little -
a problem a problem problem problem

4 Fs
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Approximately 1 in 4 teachers find vandalism, personal attack,
i .
and theft very much of a problem' in the neighborhood arcund the
f

school. Equally, 1 in 4 teachers find these incidents to be "fairly

much of a problem." Ahout 12 oué of 100 teachers find these things

to be "little problem”" in the neighborhood around the school. Not

f

indicated in the graphic display is that 3.5 percent of the teachers

' find these things 6 beé no problem in the neighborhood around the

school. "
Next, the teachers were asked to assess the liklihood of their
being assaulted and injured at their school, and their responses are

S

displayed in Figure 7-10.

FIGURE 7-10
Teacher Assessment of Likelihood of
Being As;aultgd and Injured at their .
<« Schonl
' Not Serious ;”
_Problem 36.2% - o
Not very ~ 7 .
Serious Problem 36.3%
Moderately : ‘
Serious Problem 22-1%] - N
Very .
_ 7.5% Serious Problem :,
t ' 1 1 I 1 ! 1
. 0 10

f 20 30 40 .
Percent of Responses .

t 1

N
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A little over 7 out of 10 teachers reporé that their being -
assaulted and injured at their school is not a very serious problem.
on the other hand, 2 out of 10 consider it a moderately serious prob-
lem, and 7.5 percent view the problemras very serious.

The teachers were asked to assess unsafe places in and around
the school for themsélves, and for students. Accdording to the res-
ponses, the two most unsafe places for teachers are both outside of
the school, but on school property -- the parking lot and the play-
ground. Well over half the teachers indicated that these were the

most unsafe places for teachers, as indicated in Table 7-9.

TABLE 7-9  Teacher Assessment of Most
Unsafe Place in the School
For Teachers
Percent of
Rank Place . Responses
R Parking lot 7 37.8
2 Playground 18.6
3 ' Hall/stairs 16.4 )
4 Classroom 8.9 ’
5 Lunchroom 4.7 .
8 Washroom . 3.7
7 Gym - 1.6
8 Other 8.4
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'Inside the school Building, the most unsafe place for a-teacher,

according to the respondents, is the site classification "hall or
™

stairs." Although teachers spend most of their time in the class-
room, this was indicated as the most unsafe place in less than 10

percent of the responses.

According to the assessment of teachers, the playground is the

most unsafe place for students. Almost half of the teachers so indi-

-~

cated. Inside the schodl building, the most unsafe place for students,

)
t

according to the teachers is the student washroom or restroom, fol-

lowed by halls or stairs.

TABLE 7-10 Teacher Assessment of Most
Unsafe Place in the School |
For Students
T Percent of N

Rank  Place . Responses .
1 ) élayground 46.}
2 Washroom 19.1
3 tHail/stairs 11.2
4 Lunchroom ) 5.1
- h 5 Parking lot 4.6
6 Gym/lockegxroom 3.2
7 Classroom - 1.4
8 Entrance 1.2
9 Other 7.8
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Finally, teachers were asked to rate the safety of various

places inside the school during regular school hours. The responses

are shown in Figure 7-11.

-4

*

_ FIGURE 7-11

%

Teachers Who Consider the Following Places
"Very Unsafe" or "Fairly Unsafe” at School

During School- Hours

5.7% | In classroom while teaching

12.7

- [}
In empty classroom

’

-

14.1% . I halls or stairs

9.0%

In student lunchroom

\ *

16.9% -In student restroom

8.9%

3.43 | In teacher's lounge

In gym or locker room

In parking lot

29.4%

On school property, outside of building

31.8%

Percent of Responses
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RECOMMENDATIONS OF STUDENTS, TEACHERS, AND PRINCIPALS

In the survey, students, teachers, and principals were asked to

.

make suggestions and recommendations concerning what can be done to

address the problem of school-related crime dnd violence. In most in-

~

stances the questions were poséd in open-ended fashion, and the res-
pondents could write in anything g%ey felt appropriate. The suggestions
and recommendations were then grouped, based on their similarity, into

six categories. The six categories and a description of the contents

+

- IS

of each category are presented below:

TABLE 8-l Categotries of Recommendations
Concerning What to-do About

.

~ School Crime and Violence
Category ‘ Description
Security Devices Use of more detection -systems,

alarms, locks, screens, closed-=
circuit television,' etc..

Security Personnel Use of more police; school se-
] . ocurity personnel, volunteer hall
A . monitors, etc..
- AY
Discipline and Stricter enforcement of rules and
Supervision regulations, suspension, expulsion,

prosecution,.and use of special
schools or classes.
Training and In~-service security training for
Organization staff, smaller schools and class-
’ . rooms, staff accountability, etc.

‘ Parental-Community More parental involvement, closexr
; Involvement . relationships with police and the f
courts, more public focus on the {
problem. ’ )
Curriculum and Curriculum designed to meet the
Counseling needs of more students, more in-

dividual attention to problem
students, etc.. .
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The recommendations from students are Presented by grade level,
and the recommendations from teachers are presented by school level:
- elementary and high school. For ease of presentation, the recommenda-

tions of students and teachers are depicted with graphs, and are found

in Figures 8-1 to 8~5 on the following pages. The most frequent res-
ponse from students, regardless of grade level falls into the categoxry

of "discipline and supervision." Ho&ever, the younger the student, the

more likely the student is to make this recommendation. Students in the

»

7th and 8th grade make this recommendation 56 percent of the time, and
students in the llth and 12th grades make this recommendation 36 per-
cent of the time. The second most frequentl&Aoccuring regommendation
has to do with the use of more security personnel. With an increase %n
grade level there is an accompanying increase in the frequency with

which "parental—community involvement? and “curriculum and counseling”

)

are recommended.

While most of the handwritten recommendations of students could be
grouped into one of the six categories, this did mot always prove to be

possible. A small peréentage of students offered recommendations which

¥

had to do with student involvement in‘schéol governance,and the schoél
disciplinaxry process; with many students recommendin% peer disciplinary
committees. Another still smaller percentage ¢of students offered recom-
mendations having to do with alterations or modifications in the physical

\ environment of the school.
* ]

-

In the "discipline and supervision" category, the most frequent sug-

questions and recommendations had to do with strict rule enforcement and

PV

follow through by teachers and administrators. The students seemed to

be saying that regardless of aée, students should be held accountable.
. -
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FIGURE 8-1

- © - - - fThe. Recommendations of 7th and 8th Grade Students
Concerning What to do About S¢hool Crime-and-Violence
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FIGURE 8-2

The Recommendations of 9th and 10th Grade Students
Concerning What to do about School Crime and Violence

Discipline and .
Supervision 43%

Security Personnel
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3% Security
Hardware
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FIGURE 8-3

' The Recommendations of 1lth and 12th Grade Students
Concerning What to do About School Crime and Violence
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Teachers in both elémentary and high schools also recommended
stricter discipline and firmness as the best response to school crime
and violence. With respect to frequency of occurrence, suggestions fall~-
ing into the category of "discipline and supervisioﬁ" appeared in 37
percent of the responses from élementary school teachers and 34‘percent

of the responses of high school teachers. The teachers were generally

- . [
»

more specific than the students, recommending with great frequency ar-

reSt and prosecution. of violent offenders, and f£requently ériticizing
e

———
e

the juvenile court for laxity. Teachers were also ofien gEEZIEEI_EE““"‘
the amount of support they received from the Board of Education and

the "central office" with respect to.discipline problems. Many teachers

expressed the view thatuthe "system" did not back them up or pféceed
vigorously enough in cases of assault. ‘ .

Increased us of security personnel was also recommended‘Qith
great frequency by teachers. Elementary school teachers recommended’the
use of more security personnel'Zl percent of the time and high‘school
teachers made éhis recommendation 30 percent of,the timel Teachers were |
more likely to recommend scho;;“security personnel and less likely to
recommend the use of police than students. Most teachers did nﬁt\feel
that school securiﬁy should be a major respons@biiity of classrogm‘
teachers, espec}ally outside of the classroom itself. Thus, few éeachers
sugges?ed any form of in=service security training for teachers.

Both eiementéry and high.scnggl teachers were less likely to re-
commegd “parental-community involvement" than high school students in
the 1llth and 12th grades, and were no more likely as a group to recom-

mend “curriculum and counseling" improvements than 1lth and 12th grade

students,

;. e
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The Recomﬁendations of Elementary School Teachers

FIGURE 8-4

Cconcerning What te do About School Crime and Violence
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FIGURE 8-5

The Recommehdations of High School Teachers
Concerning What to do About School Crime and Violence

’
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Principals in the sample were asked four specific gquestions about

what could be done to reduce crime and violence in the schools. The

first question asked what the Epard of Education could do, and the res-

ponse of principals is illustrated in Table 8-2

TABLE 8-2 Principals' Responses to the Question,
"What can the Board of Education do %o
Reduce Crime and violence in the Schools?"
Percent of
Rank Recommendations Responses
1 . Develop and publicize a policy .
of strict diseipline and rule
enforcement 31
4 2 Provide more personnel, and
spegéfically more security personnel 20
3 Remove students identified as
behavior, problems from regular
school enviromment — - - . _ 18
4 Provide much more firm support for
teachers and administrators : 14
5 Endorse and support stronger parent
and community involvement in schools 10
% ‘
6 Provide more security hardware 7
z&sﬂa‘{ )
100

The largest proportion of responses ha@ to do with firm support

-

for a policy of strict discipline and rule enforcement. Principals and

teachers alike expressed the belief that the Board of Education oftgn

failed tc provide this support as a matter of policy. The concern of

? .

principals in this regard is also reflected in the third ranking recom-~ .
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mendation in Table 8-2 Principals want much mo?e firm support for
ithemselves and for teachers from the Board of Education as they attempt
strict ‘rule enforcement and firm discipline.

The second'que;tion asked principals what the Superintendent of

Schools could do to reduce crime and violence in the schools. The prin-

cipals' responses are found in Table 8-3

s
A

TABLE ?43 Principals' Responses to the Question,
/ "What can the Superintendent of Schools
s do to Reduce Crime and Violence in the
/ Schools?"
/ ; .
/' Percent of
Rank / Recommendation Responses
l// Provide firm support for policy of
’ . strict rule enforcement and discipline 37
//
2 Provide more personnel in genéral and
' . specifically more security personggl 29
3 Provide much firmer support for teachers
I S and admlnlstrators 15
4 Strictly back a systeQQiaéwaigéipIinary~‘~f_ - o
code and prosecution of law violators 9
5 Actively campaign to involve parents and
community in school activities ;§
6 Work much more closely with District.
Superintendents and principals 4
| . 100

LRIC
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Responses are similar to those for the first question. Principals
want a firm policy implemented by the Board of Education and actively
supported by the Superinéendent of Schools whichfﬁill provide teachers e

T and §rincipals with the backup they feel they need to strictly and
firmly enfor?e rules and regulations. Q
The third question.asked principals what the District Supérinten—

dents could do to reduce crime and violence in the schools. Responses

to this question’ére found in Table 8-4

) i TABLE 8-4 Principals' Responses to the Question,
i "What can the District Superintendent N
- do to Reduce Crime and Violence in the N
\ - Schools?" : R :
\ Percent of
1 Rank Recommendations Responses
1 . Support principals 42
2 Involve parents and the
Community in school problems 31 )
.3 Support policy of strict i
) rule enforcement and discipline 11 ;
o }7 4 Support efforts to obtain
- i : morgwpé;spnnel, especially
! security perSonneXl - 8
! {
* 5 Give principals more authority :
and autonomy in decision-making 5 !
6 Keep the General Superintendent -
informed of local school problems .3
100
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Once again the plea from principals is for firm support. The res-

.

ponse of principals to the first three questions can only be intérpret—
ed as a belief on the part of pr;ncipals tha; they are not getting this
support at the present time.

The fourth gquestions asked priqpipals what they could do to re-

duce crime and violence in the schools. Responses to this gquestion are

found ‘in Table g-s5

3

. TABLE 8-5 Principals' Responses to the Question,
-"What can Principals do to Reduce Crime
and Violence in ‘the Schools?"

Percent of
Rank Recommendations T Responses

1 Strictly enforce rules and -
regulations 47

2 Involve the parents and the
community - 18

i

- 3 Back up your teachers 15 :

. . i

’ - 4 Be constantly visible and |
i

available 11 - }

5 Create curriculum to meet ‘
- student needs 7 -

) Involve students and
teachexs in school
security'froblems ] ‘ 2

100

N {

t
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RECOMMENDATIONS OF THE CITIZENS ADVISORY COMMITTEE

» The Chicago Safe School Study Citizens Advisory Committee, upon

reyiewing the study report, makes the following recommendations to the

General Superintendent of Schools and the Chicago Board of Education:

l‘

While realizing the financial problems of the Chicago schools,
serious consideration should be given to increasing the number

of school security personnel in high crime schools.

10.

To supplement regular school security personnel, use should be
made of citizen volunteers, espec1ally _parents of school-age

"children, “for security purposes. -

A. request should be made to the Superintendent of Police for
for additional ¥ Youth Officers to be permanently stationad in
high crime schools.

Based on the recommendations of students, teachers, and princi-
pals, much more emphasis should be given to a firm, and clearly
articulated disciplinary policy throughout the school system,
and this policy should be continually emphasized by the Board
of Education. )

Chicago school teachers should be given greater support in the
prosecution of violent student offenders.

3

Because many assaults and robberies in which students are victims
occur after regular school hours, arrangements should be made for
increased police patrol activities around schools during the
first hour after most students -are released from school.

As- a ‘means- of addressing-the problem of school erime, increased
efforts should be made to actively involve local Parxent-Teacher
groups, and other ocommunity groups in the neighborhood surrounding
the schools.

School principals should exert greater effort in involving both
public and private agencies to assist them in addressing the prob-
lem of school crime, and should not assume that a serious school
crime problem is a reflection on their administrative abilities.

Greater emphasis should be placed on the involvement of students
in addressing the issue of school crime, including experimentation
with peer group disciplinary committees.

Teachers should be given training in group dynamics and other ap-
proaches to potentially explosive classroom situations which could
lead to violent behavior. Special emphasis should be given to ef-
fective methods of avoiding confrontation situations.
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RECOMMENDATIONS OF THE PRINCIPAL INVESTIGATOR

S .
’ Serious crime and violence in and around the Chicago schools is a

serious problem and should receive much greater attention than it has
ln.the past. It is one thing to say that educators should focus on edu-
cational goals, but to say this and ignore or downplay the impact of
actual crime and violence and tﬁe‘fear and anxiety created b§ crime and
violence is to create havoc.with educational goal;. Not only does it
disrupt the learning process and divert resource%, but school related

crime and violence affects the socialization process which takes place

o

in the school setting, and which has-a ripple esfecﬁ.which spreads out-

ward from the schoqls-obe}’long periods of time. i

There is no simple solution. Generalizations'based on existing
theories or applied approaches are often either too globai in‘nature or
too school specific. What ﬁﬁfﬁgﬁin one school may not work at all in-
another school. Action must be based on the unique characteristics, of '
a particular school or communit,. !owever, available research, includ-
ing the NIE national stufy apd the Chicago study, offers some sound sug-
gestions. They are offered as guides to moveméﬁt in the right direction

and the reader will find no unique approaches here.

Recommendations

1. The school system should devote considerable effort toward de-
= veloping linkages with other public agencies in addressing the
problem of school related crime and violence, including the
Juvenile Court of Cook County, the Youth Divisicn of the Chicago

Police Department, the Ckicago Department of Human Services,
and™the Illinois Department of Mental Health.

2. School governance appears to be the key to' effectively dealing
with school related crime and violence. The basic elements are
£irm, fair, and consistent discipline, involvement of the stu-
dent in the governance process, and a system of incentives and
rewards for students. )

24y
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Large scale desegregation efforts in urban school systems
generally bring about an increase in school violence. The
Chicago system must anticipate this and plan now to deal with
the problem

~
i3

The Chicago school system should supply principals of high
crime schools with extra resources and greater flexibility
than they normally are given. This will allow the principal
to devote more time to effective leadership and greater visi-
bility to students and teachers, and also permit the design
of curriculum which will be perceived as more relevant to
student body.

Members of the Board of Educstion, the General Superintendent
of Schools, and central office staff should work more closely
with District Superintendents and principals to .develop clear-
cut policy with respect to discipline and then firmly support
implementation of the policy.

Seriously affected schools should be provided with additional
security personnel and closer police patrol. In addition,
serious consideration should be given to recruitment and train-
ing of parent and commupity volunteef@who will spend a few
hours a week in the school as hall/entrance monitors, and as
strolling surveillance team: which will regularly walk the
streets adjacent to the school.

The General Superintendent of Schools should consider the ap-
pointment of a high level staff person reporting directly to
the Superintendent to cocrdinate all school safety and security
efforts. A major task of this individual should be the seeking
of community (school neighborhcod level) involvement in local
school problems, including crime, violence, and vandalism.

The General Superintendent of Schools should consolidate all
school safety and security activities under one bureau, depart-
ment, or division. Responsibilities are presently too diversi-
fied.

The Chicago school system must develop a modern incident report-
ing system designed for rapid information retrieval and data
analysis. The system presently possesses this capability, but

it has not been operationalized.

The Chicago school system should seek the active involvement of
the greater Chicago college and university community in the
planning, development, and implementation of safe school pro-
grams. These resources are presently ,. and historically, noil
utilized.
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11.

12.

13.

Since the majority of assaults on teachers take place in the
classroom, usually in relation to a disciplinary problem, con-
sideration should be given to special in-service training for
teachers in dealing with students who are behavior problems,

Since a large proportion of assaults on students and robbery of
students occur after regular school hours on the streets near
schools, arrangements should be made with local police districts
to provide increa§ed patrol during this time period. -

4
Since students in the age range 12 to 15 years are the principal
targets of assault and rohbery, special attention should be
given by teachers and administrators to students in this age
range. The transition from elementary school to high school ap~
pears to increase the likelihood of victimization, and freshman
students in the high schools are especially vulnerable.

}
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FOOTNOTES TO THE CHAPTERS

Introduction

1. Report of the Institute for Juvenile Research, Illan’s Department
of Mental Health, 1978.

~

2. Violent Schools - Safe Schools: The Safe School Study Report to
the Congress, Volume I, National Institute of Education, 1978.

3. vViolent Schools - Safe Schools.

4. National Crime éurvey, SD-VAD-4, U.S. Department of Justice, LEAA
1977.

5. Johns Hopkins University, Center for Social Organization of Schools,
Repoxt No. 289. 1979.

6. Criminal Victimization in Urban Schools, SD-VAD-8, U.S. Department
of Justice, LEAA, 1979.

7. Wesley Skogan, Sample Surveys of the Viétims of Crime, Ballinger
Publishing Company, 1976.

Theft

1. For student theft victimization rates the 95 percent confidence
interval is 24% + .07% (23.3% to 24.7%). Extrapolated to the popu-
lation of 250, 000 students this is 60,000 + 1750 stndents.

2. National Crime Survey studies 1974 to 1977.

3. For teachexr theft victimization rates the 95 percent confidence
interval is 27% + 2% (25% to 29%). Extrapolated to the population
‘Bf 25,000 teachers thlS is 6750 + 500 teachers.

Assault

1. For student assault victimization rates the 95 percent confidence
interval is 3.3% * 0.3% (3% to 3.6%). Extrapolated to the popula-
of of 250,000 students this is 8250 + 750 students.

2. Por student attempted assault victimization rates the 95 percent
confidence interval is 8.5% + 0.4% (8.1% to 8.9%). Extrapolated to
the population of 250,000 students this is 21,250 + 1000 students.

3. National Crime Survey, SD-VAD-4.

4. National Crime Survey, SD-VaD-4.

5. For teacher assault victimization rates the 95 percent confidence
interval is 1.77% + 0.7% (1.07% to 2.47%). Extrapolated to the
population of 25,000 teachers this is 433 + 175 teachers.




6. National Center for Educational Statistics suxvey, reported in
Appendix B-1, of Safe Schools - Violent Schools. |

Robbery

1. For student robbery victimization rates the 95 percent confidence
interval is 2.5% + 0.2% (2.3% to 2.7%). Extrapolated to the popula-
tion of 250,000 students this is 6250 ifSOO.students. "

2. For student attempted robbery victimization rates the 95 percent
confidence interval is 6.7% + 0.4% (6.3% to 7.1%). Extrapolated to
the student population of 250,000 this is 16,750 + 1000.

Street Gangs

"1l. From focus group sessions with high school students and members of
the Chicago Police Department Youth Division. .
4

2, Youth Problems in the City: A Data Inventory, Institute for Juvenile
Research, Illinois Department of Mental Health, 1979 Annual Report.
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WHERE TO OBTAIN FURTHER INFORMATION ABOUT THE CHICAGO SAFE SCHOOL STUDY

// -
~

\
A. Executié& Summary and Overview - This publication contains descriptive

t J highlights Qf the findings and attempts, through vis&al displays --
graphs and cﬂarts -~ to convey major findings to the reader. For most
readers this publication quickly and efficiently summarizes a large
amount of information.

-,

B. Volume I - A Report to the General Superintendent of Schools - This

publication provides a description of the population based on the sur-
vey sample. It enlarges significantly on the information provided in

the Executive Summary and Overview, and contains over 180 charts and

figures.

.C. Volume II - Methodology - This publicatioq contains the survey instru-
ments, portions of the technical design, including sampling, field
operations, forms and letffgs used in the study, design of~the pretest
and pilot, and other information of intereét primarily to researchers

: ‘ and individuals contemplating a similar effort. .

D. Conducting a Victimization Survey in a School District - This publica~- o

tion describes in somé detail the plahning ané,implementation of a vic-
timization study of students and teachers in a school system, although
the information can be used to conduct a study in single schools. It
includes information on design of instruments, training of personnel,
data analysis, and problems to be encountered and overcome. This re-

port will be of interest to school administrators and those engaged in

educational research and evaluation.

E. Copies of the four publications described above can be obtained by

writing to the Center for Urban Education, 160 West Wendell Street,

. 2R3
‘ . : A-1
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~ ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

Chicago, Illinois 60614, or by calling (312) 641-8320. Copies of the
publications are available in limited number, and inﬁerested persons

are urged to request copies as soon as possible.

The Data Sets - Data from the student questionnaire (Ql) and the
teacher questionnaire (Q2) we;e optically scanned from the completed
instruments (except for open-ended responses) and placed on magnetic
tape. Data from the brincipal questionnaire (Q3) was keypuncaed and

-
transfered to magnetic tape. At the time of publication of this re-
port the open-ended responses have not béen“transfered to tape.

A copykbf the data set on tape will be forwarded to the National
Institute of Education in Washington, D.C.. Individuals interested in
secondary analysis of the datg may contact NIE or the Center for Ur-
ban Education. At the date of publication of this report the data\set
has not been rechecked, corrected, recoded or reorgénized to maximize
utilization and accessiﬁility , nor has a printed codebcok been de-

veloped.

Continuing Analysis of the Data - Due to time limitations on the re-

lease of the report, a certain amount of data analysis was postponed
until a later date. Also, due to spaceflimitations of the report, a

large amount of data analysis could not be included. The continuing
analysis of the data in subsequent months will result in supplemental

reports issued by the principal investigator.
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FIGURE B-1

Confidence Intervals (95%) for the Victimization Rates
 Theft from - : , '
\ Students 24% + 0.7% (23.3% to 24.7%) = 60,000 + 1750 |

¢ Theft from
;- Teachers 27% + 2% (25% to 29%) = 6750 + 500

. Student Assault, -

" Actual 3.3% + 0.3% (3.0% to.3.6%) = 8250 + 750

- - . PR,

. Student Assault,
Attempted 8.5% + 0.4% (8.1% to 8.9%) = 21,250 + 1000

Teacher Assault,
Actual L.77% + 0.7% (1.07% to 2.47%) = 443 + 175

- -

Teacher Assault,
Attempted 8.63% d 1.2% (7.4% to 9.83%) = 2158 _‘t 300

~ Student Robbery, :
- Actual 2.5% + 0.2% (2.3% to 2.7%) = 6250 + 500

 Student Robbery,
Attempted

6.7% + 0.4% (6.3% to 7.1%) = 16,750 + 1000

wTeacher Robbery,
“Actual 0.4% + 0.3% ( 0.1% to 0.7%) = 100 + 75

PR
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FIGURE B-2
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TABLE B-1

Percentage of Students victimized at Least Once by
Grade Level of Student: A Comparison of National
Data and Chicago Data

»

éhicago Survey Nat'l Survey

Grade Level % Attacked % Robbed % Attacked _ % Robbed
7th 5.0 a.s 8.1 8.7
8th W 3.2 6.8 6.7
9th 3.3 2.0 a5 5.1
10th 2.7 1.7 3.1 2.4
) 11th 2.4 1.7 2.4 - 2.9
12th 2.1 0.8 ' 1.5 1.7

Source of data:

.
Student questionnaires

TABLE B-2 Percent of Students Victimized at Least Once by
Age of Student: A Comparison - of National Data
: and Chicago Data .
Chicago Survey Nat'l Survey
Age Level % Attacked % Robbed  %Attacked % Robbed
1) yrs 0.2 1.0 9.8 13.7
12-13 vrs 1.2 8.3 7.2 7.4
14-15 yrs 1.1 5.1 4.6 4.6
16-17 yrs 06 3.4 2.6 2.7
18 or older 0.3 1.8 l.6%* 1.7
7.2%% 8.0%*x*
* 18 years of age ** More than 18 years of age

259 7
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TABLE B-3 Percentage of Students Victimized at Least Once
by Race of Student: A Comparison of National
pata and Chicago Data

Chicago Survey Nat.'l Survey

Race % Attacked % Robbed % Attacked % Robbed

american Indianr

or Alaskan 8.4 3.4 7.7 7.6
Black 3.7 3.1 4.4 5.1
White 2.4 26 4.0 40
Higpanic or

Spanish American 3.4 2.5 4,2 5.8
Asian or Pacific '

Islander 4.1 2.0 5.0 5.4

——3

ey

Source of data: Student questionnaires

L 3

'TAQPE B-4 Assault and Robbery Victimization by Time’
Student Has Attended Present School

£ - R -

Percent of Student Responses
Time Attended
Present Scheql

Assault Rate Robbery Rate
Actual Attempt Actual Attempt

Less than 3 moﬁths Lot é.S 11.7 4.0 ‘ 7.7

3 to 6 months 4.6 12.3 3.0 4.0

'é months to.l year 4.0 8.4 3.0 3.2

1 to 2 years 3.5 ,‘16.7 3.2 4.3

- More than 2 years Y- 2.9 8.4 V 2.3 ;E7

"




TABLE B-5 Student Mulfiple Assault Victimization by
Sex of the Student '’

Percent of Student Responses

Sex of Mork than

Victim Once Twice Twice {N)
Male 60.91 19.9 19.2 943
Female 76.3 17.9 5.8 709

-

TABLE B-6 Student Multiple Assault Victimization by
Race of the Student

RrRace of

Percent of Student Responseé

Spanish Amer. 55.8

More than
Vickim ‘Once Twice Twice (N)
Amer. Indian or ‘
Alaskan 66.7 17.7 14.6 62
Black 65.4 18.5 16.1 908
White 64.3 18.3 17.4. 224
Hispanic or
23.0 21.2 274




TABLE B-7 Student Multiple Assault Victimization by
Age of the Student

Percent of Student Responses

Age of More than
Victim Once Twice Twice (N)
ll‘ 50.0 28.1 21.9 32
12-13 years 61.4 19.4 19.2 710
- 14-15 years 71.6 22.2 6.2 483
N 16-17 years 71.2 15.9 12.9 264
18 or older 54.0 25.3 20.7 87

P,
TABLE B-8 Student Multiple Robbery Victimization by
Sex of the Student
Percent of Student Responses
Sex of More than
Victim Once Twice Twice (N)
Male 60.8 15.7 23.5 502 !
Female 63.9 19.2 16.9 313
B-7
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TABLE B~ 9 Victimization of Students by Grade Level:
Actual and Attempted Assaults and Robbery "
Percent of Student Responses
Grade Assault Robbery -
Level % Actual % Attempt % Actual % Attempt
- 7th 5.0 14.7 4.5 5.8
8th 3;4 12.0 1 3.2 4.4
"9th 3.3 5.5 2.0 2.6
10th ' 2.7 c.8 1.7 1.9
l%th ) 2.4 5.0 1.7 1.4
12th 2.1 4.2 ' 0.8 . 1.0

TABLE B~ 10 Student Multiple Robbery Victimization by
Age of the Student* )

4
v

N
Percent of Student Responses

Age of More than

1__ Victim . Once Twice Twice

f | ! 75.0 6.3 18.7
12-13 years 57.3 \ 18.7 24.0
!
14-15 years 62.2 17.7 20.1
) 16-17 years ‘ 68.4 16.8 14.8

18 or older 66.0 ‘12.8 21.2

* Actual and attempted robbery

\ (o e 263




TABLE B~ 11 Student Multiple Robbery Victimization by
Race of the Student* ’

Percent of Student Responses

Race of More than

Victim Once Twice Twice (N)
Amer. Indian

or Alaskan 58.6 13.8 27.6 29
Black 64.3 15.2 20.5 453 ,
White 58.8 19.5 22.0 82
Hispanic or

Spanish Amer. 56.5 22.7 20.8 154
Asian or

Pacific

Islander 57.1 0.0 42.9-, 14

* Actual and attempted robbery

TABLE B-12

Victimization Status*

Student Dissatisfaction with School by

How Well do
you Like?

% Victims

% Nonvictims

Percent of Students who "Don't Like.™"

.,

The.other students

The Principal

The Téachers

The Classes you

are Taking

5.9
21.1

)

10.5

12,5

-

5.0
18.0

8.5

8.7

* Victims of assault or robbery

B-9 2[,‘4




Question: How easy would it be .to do the
following things if you wanted to?

TABLE B-13 Students' Perception of Schools Responsiveness to Their Needs?

p— - - - — e — -

with a school counselor

Very Fairly Fairly Very bon't
Item Hard Hard Easy Easy Know

Get unfair grade chaqged 28.6 20.1 12.9 7.9 15.5
Work faster or slower than \ )
rest of class 6.5 .- 11.3 28.0 26.0 - 11.5
Have your ideas listened
to in class 6.6 7.9 25.7 31.0 11.4
Talk ovexr school problems
with a teacher 6.7 7.2 21.5 39.6 7.5
Talk over personal problems

13.5 8.7 16.1 21.6 23.1

included in table. I

Note: percentages do not total 100% due to "unanswe.ed" category not

: o 2R5

'y
3
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TABLE B-14 Studént Responses to Questions about Edse of Obtaining Illegal Substances
At Their School

~

Question: How easy or hard is it for students
to-get the following things at your

. school?
Very Fairly Fairly Very Don't
Item Hard Hard Easy Easy Know
Beer, wine or oth?r alcohol 16.5 7.4 14.3 16.0 30.5
Marijuana - 9.1 4.7 15.4 32.2  23.2
Pills such as uppers and déwners 12.5 7.2 12.5 13.4 38.8
Other types of drugs 62.8 7.9 9.5  Il.l  41.3.

Weapons, such as guns or knives 14.9 8.6 10.2 14.2 38.8 -

Y

Stolen things for sale

* ¥

Note: perdéntages dé‘not total 100% due to "unanswered" category not included an table. 4
- 4 - N
|

2h6
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TABLE B-15 Student Responses to Questions about Racial
and Ethnic Harmony at their School - -

Question: How well do the following
. get along at your school?

Percent of Student Responses

Not  Fairly Very' Un-
Type of student Well Well Well Answered
Students of different
races 15.0 44.7 21.0 19.1
Students of dlferent ’ 1 i

nationalities ) 9.5 461  23.8 20.4- q - .

Qﬂ'

TABLE B-16 Student Responses to Questions Ahout the
Treatment of Minorities B

Quéstion: How much do you agree or
disagree with the following?

Percent of student Responses

Statement Agree Disagree Undecided

Racial minoxity groups
are treated fairly in
this school r 43.2 11.1

Racial minority groups
are treated fairly in
this country 22.3 27.0




TABLE B-17

Student Responses to Questions About Committing

Rule Violations or Crimes

Question: Would you do any of the following
things if you knew you could get away with it?

Would you do

Percent of Student Responses

These Things? Yes Depends No Unanswered
Cheat on a test 15.1 36.9 32.1 15.7
Spray paint on

School Walls 9.3 8.3 68.1 18.6
Take money from

other students 3.4 9.0 69.6 17.9
skip school 13.5 24.6

44.8 17.¢

-

Note: no significant differences in responses of victims and

nonvictims

P

TABLE B-18

Student Absenteeism in Last Two Months by
Victimization Status

%
1

4

Number of .

Percent of Student Responses

Days Absent Victaims Nonvictims
None 20.7 28.5
lor 2 37.3 36.1
3to5 23.5 22,7
6 to 10 10.2 7.7

More than 10 7.1 5.0

~




TABLE B-19 Student Responses to Questions About the Treatment of Minorities

By Race of Student

Question: How much do you agree or
disagree with the following statements?

Statement

Racial minority groups
are treated fairly in
this school

Racial minority groups
are treated fairly in
this country

Percent of Students who "disagree" by Race

American
Indians Black White Hispanic Asian




TABLE B-20  School Violence Level for High Schools
and Percentage of Minority Students

Percent of Student Body School Violence
Nen-white Level*

More than 90 percent ) 11.41 '

“From 60 to 89 percent 12.50 J

E;Bm 40 to 59 percent ‘ 11.33

From 20 to 39 percent 8.63

Less than 20 percent ‘ 9.00

AY

N\

N = 56 genekal and vocational high schools

* Linear combination of assault and robbery rates
for school \

N
N

\\

TABLE B-21 Month of Questionnaire Administration
’ By Recall Period in Months

* Month
Questionnaire Period of Reference (or recall)
Administered Jan. Feb. March April May
March X X
April X X
May X X
June X X

Note: X's denote months of the recall period




TABLE B-22 Prinéipals' Assessment of Support Received
From Parents Concerning Discipline Problems

Support Fairly Very
From: None Little Some Much  Much
Parents 6,9 9.2 12.6 35.6 24.1l %
Teachers 2.3 3.4 11.5 57.5 25.3
Police 3.4 4.6 24,1 41.3 26.4 4
Courts l0.3 21.8 33.3 23.0 1l.5 %
bistrict

Superintendent 3.4 8.0 48.3 23.0 17.2 %

—~

Central Office 18.4 20.7 31.0 21.8 8.0 %

i

1
TABLE B-23 Principals as Victims of Incidents of
Crime and Violgnce in the School or on
School Grounds During April and May of
f
;1980
;’
) Percent of
* Responses /
Incident’ ; YES NO
Had something stolen from:you 1.2 98.8
|
Had something taken by fdrce or 0.0 100.0
threat of force 0.0 100.0
Were physically assaulted 1.2 98.8,
Were sexually asséulted 0.0 100.0
Had personal property vandalized 2.8 97.6
N=82
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TABLE B-24 Student Reported Robbery by Time and Place of Robbery: An Aualysis of the
Responses to "Where robbed?" and "When robbed?"

Place Where Before Regular During Schooul During During School After Regular
Student is School fiours hours, Before Lunch Hours, After School Hours
Robbed (AM) Lunch Period Lunch (PM) -

-

Classroom 18.8 34.5 15.8 l6.4 14.5

Washroom 9.2 T 27.6 30.

w

14.4 18.4

Hall or stairs 14.4 24.7 29.9 15.5 15.5
Gym or locker room 12.2 31.2 25,2 20.0 11.3

Lunchroom }3.8 20.7 46.6 10.3 8.6 )

Playground ' 15.7 13.4 33.9 6.3 . 30.7
Parking lot . 20.5 7.7 15.4 5.1 51.3
Street next to school 1l.9 4.2 20.3 9.3 54.2

e

Notes: a. Percentage across totals 100 percent of responses

o v’

b. This table is crosstabulation of* student‘rcsponsgs to two questions: Where
' did the robbery or attémpted robbery take place, and when dld the robbery
' or attempted rohbery take place.

;‘2'72




TABLE B-25 Student Reported Assault by Time and Place of Assault: An Aunalysis of the

Responses to "Where assaulted?" and "When assaulted?"

£

Place where Before Regular buring School During During School After Regular
student is School Hours Hours, Before Lunch Hours, After * School Hours
Assaulted {(AM) Lunch Period Lunch (PM)
. " “
Classroom 12.3 33.3 17.6 14.3 22.6
Washroom 11.4 23.6 22.3 14.8 26.2 N
Hall or stairs 7.4 33.5 19.8 14.9 ‘ 24,4 °
Gym or locker room 12.3 27.3 20.9 15.9 23.6
Lunchroom 10.1 17.0 45.2 9.0 18.6
{
+ Playground 12.7 . 12.7 20.8 10.5 43.2
Parking lot 8.3 10.5 17.7 13.3 50.3
Street next to school 11.7 9.5 16.3 7.6 54.9

A
‘Notes: a. Zercentage across totals 100 pexcent of responses

b. This table is crosstabulation of student responses to two questions, where
did the assault or attempted assault take place, and when did the assault
or attempted assault take place.

o
~1
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TABLE B-26 Incidence of Actual Assault on Students !
by Sex and Race of Victim |

3

Percent of Cases by Race

Ay i
. American ) l
Sex Indian Asian  Hispanic BYack White
; R
Male 5.4 2.0 2.3 . 2.0 1.3 i
Female 2.0 1.4 0.9 1.4 0.9 |

TABLE B-27 Incidence of Actual Robbery of Students
by Sex and Race of Victim
-

. - Percent of Cases by Race
American
LY Sex Indian Asian  Hispanic Black White
Male 3.0 1.0 1.6 1.5 0.9
Female 1,5 0.7 1.0 1.0 0.4
]




TABLE B-28 Incidence of Actual Assault on Students 7
by Sex and Age of Victim
, .
Percent of Cases by Age
. Sex 11 12-13 14-15 16-17 18 or +
Male 4.5 6.8 5.2 2.6 2.6
Female 5.0 6.6 3.5 2.6 1.9
3
N /.
™~
%
TABLE B-29 Incidence of Actual Assault on Students ;
’ ' by Age and Race of Victim ;
Percent of Cases by Race : “
!
American ‘ { |
Age Indian Asian Hispanic Black White £ o0l \
‘ i -
11 or younger 1.0 0.3 0.1 0.0 0.0 13 N
; ‘ . i N
12-13 years 2.9 0.0 1.0 1.4 0.5 137
* 14-15 years 2.4 1.7 1.0 1.2 0.8

' 16-17 yerrs 1.5 1.0 0.7 0.4
;18 or older 0.0 1.0 ' 0.5 0.3~

1
[




TABLE B-30

Incidence of Actual Robbery of Students
by Sex and Age of Victim

Percent of Cases by Age

~ Sex 11 12-13 14-15 l6~17 18 or +
Male 1.5 2.1 1.6 0.8 1.1
Female l.0 1.7 0.9 0.6 0.5

w .
7~
TABLE B-31 Incidence of Actual Robbery of Students
by Age and Race of yictim
Percent of Cases by Race
American
Age Indian Asian Hispanic Black White £

11 or younger 0.0 0.3 0.0% ) 0.02 0.02 5

12-13 years 1.5 0.3 1.0 1.3 0.6 129

14-15 year 1.5 0.7 1.0 0.9 0.3 94

16-17 years ‘1.0 0.0 0.6 0.2 0.3 40

18 or clder 0.5 0.0 0.1 0.2 0.0% 17

4Indicates less than one-tenth of one percent

==t
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. - f
’ PABLE B-32 Comparison of the Sample and the
Population of Students in Grades
7 through 12 by sex v
Sex of Percent in Péicent in .
Respondent " Sample Population o
Male 48.5 "48.0
tE‘emale 48.5 52.0 i
?No answer 3.0
¥ 3
| ' *
1

: Note: Does not include sgecial scl.ools in the

! Population for grades 7 through 12. Special
schools include trade schools and adjustment i

‘schools for behavior problem students

n
il

TABLE B-33 Comparison of the Sample and the
‘ Population of Students in Grades
% 7 through 12 by Race
: : “
; Race of Percent of Percent of i
Respondent Sample Population §
Amer. Indian 1.6 0.3 i
| Asian 2.3 2.1
Black 52.1 55.9
; Hispanic 18.0 16.1 !
White i8.5 23.2 '
i
; No answer 7.5
, i Unclassified 2.4 :
: 100.0 100.0 '
bW (12,884) (241,123)

Note: Does not include students in special schools

H - ] ° by g "
- ERIC : 22 277




TABLE B-34 Comparison of the Sample and the
© population of Students In Grades
. 7 through 12 by grade level
-, ¢ «Grahe pf“ ' Percent . Percent of
Respondent Sample Population -~
: | 4
7th - 20.2 19.9
8th . 22.9 * 20.4 Y
. 9th 12.9 15.7
10th 11.2 13.8 - !
lith 13.5 1g§5
12th 14.3 - 10.0
No answer 5.0
Unclassified A ) 4.7
100.0 100.0
N (12884) (241,143)
Note: Does not include special schools

278
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TABLE B-35 Comparisof of the Sample and the
Population of Classroom Teachers-
in the School System by Sex
! :
!
Sex of Percent in Percent ih
Respondent Sample Population
Male 28.8 32.8
Female 71.2 67.2
No answer .
100.0 100.0
I
N {1413) (24,311)

Other

TABLE B-36 Comparisdn of the Sample and the
Population of Classroom Teachers
i in the School System by Race
1 : )
' i
. Race of Percent in Percent in
 Respondent «Sample Population
i Asian 0.7 1.0
; . .
E Hispanic 3.0
' Black 40.0
" wWhite 52.2
No Answer 4.2
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INTRODUCTION

This volume or the Chicago Safe Schcol Study contains information

‘of interest to some readers, including the instruments used in the survey,

information concerning the pretest of.the instruments ané the pilot sur-
vey, the absentee sample, and the student interview sample.

In developing the material for this volume, the central proplem was
what to include and what to leave out. If everything bertinent was in-
cluded, the volume Fould be many hundreds of pages longer. Left out were
such things as the list of sch;ols and classrooms involved in the study,
range and consistency check sheets, open-ended coding sheets, lists of
school visitation schedules or monthly survey waves, and much more. This
material is ava;lable upon request at.a cost to cover xerox reproduction.

The decision to delete material was bésed on printing and repro-
duction costs and an estimate of the degree of interest the material
miéht have for readers. For example, the written material used to train
and guide the field workers would involve the printing of over 150 pages.
We believe that tte infgrmation presented in Volume I and Volume II of

this report adéquately covers ﬁajor details of the survey and the survey

findings to the satisfaction of most readers. However, we welcome com-

e

¥,

Ed . N
ments and requests for information from interested parties.
In addition, readers are referred to the publication Conducting a

Victimization Study in a School District which contains much of the ma-

terial which would ordinarily have been included in this volume. The
information in this publication is presented in clear layman's language,

and describes some of the obstacles confronted and overcome in conducting

the survey.




TECHNICAL DESIGN
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PROJECT OBJECTIVES AND GOALS

Data Collection -

1.

2. Development of Stdndard Systemwide Forms - The objective of

2

Victimization Survey - The primary objective of the project

was to determine the freduency and seriousness of acts of.

crime, delinquency, and disruptive acts which occur within

the Chicago public school system. This objective addressed -

three tasks. First, it attempted to generate the necessary

data base for decisiop-making. Second, by contrasting of-

ficial data with self-report data, comparisons might have

been made between'the twa types of reporting systems, pro-

- *

viding decision-makers with the opportunity to improve and

refine the official data collection system with regard to

school crime and delinquency. This objective is supportive

of the system's concern for attaining higher levels of in-

formation integration, the routinization of data collection

processes, and quality control ovetr official data bases.

Third, it perﬁitted comparisons of incident rates within

the system and enabled administrators to use the data.-tp - Tremva

establish policies directed toward amelioration of "thé pro-

blems.

this phase of the project was to davelop standard reporting
+ S o :

forms to repla#e *e dozen forms presently in use. The newly-

L3

designed forms would be capable of being filled out and pro-

~
cessed ﬁq}g»quickly and aeccurately by the central office and

-~
&

the ‘Department of Research and Evaluation. ¥inally, a large

part of the newly developed forms would be g¢ptically scannable
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II. SAMPLING DESIGN -

for rapid insertion into the system's computer. From the
data set files, information concerning school safety arnd
security, broken down by gghool units,. can be routinely in-

serted in the School Profiles document, enlz ‘ging the us~—

fulness of the School Profiles, for decision-making and

policy-making.

Manual Of Procedure: Victimization Survey Research In The

Area -Of School Safety And Security

~

Objective - The objective of this phase of the’ project was
to produce a "How To" manual which other sé;ool systems,
and esbecially large drban systems, could use if they ¢on-
templated a replicatibnr;f the Chicago study.

« ‘ »&f i

S

Overview -~ The Chiqago school system presently contains approxi-
mately 470,000 stud;nts iglgrades Ehthrough 12, and approximate-
ly 50,000 employees. From this population, the target popula-
tions were the 250,000 students in grades 7\thro;gh 12, and the
22,000 employees who are acrual classroom teachers, plus the 594
principals of schools. From this target population, fhe survey
sampled: -

1. 15,000 students %n grades 7 through 12 (6% sample)

2. 2,000 classroom teachers (97 sample)

3. 100 principals (177 sample)

Rationale for Sample Sizes

1. As a general rule, the larger the sample, ceteris paribus,

the more likely it will accurately represent the population.




2. The more heterogeneous the gopulation, the larger the sample
size should be. The target population is very heterogeneous.
Ty . 3. 1If one is sampling acts or experiences which are likely to
have a low occurrence rate,‘a larger éample is required.

‘ ‘ With an estimated incidence rate of 1 in 12 'students gor
;heft, 1 in 100 students for aséaulﬁ, 1 in 500 students for
robbery, and 1 in 1000 female students for rape, a large
sample is required for purposes of data analysis.

4. The larger the sample, within limits, the greater the con-
. fidence level of estimates to the population. . v
5.’ When the administrative cost of data collection is rela-
‘tively low, researchers invaria%ly seek larger samples.

c. Drawing the Samples

1. Student Questionnaire (Q;) - A systematic sampling approach

. was used. From a master tape of all classrooms in the

school system, the elemént list of rooms for grades 7

through 12 was obtained in the following manner:

a. Deleted form list all rooms in grades K througﬂ 6,
and all rooms selected for the Pilot/Pretests.

b, Determined number of elements. With sample size of

*

15,000 and a system classroom population mean of 21,

*

a total of 715 elements .(rooms) were drawn.

+

c. Determined ship interval. With 11,430 classrooms
< in the system containing students in grades 7

through 12, the skip interval was 16. Sample

dravm with random start point.




Y
ey

Fa)

2. LTeacher Questionnaire (Qy) - A systematic sampling approach
was ;sed, From a master tape of all classroom teachers, the
sample was optained in the following manner:

* a. Detemmined skip interval. From thé population of
. 22,000 teachers, the sample was 2,000 and the skip
interval was 12.‘ Sample drawn with random start

point.

3. Principal Questionnaire (Q3)a— A systemat{c sampling ap-

proach was used. From a master tape of all school prin-

cipals, the sample was obtained in the following manner:

x

a. Determined skip interval. With a population o§1~
{

U Y

{é, 7594 .a sample of 100, the skip interval was 6.°

-

b. Sample.drawn with random staréiﬁg point.

4, Absent Students - As the student questionﬁaire was adminis-

’ . ]
o tered in each classroom, the pames of students assigned to

hd -

+ the &1§§sroom for that period, but who were not present, .

were obtained. Tﬁig ngme list of absent students became a

-

™ separate subdpoﬁulation‘to be sampléd. The "Not Present in
Classroom" sub—ponlaEion was éstimated to be 10 percent of
— ! :
2 .
> . the total student’'sample of 15,000. Thus, there would be an
y S o

estiﬁatgd 1,500 students in this sub-population. From the
~

~.
~.

sub—gopulaﬁion a 2 percent sample would be drawn (N=300). ;
The following stéps were taken to draw this sample: -

a. Each week during*ﬁgé 14 week survey period, ap-
’ {

.

proximately 54 classrooms were to be visited. These

classrocms should contain approxiﬁateiy 1,150 stu~-
\\ ~
dents. -

I




b. If 10 percent of the students are not present in the
classroom to receive the questionnaire, the absen-
tee or "not present"” number would be about 115.

c. Each week the names éf those assigned to the class-
room but not present at the time of instrument ad-
ministration, would be placed on a list, and as-
signed numbers. A random number generator would
select those student who will be in this weekly

sample of absentees (N=25).

Student Interview Schedule (I;) - A systematic sampling ap-
proach was used: From the sa@plesof students receiving the
questionn;ire (N=15,000), a 4 percent sample was drawn for
follow-up interviews (N=660). The following steps were ta-
ken in drawing this sample: )

a. From the list of classrooms. involved in the survey,
each of which had been assigned a number, a random
numbef generatoréwas used‘to draw a 50 percent
sample (714/2=357).

b. From a printout of the class ;osters for the 357
rooms, two students were drawn from each of the
rooms (N=714). This oversample would take into

consideration absentees in the sample.

Pilot/Pretests ~ The samples for the Pilot/Pretests were

drawn prior to the samples'for the all-system survey, as
follows:
a. Samples drawn for the Pilot/Pretests.
. b. Samples drawn for the all-system survey, excluding
samples drawn for the Pilot/Pretests.

7
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7. won-Observation Error Sources - These error sources will

fall primarily into two categories: noncoverage and non-
response. Noncoverage reférs to the failure to include
some parts of the defined survey population. Sources of
4 noncoverage include:
a. Transfers, defined as stugents who have trans-
ferred to another parf of the system, or who have
left the system to enter another system.

.b. Chronic truants, defined as those episodically

present in the classroom.

¢. School Dropouts, defined as members of the popu-

lation because school records have not been kept

up to date.

d. Seriously ill, defined as members of the popula-

tion, but not present in school during the survey
period due to illness.

e. Susgensions,idefined as members of the population
who have been suspended, and are not present in the
classroom during the survey period.

f. Leaves of absence, defined as members of the class-

room teacher population who are ou leave and not

e ‘ present in school during the survey period.

g. No longer employed, defined as members of the

classroom teacher population in error.

8. Nonresponses - Refers to respondents idqntified‘as part of

the population sample who failed to participate or be in-

8

- cluded in the sample for the following reasons:
|




a. Refusals - respondents who decline to participate
(N=841).

“i:Q, b. Incapacity to respond - respondents who are urable

to respond due to illiferacy, physicai or mental
handicap, or language difficulties.
¢. Lost data - Information lost, destroyed, or unable
to be used for a variety of reasons (N=106).
9. Out 0f}Range - Refers to consistent responses to key ques-
tions which were out of prior agreed upon ranges (N=174).
III. THE INéTRUMENTS ‘
A, Overview

There were four (4) instruments used. They were developed by

= using the NIE National Safe Schools Study instruments as the

-
2

basic model. * Other instruments analyzed were those of the U.S.
Bureau of the Eensu;;'and the U.S. Department of Justice, Law
Enforcement Assistance Administration (National Crime Surveykin—
struments). In addition, some questions were developed to ans;
wer informational needs of the thcaéo Board of Education. Tﬂg

instruments went through three drafts prior to use in the pre~

tests, and two more drafts tollowing the pretests. Each draft

was reviewed by staff of the Department. of Reseéarch and Evalua-
tion, and by outside consultants. In addition, the drafts were
g distributed tc members of the project ﬁan;gement and Tachnical
- Advisory Committee, and Citizens Advisory Committee. Final
drafts of the instruments used in ithe pretests, and the all-sys-
tem survey were circulated to the follo&iﬁg individuals and

groups for input:

- 9
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Student focus g}oups (5 focus groups with N of 10, total

1.
I ’ student input from 50 students).

2. Teacher focus groups (3 focus groups with N of 3, total
teacher input from 9 teachers).

3. Principal focus group (1 focus group with ¥ of 5, total
principal input from 5 principals).

4. Management and Technical Advisory Committee

5. Citizens Advisory Committee

6. Project Consultants

7. Technical staff, Department of Research.and Evaluation.

- 8. National Institute of Education.
B. Timetable for Instrument Deve&opment *

1. First drafts of instruments - July 15, 1979.

2. Second draft of instruments - August 15, 1979.

3. Final draft of instruments for pretests - September 15,
1979. ) ’

4. First instrument revisdon following Pilot}Pretegts -

. November 15, 1479.
o o 5. Final imstrument revision - December 15, 1979.

6. Instruments to printers - Early.January, 1980.

7. Gally proof checks of in§truments - Late January, 1980.

8. Delivéry of instruments from printer - Early February,

o

1980.

10




<IV. PILOT/PRETESTS s

A, Purposes
The Pilot was intended to be a miniature "run-through" of the
all-system survey in as mahy respects as possible.' It antually
differed'from the all-system survey in three aspects:

" 1. It did not use random éampling of the elements.

2. Instrument responses were keypunched, not optically
scanned. ) .

3. Data analysis was limited to patterns of frequency
responses, crosstabulation analysis of major response
categories, and respénsé variance.

The,Pilot did not use random sampling becaus2 the sample was too
small to pick up desired infd;mation from such a heterogeneous
population, findings were not intended to serve as the basis for
statistical inferences about the population, and the goals of the
Piist wére not the same as those of the all-system survey. In

order to adequately test the administration plan, project staff

were present in each school involved in the pilot as observers.

This necessitated sel&ction of schools in only 4@ few districts.

Instruments were keypunched because it would not have been eco-

a small sample.

B. Coo;dination Meetings Timetable

During August and September, 1979, a series of meetings were held
to (a) make the entire school system aware of the project, (b)
obtain input from those involved and concerned, and (¢) coordi-~

nate the phases of the pilot.

11




Date - - Meetings

August 2, 1979 District Superintendents for districts

03, 17, and 19, meet with project staff.

August 16, 1979 All*pistrict Superintendents meet at
the Center for Urban Education to be
briefed\on the pilot project.

Annual Administrative University, in-
volvi ¢ over 580 principals. In 90
minute Periods, project staff discuss
the Chicago Safe Schools Study and
answer questions.

August 22, 1979 ) All-day rotQ;;;g group seminars at the

September 11-13, 1979 Principals meetings called by the Dis-
trict Superintendents of\che 3 districts
selected for the pilot. P:gjnct staff
outlines procedures.

September 17-21, 1979 Teachers who have classrooms to\be in- -
volved in the pilot meet with pripci-
pals of 1nvo]ved schools té be brlefed
on the pilot. N

\

C. Pretest Design ’ N

N
N\
\,

?~ - A total of 48 division rooms or classrooms were involved in the \\
Pilot/Pretest. The rooms were drawn from three school districts
’ ' in the following manner: -
1. The rooms were drawn ﬁrom the master tape of all class-

rooms prior to drawing the all-system survey sample,

2. Thirty division rooms (homerooms) were selected in

grades 9, 10 11, and 12. Eﬁéhteen classrooms were
drawn for grades 7 and 8.‘ ’
ith a mean of approximately 28 students per room, a total of
- ’ 1344 students were scheduled to be involved. Actuaily, only 44
rooms were involved with a mean of 27 students per room (N=1188).

Follow-up interviews were conducted with 112 student respondents

randomly selected from rosters of the classrooms involved in the

12
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Pilot/Pretest. A total of 100 classroom teachers were randomly
selected from the three districts to receive the teacher ques-

tionnaire. Finally, 15 principals were arbitrarily selected to

¥
t

receive the principal questionnaire.

~
v

N\
1. Student Questionnaire (Ql) ~ In order to determine the best

Instrument Administration

method of instrument administration, one fourth of the ele-
ments had the questionnaires administered by classroom tea-
chers ‘in homerooms, one fourth of the elements had the ques-
tionnaires administered by classroom teachers in large test-
ing rooms: thch held two or more classrooms, one fourth of
the elements had the questionnaires administered by part-
time college studen?s, tr;ined by project staff, in the
classrooms, and cne fourth of the elements had the question-
naires administered by part-time college students in large

testing rooms, which held two or more classrooms. The plan

is illustrated in the diagram below:

»

C e —————— - —1

Instrument Administration

* Size of
Test . Teacher . ) DRE Staff
Site . Administered Administered
| .
‘ *In Div. {
Room } 12 12
. In Large’ )
. Testing ;
, Room . . 12 ) 12
13

235
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This approach enabled staff to determine, on the basis of
data analysis and follow-up interviews, the extent of the
reactive effects of (a) experimental arrangement and set-
ting, and (b) perceived identity of the instrument admini-
strator. This was considered important because:
a. Teachers may fail to administer the instrument
properly for a variety of reasons.
b. Teachers may be perceived by students in a manner
which may produce inadequate or false responses,
Or suppress responses,
c. The homeroom setting may not encourage students
to respond and participate as fully .and openly as
a larger tescigg getting which provides more anon-
ymity.
All classroom teachers used as instrument administrators
vere instructed in the following stages:

-

a. Initial discussion meetings were ﬁeld with the

'

teachers and led by pfoject staff.

b. -Staff mgmbefg met individually with _each teacher _—
to explain and discués administraticn procedures.

c. Written administration instructions were delivered
to the teachers prior to the day the questionnaire
was given to the students.

Teacher Questionnaire Qp) - This instrument was mailed to

the sample of teachers involved in the Pilot/Pretest. Fifty

teacher questionnaires were sént via the U.S. Mail and fifty

via the.school system mail se%vice. This approach served as

) 14 |
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{
(a) a check on the reliability of the system mail service;

.

and (b) a means of determining differences in tgacher re-

sponse rates as a function of the way in which they re-

\

ceived the Questionnaire. In both cases, pre-labled envel-

opes were provided, and in the case of instruments sent via

the U.S. Mail, the return envelopes were stamped.

Principal Questionnaire (Q3) - This instrument was distri-

buted via the school system mail service. -

Instrument Processing

1.

o
Log~in ~ The following Log-in process was.used in the Pilot/

0
[N

Pretest: ‘ .

y 2. Instruments were numbered in seqdential order.‘

b. TInstruments weée counted prior to distribution,
and a tally kept of instruments sent to involved
schools, teachers, an? principals. .

c. Q1 instruments were pgckagéd Eo; each division
room together with administration instruction
sheets. A routing sheet was attached to each g
package.

d. At each, school,_packages were delivered to the
school office and logged in.

e. Instrdment.packages were delivered to each test
site by the assigned staff monitor, and picked up
by the monitor following administration, to be
counted. All instruments were accounted EoF’prior
to return to.the Department of Research and Evalu-

-

ation.

15
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2. Error checks and data "cleaning" - The following "error

check" process was used in the Pilot/Pretest:
a. Each instrument was visually checked for error
such as multiple responses, '"created" responses,
* wrong column or row responses, etc., aﬂd a standard

procedure used to make decisions regarding these

«

errors. '

. , b. TFollowing keypunching and verification, ¢ards were
visually checked for errors resulting from incor-
rect coding, incorrect reading of written codes,

and so forth. Punch cleaning-was done by examin-

- =

ing the.distribution of responses punched for each

column using & sorter, and determining whether
¥

there were inappropriate punches.

A

' c. Following insertion of data into the computer and

.t
a
&

creation of a data file, an additional .error check
or cleaning was done from'printouts:
3. Coding - Using code sheets prepared for the pretests, staff

coded directly on the insgruments.r Code transfer sheets

were avoided as another possible error source.

4. Keigunching - Keypunching was done directly from the instru—‘
ments, and verified. Error checks and cleaning followed " N

the procedure outlined above.

- 5. Transfer to Tape - Data was transferred to tape, and the o

cleaning procedure outlined above followed.

16




F. Data Analysis and Evaluation -

Thé Pilot/Pretest data was analyzed using SPSS statistical
packages and staff examination of output. The purposes of this ~
analysis‘was to assist in the development of (1) the data anal-
* ysis plan for the all-system survey, and (2) instrument revi-
. sions. For example, quéstions which were Qoé answered at least ~
50 petrcent of the time were cqnsidered for discard,’and ques-

¢ tions responded to inappropriately by more than 10 percent of .

respondents were exdmined for possible redesign, i.e., being

, .
. rewritten or placed in another section of the instrument or -
‘both. A brief report of the results of the Pilot/Pretest is

found on pages .

‘ .* -ACTIVITIES OF THE PRE-SURVEY PERIOD (December, 1979~February, 1980)

BN A. Design and Printing of Instrumencs

1. Layout and design of instruments for optical scanning in
conjunction with Frank Ward, Supervisor of Scanning Opera-

- tions. v .

- 2. "Design of Bilingual Instruments -~ The survey used instru-
’ @

. . . s
ments in English and Spanish. The Spanish version was used

™ ) *  whenever it Appeared that a Spanish-speaking studen; would
. hav;'difficuity with the English 1anguaée version., These
instruments were “ouble translated (English to Spanish and
Séanish td English) and interview schedules were’admiﬁis—

tered by staff fluent in ghe Spanish language. Unfortun- .

- 4
ately, in a population containing over half a millicn stu-

dents, there will be a small percentage (estimate of less

than half of omne percent or approximately 2,000) of students

17
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who have as a primary language some other language then
Spanish (i.e., Russian, Polish, Vietnamese, etc.,). -In the
sample target grades (7 thru 12), it was estimated that
1,000 out of 266,000 or less than .004 percent of the pop-
ulation would fall into this category, with a less than

one in 35, )00 chance of such a student being included in the

e

) S
sample. . For reasons of cost and survey administration, any

of these sStudents included in the sample were excluded from

the sample.

B. Staff Training ) .

1. Developed training sessions for administration of interview

instruments.

: 2. Interview practice sessions, used tape recordings for
feedback.
3. Developed training sessions for codiné and cleaning. ’ .

, 4. All-system survey seminar - Included staff of the Department

A=Y

- - . -

.

of Research and Evaluation, and graduate students hired for
’ the Safe Schools Study. This was a one-day seminar to pro- ¢

*

vide an overview of the survey and survey task stages in-
L4

. . cluding: .
a. Goals
b. Instruments and what they were intended to measure
c. Instrument Aaministration
d. Monitoring
e. Distribution, and collection-of instruments

f. Logging procedures

g. Error checking and cleaning

-

18

‘ . 300




v

h. Coding and preparation for scanning

! i. Computer Operations -
- S ;/) j. Analysis~of data N ,
- ) 2 i
- : 5.% Additional one-day training sessionms, includfng practice

runthroughs, for logging, error checking, cleaning, and

coding. . .

-

6. Additional one-day training sessions for interviewers, using,

<

_tape-recorded practice sessions for correction.

..
S

,C. Focus Groups \

g o

In order to obtain the comments and advice of those targeted

for the survey, project staff met with groups of students, tea-

chers, and school administrators to focus on ;peciflc—project

- questions. \\ \ :

D. Citizens Advisory Committee

€

This group, made up of students, parents, and representatives

of public and private agepcieslconcerned with a safe school en-

vironment, was deéigned to (1) serve as advisors in the develop-

. : ment of specific action programs to address the issue of safe
o 1 schools, and (2) to review the efforts of the Safe Schools Pro-
ject.

E. Chicago_Teachers Union

Two members of the staff of the Chicage Teachers Union agreed

N o b g

S to provide input, and to assist in the Project by using the

-

Union publication to make teachers aware of the study, and to

urge them to cooperate in the study. j




- ALL-SYSTEM SURVEY

A, Management Plan

The management plan for the all-system survey was based on the

plan detailed in the section on Pilot/Pretest.

« ‘ 1. Coordination Meetings

These meetings were developed by the project manager and

project director. 1Initial directives for establishing these
.- meetings came from the Office of the General Superintendent

of Schools. The meeting timetzble and meeting content are

outlined. below:

.

" Date Meeting .
January, 1980 Announcement of initiation of

systemwide Safe Schools Study
in General Bulletin which is
received in all schools.

January, 1980 Letter to all District Superin-
tendents, announcing the Safe
Schools Study, signed.by the
Deputy Superintendent for Field
services.,

, - February, 1980 Announcement of Safe Schools Stldy
RO at monthly meeting of District
Superintendents by Project Director.
-~ i -
February, 1980 Phone calls to all District Superin-
tendents made by Project Manager. .

February, 1980 Letter sent to all District -Superin-
tendents reqursting announcement of
Safe Schools Study at monthly meeting

* of Principals in each district.
February, 1980 List of schools to be included in the
“ survey in each district sent to the

District Superintendents,

February, 1980 Individual meetings held with each
District Superintendent. Lists of
classrooms in each school distribufed.




Date Meeting

March, 1980 Letters sent to Principals of
schools involved in first wave
(first week) of survey.

March, 1980 Follow-up phone calls to each
principal. : o

Administration of Student Questionnaire (Q1)

In the Pretest, approximately 65 percent of the student
questionnaires were administered by trained graduvate stu-
dents, and 35 percent were administered by geachers. Nei-
ther the student's t, or fﬁsher's F wi;ﬁ analysis of vari-
ance indicated a significant difference at the .05 level
fo? student respones to the questionnaire when administered
b;'graduate students or teachers. In spite of this, to
preclude response bias in the all-system survey, project
staff decided to fo%low the advice of NIE and use trained

college and university students to administer the question-

naire.

Moniféfing or Supervi§ion éf TeacﬁerlAdminigtered Queséionnaires
The principals of involved sch&gls had been requested to

assign a school staff person as local survey coordinator.
Project staff conferred individually with those persons, and
route commun;cation, i;structions, and printed materials

through those persons.

Distribution and Céllectionaof Instruments

Student questionnaires were distributed and collected by

staff field workers. The distrituéion schedule was arranged

so that individual packages containing questionnaires were

sent to each school, one package for each classroom

21




involved in the survey. The packages of questionnaires were

-

sent out the week prior to a scheduled visit by project staff

to ensure that the instruments would be at the school when
project staff arrived. Packages of completed instruments
zeturned to the Department of Research and Evaluation

by survey staff.

[

5. Logging and Tracking of Student Questionnaires

!

A master list of %chools and classrooms involved in the

survey was used to track the questionnaires. As each batch
of instruments was sent out, they were recorded on the mas-

ter list. A second notatior on this list was made when the

iy

completed instruments were .. ..rned. As the packages of
completed instrumgﬁts ar;ived at the project office, a
check was made to see if the package contained the "front
sheet" which contained such informat{?n 2s distriet, school,

classroom, grade, number of students on the class roster,

N

instrument administration. An instrument count was then
made to see if the samé number of instruments sent out were
returned. The packages were then stored for the next step
~in processing, which would be the error checks, range and
consistency checks, and coding of open-ended questions.

6. Error Check and Cleaning

- Each questionnaire was checked for adequate responses, and

error responses. A standard format for dealing with such

problems as double responses where single responses were

indicated, incomplete erasures, etcl, was developed.

22



7. Recording and Coding Open-Ended Responses

Each questionnaire was checked for open-ended responses,

and those responses recorded and coded.

8. Preparation for Scanning

An optically scannable fron sheet or "bubble sheet" was
placed on top of each set of questionnaires from a class-
room. The front sheet indicated district, sch;ol, grade,
classroom, whether administered by project staff or teacher,
number of students on:classroom roster, number of students
taking questionnaire, and date of administration. This
information was automatically assigned to each queéﬁlon; ~ '
naire in the classroom set as the front sheet and instru-
ments are scanned. .

9. Scanning
Student questionnaires were scanned in batches as time be~

came available in the scanner room. The 8 page booklets

were cut, and the front and back of each-sheet-was fed: into

the scanner. Information picked up on the optical sensors .
was stored on magnetic tape.

10. Data Processing

Obtained data was processed using a prepackaged statistical
program known as SPSS.

11. Timetable for Execution of All-System Survey

January~February, 1980 ~ Coordination meetings with
District Superintendents,
Y Principals and feachers.

- Hiring and training of part-
time students as instrument -
administrators and interviewers.




March-April-May, 1980 -~ Distribution, administration,
and collection of student
questionnaires. )

~- Distribution and collection of

8 mailed teacher and principal
] questionnaires.
: . 7 - Administration of student

questionnaires to absentees.

= Administration of Interview

- — -—8chedule to §tudents.
The pickup of absentees and administration of interview

schedules to students continued into the first two weeks

of June, 1980.




INSTRUMEN. 31 AND Q2) ADMINISTRATION SCHE “ULE
- - ‘ " TEACHERS
NUMBER TOTAL RECEIVING  TOTAL INCIDENT
— CLASS OF STUDENTS IN TIME TEACHERS RECALL
- WEEK DATES ROOMS STUDENTS RECETVING PERIOD RECEIVING PERIOD- .

1 Marl0-14 54 1134 1138 150 150 6 Weeks

2 Mar 17-21 54 1134 - 2268 150 300 7

3 Mar 24-28 54 1134 3402 150 450 5
4 Mar 31 to
Apr 3 54 1134 4536 150 600 6 "

5 Apr 7-11 54 1134 5670 150 750 7 m
6 Apr 14-18 54 1134 6804 150 900 g "

7 . Apr 21-25 54 1134 7938 150 1050 5 m

8 Apr 28 to

May 2 54 1134 9072 150 1200 6 "

9 May 5-9 54 1134 10206 150 1350 7 "
10 May 12-16 54 1134 11340 150 1500 g
11 May 19-23 54 1134 12474 150 1650 5 "

12 May 26-30 54 1134 13608 150 1800 6 "
13 June 2-6 54 1134 . 14742 200 2000 7 "

Q "k 30 {
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ADMINISTRATION OF THE ALL-SYSTEM SURVEY (March to June, 1980)

The pilot/pretest conducted in the fall of 1279 provided pro-
Jject gtaff with informacion which was used to redesign the survey
instru%ents, and alter field administration plans. Basically, the
administration of the ali-system survey followed the pilot/pretest

.

design. Hdwever, the following mndifications in the technical de-
sign were made following the pilot/pretest:

* The original sample size (students) was reduced from 30,000 .
to 15,000. It was determined that it would not be possible to use
the original sémple size with the amount of project staff available,

especially if follow-up interviews were to be conducted, and an ab-

sentee sub-sample selected. Logistically, field workers could only

visit schools a Timited number of times. In addition, the greater

the number of visits to a school, the greater the disruption of re-.

gular schbo] activities, and the greater the resistance offered by
- school staff. -

* Student questionnaires were delivered to schools via the
school system mail delivery serv{ce (mail runs), but following the
administration of the instrument, the questionnaires were brought
back to the project office by field workers, and not returned by
mail. This proved to te a much faster, more reliable, and more effi-
cient process.

* Return visits to schools were reduced by having field workers
conduct the student interviews and administer questionnaires to ab-

sentees during the same site visit. This meant a longer period of

time spent at a school,but cut down on travel time:.
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PRETEST/PILOT DATA




CHICAGO SAFE SCHOOLS STUDY o

PRETEST DATA: SUMARY QF FREQUENCIES
FROM STUDENT QUESTICMNAIRE

1. PRETESTS. The student questionnaire was pretested in October and
Novenber of 1979 in the following scheols:

District 3 Pretest Date Number of Students
‘ Elementary 10-16 122 -
) Ele:fe:it;y 10-17 55 N
Elementary 10-19 56 \\ .
, High School 10-26 122° B
District 17 ‘ ‘ , A
Elementary 10-22, 59
High School 10-25 114 :
Elementary 10-26 - 46
, District 19 : - i
' Elementary 10-18 41" o~
High School 10-24 128 -
- Upper Grade Cemter  11-7 &

2. VALID QUESTIOMMAIRES. There were 809 valid questionnaires. A tctal of
156 students did not receive questionnaires due to absence from the class- -
» rocms for a variety of reasons. A total of 14 students declired to take
the questionraire, and 83 guestionnaires were not incorporated in the
pretest group kecauvse less than 20 percent of the instriment was ccmsleted,
o or because of gross inconsistencies in respenses (i.e. indicating that
" respondents were both male and female, were in more than cne grace level,
and were victims and were not victims of incidents).

3. FREQUENCIES. The information on the follcRding pages indicates the fre-
quencies and types of responses found on the 809 valid: instrurents. The
responses of all questions on the instrument are rot included.




777 Valid cases
32 Missing cases

809
3
2.1% 36.88 | 27.23 29.3%
— . 4.6%
1l yrs or 12-13- 14-15 16-17 18 yrs or
younger older

AGE OF RESPONDENTS IN YEARS

AN
z\ 777 Valid cases
v 32 Missing cases
48.7% 50. 4% o
' 809
MAILE FEMALE )
SEX OF RESPCNDENTS 4
30

]
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v |
Valid Cases: 770
Missing: 39 =
Total: . 809
4’{ ) "
1.8% . 2.3% 51.8% | 19.7% | 16.5% | 7.8%
——— :
© Amer. . Asian  Span. Black =~ White Other .
Indian Amer. . ,
- * - &
\ -
’ . ' " RACE OF RESPONDENT
1
< B 14
#
valid cases:777
» Missing: 32 ‘ ‘
. —_— 14.225.2 [17.1 13.6 | 15.6{ 13.4| 0.9 -
Total * 809 . —
7th 8th 9th 10th 1llth 12th un-
graded
o
SRADE LEVEL OF RESPGNDENTS BY PERCENT .
-OF TOTAL RESPCNDENTS

31
314




ASSAULT

Question: During ‘the last two months (September and October)
did anyone attack you or threaten to attack and
injure you at school or on the way to or from school?

- A total of 767 students fesponded to this question, out of a total
N of 809 (42 missing cases).

&
i £
NO 681 = (89%)
YES 86% (11%) 4

f"\
ASSAULT AND ATTEMPTED ASSAULT
If it is assumed that those who did not respvond were not assaulted,
the above percentages are slightly altered ¢e those below:
. . £ .
¥
NO = 88.4%
: o
L \)

. 'ERIC . / _ " ASS{\.ULTS AND ATTEMPTED ASSAULTS




ASSAULT

M i 0

A total of 86 students stated that they had been assaulted.(in the two
month period) or an attempt was made to do so. When asked if the incident
was an actual assault or an attempt, 38 students replied that it was an
actual assault, and 75 students replied that it was an attempt to do so,
for a total of 113 responses. )

3

RS
Question:

- Did they gctually attack and injure you,
or was this only an attempt to do so?

atratiann, e e o e

T Actual Assault = 3§

Attempted Assault = 75

Total = 113

If the "actual assault" figure is used; 38 out of 780 respondents claim
they were assaulted for an assault rate on students of 5% in the two month

period., ‘ . N—

If the N used is 809, the total number of respondents including those who
~ did not reply to the assault question, the assault rate, rounded to nearest
whole percentage figures is still 5%.

PERCENTAGE OF STUDEMTS
REPORTING ACTUAL ASSAULTS
IN SAMPIE CF 809

N
7

&Q




ASSAULT

Question: How many times did this occur?

£z
Once 60 527 .
Twice 29 267 <
More than twice _27 227 { ‘once twice more
than
116 . tice

TIMES IN TWO MONTH PERIOD

Where did the assault or attempted assault take place?

LOCATION £
Classroom 31 « % .
Sidewalk next

to School 8 « 2

Washroom 7 A( %)

Gym ' 6 (%

Playground 6 ( %)

sidwalk next to school

gym or locker room

playground
cafeteria

N

i\:

_—J parking lot
]

classrocm

Cafeteria 4 ( 2

Parking lot -

PIACE OF INCIDENT

34

317




ASSAULT

When did the assault or attempted assault take place?

WHEN
Before School
Before Lunch
Lunch )
After Lunch

After School

£
= —
10 (13%) g ‘g g
20 (262) o ~ "
4} o ¥
8 5 8
8 (12) ‘E g %
11 (1'52') g g
26 (357%) 44

after school

75 (100%) .
TIME OF INCIDENT

Why did it take place?

REASON
Argument
Don't Know
Other
Grudge

Gang Recruitment

gang

2 H1  f3

5 11 N E ‘

5 22 & y o

5 14 ¥ 8§ % E

4 7

& 3

26 75 . REASON FOR INCIDENT
35

318




ASSAULT

How many offenders?

N=79
One 36179 (43%) ”
Two 13/79 (16%)
Three 5/79
(39%)
More than 3 26/79
One Two Three More
79/79 than
three
- NUMBER OF OFFENDERS
Age of offenders
N = 107
10-12 Yrs = 18/107 (17%)
13-14 Yrs = 21/107 (20%)
\\\\ 15-16 Yrs = 41/107 (38%)
N\ 17-18 Yrs = 14/107 (13%)
V18 Yrs + = 12/107 (112)
107 (99%) 10-12  13-14 15-16 17-18

36
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STUDENTS?

N = 83

Yes‘

No

Think so
Some were =

Don't know=

48 (58%)
19 (23%)
2 (2%

~6 (7%)
_8 (1072)

83 (100%)

58%

NO
23%

SOME WERE
DON'T KNOW

THINK SO

WERE THE OFFENDERS STUDENTS AT
VICTIM'S SCHOOL?

OF-RACE DIFFERENT?

N = 83.
No- = 54 (65%)
Yes | = 26 (35%) ‘
WEAPONS? =
N =81
N 60 (742) NO
° ) 74% YES  26%
Yes = 20 (26%) 3 ) :
, WERE WEAPONS USED?
KIND OF WEAPON?
N =17 -
Gun = 4 (24%) .
Knife - = 8 (47%) B
Stick/club 4 (24%)
Other _1 (5% ‘———-__w_fj
17 (100%) Gun Kni?e ggigk/ Other

KIND CF WEAPCHN USED?

37




Question:

NO

YES

MISSING

THEFT

During the last two months (September and October) did
anyone steal anything from you or take something of yours

without your permission while you -were in school, or on the
.way to or from school?

~a

A total of 724 students responded to this -question, out of a total n or 809
. ( 85 Missing cases).

= 567 (70%)

= 157 (19%)
= _ 85 (11%)

157 (22%)

"YES" TO THEFT QUESTION AS
; PERCENT OF STUDENTS RESPONDING
TO THE QUESTICN

803 (1007 /7

' PERCENT STUDENTS REPORTING THEFT

The amount of positive res-onses as a percentage of students responding
to this question is: .

567 (78%)

724




 THEET

Using the total N of 309, assuming those who dld not respond (missing cases)
were not victims of theft, 19 out of every 100 students had something stolen
| from them .in the two month period.

Using the total response Eo this question, and dropping the non-response cases,
22 out of every 100 students had something stolen from them in the two month
period. .

How many times did this happen during the two month period?

£ R
Once ' 103 (68%) ,
Twice 28 (19%)

More than twice _20 (13%)

. ; 1181




WHAT WAS TAKEN?

/’,
What was taken?
ITEM £ £ £3
Money 21 (2% 11 10
Books 32 (18%) 18 3
Purse/Wallet 9 (5% 1 1
School Supplies 65 (37%) 7 16
Clothing 18 (10%) 1 6
Radio-Tape Player 6 (3% - - ' 4
Other “ 2% (147) - -
176-
12% 18% 37% 10% 14%
5% 3%
Money Bcooks Purse/ School Clothes Radio/ Other
Wallet Supplies Tape '
. Player




= womom——oo — o THEFT

Cost of Stolen Items:* N = 147

Less than $1 = 38 (26%)

1-5 = 58 (39%) ’
5 -10 = 21 (14%) _ ‘
10-20 = 12 ( 8%)
20+ = _18 (12%)
147 Less 5 510 10-20  more
) than 1 , than 20
e e -+ QST -OF ITEMS ‘STOLEN-IN' DOLLARS'

~ -

Where? )Iz‘_-l7.l

.Classroom = 62 (36%)
Washroom = 11 ( 6%) ,I : . é
Halls/Stairs = 19 (112) B | B § é
Gym =64 (37%) é : g o § 4
- Q g =1 § ~ g

Lunchroom .= 6-( 42) g g : E g 5

g 5.8 8§ 8
Playground = 1 (.5%) g
Parking lot = 2 (1%) g — - '
"School Bus = 1 (.5%) - l — = [
School Soc.Event__5 ( 3%) WHERE DID THE 10SS OCCUR?

171

When? N = 165

Before School = 11 ( 7%)
Before Lunch = 86 (52%)

Lunch = 18 (11%)

AFTER LINCH

AFTER SCHOOL

After Lunch = 31 (19%)

DURING LUNCH

BEFORE SCHOOL,
BEFORE LIRCH

After School = 19 (12%)

165

WHEN DID THE IOSS OCCUR?




THEFT
Terr?~N="7T163
Ne = 63 (42%) NO YES
Yes =87 (58 , 423 58%
150 (100%) ' '
DID YCU TELL ANYONE ABOUT IT?
Why not? N = 98 '
Not dmportant = 38 (3925;
Nothing would be dome = 39 (40%) . ‘%i
Nobody cares = 6 ( 6%) ‘u“‘ 9 g’g ga "g\ iy
Afraid = 2 (2% u.g‘« 5'?83 23 ug & % '
Forgot = 5 ( 5%) 8. 23
Other = 7 (7%

WHY NOT?

Whom did you tell? N = 117

Prinecipal = 7 ( 6%)
Teacher = 48 (41%)
School Sec. Per. = 2 ( 2%) g 5
Counselor = 2 (2%) B 'g 'ﬁ
Adjus.Teacher = 4 ( 3%) g =0 %
3 g o)
"Parent/Guardian = 12 (10%) g p 53 E g ;g -
0 0 : o
Friend - = 37 (32%) 4 § g g g B e R
" A |- & 8 %
Police = 3 (37)
Other = 2 (2%) ———— —
117

WHOM DID YOU TELL?




i
ROBBERY

»

A total of 51 students stated that they had been robbed (in the two month
period) or an attempt was made to do so. When asked 1if this incident was
an actual robbery or an attempt, 14 students replied that it was an actual
robbery, and 35 students replied that it was an attempt to do so, for a total
of” 49 responses. However, since 51 students replied "Yes" to the original

question about robberies and attempts, the 49 response total is inconsistent
. with the 51 response total. )

Question: Were you actually robbéa, or was this only an attempt to rob you?

-

ACTUAL ROBBERY = 14
ATTEMPTED ROBBERY = 35

TOTAL = 49

Of the total of 756 students who reébonded to this question, 14 replied that
they had been robbed.  Based on an N of 736 approximately 2% of the resnondents
had been‘gictims‘of a robbery within the two month period. Based on an N of
809, this percentage figure is not changed. . _

! Rokhery = 2%

3




ROBBERY \

Question: During the last two months (September and October) did
anyone take anything from you by force or threat of force
(this is called robbery), or did anyone attempt to do so
whil; you were at school or on the way to or from school?

A total of 756 respondenCS answered this question, cand 53 respondents
did not answer .,

NO = 705

YES = 51
MISSING =__S3

N = 809

- - - L ¥

If it is assumed that those who dig not respond were not robbed,
tiie above percentages are slightly altered to those below:

~—~ YES=6%

4




ROBBERY

Where did the robbery or attempted robbery take place?

LOCATTON £
Clas;room 2
Washroom 10
Hall-Stairs 8
Gym-Locker Room 9
Cafeteria ‘I’/’
Playground 3

Public Transportationl
Parking Lot 1
36

»

Re;ﬁondents indicate that
the most likely places to
ﬁe robbed are the school

/washrooms, in the halls or

' stairwells, or in the gym

or locker room. These three
locations account for 75% of
the robberies or attempted
robberies.

F—

When did the robbery or attempted robbery take place?

-

TIME £

Before échool Hours 22

Before Lunch 15

o

During Lunch

After Lunch 6
After School 10
55

3

Race of the off§;§srs who robbed or attempted to rob students:

Same race as victim

Differen; race than victim

£
15
13

28

Respondents inddicate that
58% of the robberies or
attempted robberies take
place before or after
regular schecol hdurs.

45




. ROBBERY

Estimated age of offenders who robbed or attempted to rob students:

AGE IN YEARS f I
N
10 - 12 3 c
: ’ 1
13 - 14 29 D
* E
15 - 16 10 N
c
*17 - 18 ‘8 E ’
, | S e ]
: 18+ 4 l0-12  13-14  15-16  17-18 18+
5 . ‘
Age of offendérs in years
/ What was taken in the robbery? -
~ . ITEMS TAKEN - £ , ’
Money © 11 h '
Books~School Supplies.” 6
)
Lo Purse or vga‘l)let 1 B u “‘_%'1
’ (o} 0
. &
} Lunch 1 § g1 39 G 9 P a
’ ’ 82|83 5 §E|3
Radio-Tape Player . 2 g’ﬁ a2 A &8
s ., Other 9 - I l

¢ 30 .

%

. 'How many times did this happen (robbery or attempted’ robbery)
during the two month period?

TIMES _f
Once 22
. Twice 25 \\
More t;han twice _4 \\ g *]
. 51 \‘ Once Twice ~More than

Twice

. . Frequency of Occurrence

46




ROBBERY

Were weapons used or displayed in the robberies or attempted robberies?

£ -
. 46% 54%
Weapons used or displayed 13 Weapon No

.Y Used Weapon
No weapons used ‘or displayed 15

28

. What kind of weapons were used or displayed? ‘ :
KIND £
1

, 2

Were victims of the robberies or attempted robberies hurt or injured?

~ RESPONSES £ %
. NO 18 64 no ‘ 7
— | Injury e
1ES 10 36 643 Injury
363%
28 100 _,




ROLBERY

How many victims of robbery or attempted robbery were injured seriously
enough to require the attention of a doctor or nurse?

SAW DR. OR NURSE.

NO

YES

" HOSPITAL

NO

YES

£
19
4

23

(2

i1

3 -

Yes

DID VICTIM SEE DOCTOR OR NURSE?

No Yes

DID VICTIM GO TO HOSPITAL?




ROBBERY

For those students who were victims of a robbery or attempted robbery,
and who were also injured or hurt, how was the injury inclicted?

MANNER
OF
ASSAULT £
Shoved-pushed 9 o
‘Hit with fists 3
50% shoved
Hit with board 3 or pushed

Rit with metal obj. 2

Cut or stabbed 1

hit with metallic
object

332




i)

ROBEERY

If not Reported, what was the reason?

REASON £ » ' A

Not important 1 " 0
Nobody cares 3 g g % ° o

x & 0§
Afraid 4 g‘ :§ 3 u o
Forgot 2 § . 8
Other 2 . 7

12 Reason for mot reporting

If Reported, whom was.informed?
PERSON £ .
Principal 1
Teacher ) C2 )
Security Person 1 N % ’

o
Adjustment teacher 1 E 4y ;g ,g
Parent-guardian 3 'g g A
Friend 6 g 5 g S

| £ ’é" &

Other . 3 a P h © .
Police 0 I T ] ‘

17
Persons reporting to

50

333




RAPE
—

Question: During the past two months (September and October)
did anyone rape you or attempt to rape you while
in school or on the way to or from school?

. . A total of 723 students responded to this question, out of a total of
- 809 (42 missing cases)
| YES = 1,9%
RESPONSE £
" No 709 (98%)
YES 16 (2%)
723

If it is assumed that those who did not respond were not victims of
rape or attempted rape, the above figures are slightly altered.

YES = 1.7%

- NO 681
YES 14

MISSING 86

809 -

Wi




STUDENT QUESTIONNAIRE (Ql1)
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SAFE G240CLS sTUDY
STUDRENT CUESTIONRNAIRE
RUALG OF EDUCATION - Y OF CHICAG: - COPYRIGHT 1980 -

= . B ]

This questicarzite is nart of a sty to find out hevw safe people are in school or o
the way 1o or frem school. You wera selectzd randomty from among the students in the
schoul system (o ba a part of this study. This is just like having your name drawn from
a hat.

THIS IS NOT A TEST. The-e are no right or wrong answers. We only need your honest
answers to the questions. Your participation is VOLUNTARY. You do not have to answer
some or all of the questions. However, your answers are important and we would like vour
.Jll cooperation.

“

CC NOT WIITE YOUR NAME ON THIS BOOKLET., Your responses will be anonymous.
Please do not talk or compare answers with cther students. We are only interested in your
answers,

if you have any questicns at this peint, please raise your hand. O.K., now losk at the
sampie questions in the instructions below.

INSTRUCTIOMS .
There are four kinds of questions in this booldst.
The first kind is a multisle choice guestion. After tho The fourth kind asks a sot of questions with ibe
question, it will say FiLL I‘N ONLY OIE NUMBER. Uso swers,to the right of each one. Each answe- is luheled
a lead pencil to fill in tha circle surrounding the nymbe; as in the example below, (FILL IN ONE i{"’4BER
hesids the answer thoat {its you zest, like ﬁ/1 : ON EACIH LINE) . .
EXAMPLE 1 EXAMPLE 4
B iiniata E S o
How do vou feel about each of these idea-.> {FILL I
How tal' are you? (i*ILL !} CNLY ONE NUMBER;) ONE NUMBER ON EACH LINE) Aatz.  Disagice
CoLeSS ban 5 Rt s 1 '
Betweon S aret § fent. ..., L., 2. A. Teachers know all the answers ..., T 2
Mure wan 6 teet ..., ..,...... e 3, B. Parents and teachers should work '
. ' together. ., .viiiiiniiinincnnnenen., -1 2,
The secondt kind will ask you to fill in all the numbers C. Studenis should be able to decide
beside answers that fit you, lilfe this: ’ what 1s taught n school ............ ' .2
EXAMPLE 2 The fifth kind is more complicated. but is also <he
most important. You are askad if certain thiras hep-
Witat ¢arses do vou take at schooi? pencd to you. For example: “In the iast {1 0 months
{FILL IN ALL THAT APPLY; - have you had anything of yours stolen {rom MATET)
Engbcre Lo e b school?”’ H you answar “'120™ you then ¢~ on to the
I L e e 2 nagt question. 11 you answer “YES® then you qo n:
Secal Laalaes . e e 3 to other parts of the siame Guestion.
SelIned . e van. EXAMPLE §
Indvetraat Nets Lo L % A —
Cuner . - L . e In the last two nonths heve you had <nvtheng of
youts stolznr from you n scbyol?
The thud kind just asks you o wiite 0 an answer, tND (Gu Lo as gaesin ¢n pese w
2 ¥YLS W yer
EXAMTIE & How nany tuvos?
’ dl»' e e ‘e - 4 B
How a1 e o e your luncli perod? W, e PR _— '
r-‘“ T - - T —] AL - ran fwiee . ‘
| ! |
T e e e B NOW TURIS 1O THE NENT PAGL ave i Wi e
- 53
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You are-now ruedy to hemin, Be sure (o use enly 4 pen 7. Wh do you go to this schooi and nnt some ¢thar

¢il, not @ pen Ernse ony changed answers completely sch-ool? (FILL IN OWLY ONE NUIABER)
and cleanly. if you hiave: uny quest:ons while taking this a | am gnvolved m a Permissive
questionmaire, pleave raise your hund, Transler Plan, .. ....... . RN L)
b | choge this school for its sponal courses
of program .. ...... . e =
1. Are you: ¢ | was expelled from ano(her schoﬁl .3
- a Male ....... % b Femal: .. ...... 2_ d. I was assigned to this schivol brcause
’ Ilwcm(heureJ....... ...... H
- e. Some other reason (What reason® Write i) s
2. Hovs old are you?
d - {FILL IN ONLY ONZ NUMBER) .
a 11 years old of sounger ... ..., ... m
_ b. 12w 13 years ¢f age. .o ue .. o1
€ 14 tv 15 yewms of age....... B )
d 1617 yearsof age................. s 8. How many good {ricnds do you have at this
e. 18 years old or oider . ... ..., ..., .Cl school? (FILL I OMNLY OME NUMBER)
) alNenc..........7" c3ord....... 3
b1-or.2 B T V1 p—
N 3. How do you describa yourseli?

{FILL 1N CONLY OIE NUMBER)

a. Aucnican Indian or Alaskan Natwe .........0 9. How often do you feel safe while in your school
b Asian-American or Pacific Istarder (Clinese, + building? (FILL'IN ONLY ONE NURIBER)
. U Japanese, Hawanan, atcd ...t ... L@ a. All of the time ..1"  d. Hardly ever .. .\¢
¢. Su mu.s.‘,#‘-.menc::n tviexican, Puario fican, b. #Most of the ume . 2 e. Never ....... k2
Cuban, or other Latm-A.. ~nein). . . . ... €L ‘¢. Some of the ume 3
d. Bla"lsl ot Afro-Amencan (.her than
a SpatISh-AMEIICAN) o\ v s v e ..., A - -
e. White (other tliun s;,dmbh Am..m.an) R ) 10. How often arc you afra:d that someona will hurt
or bother you at school?
i, Cther (Pleaee wate in hero). @‘, (FiLL IN ONLY ONE NUMBER)
T a. All of the ime .., d Hardly sver ... %
p , b. Most of the time .7 e Never .......5
- ¢. Some of the ime , 3
4. How long have you heen attending this school?
(FILL 1N ONLY ONE NUMBER) 11. Do you feel safe on school grounds. inrludiing
z tessthan3 mo ...!' d. Between 1 & 2 yrs C playgrounds, recreation areas, and parking lots?
b. Butween 3 .& 6 mo. . 2+ e, Muie than 2 yrs. . .13 (FILL IN ONLY ONE NUIMBER)
. ¢ Getweent mo &t oyr 3 a. All of the ume ., ..'-  d. Hardly ever .. 4
. ’ b Mos: of the ime . 2 e Never .......5
l ’ ¢c. Somne of the tme . 2
5. What waatle are you in?
(FILL M QPLY ONE MUMBEK) .
g Fhoyade L L oL L. e el 12. How oiten do you hiing something to schoci s
« b Strqpade (oL, L., P pioh.ctyo.um-m(rl' LIMN ONLY ONE RUNBER)
€ A grade (Freanmenb, oo 00, L. ... .. I a Ail of "he ume .., f o Hardly ever ... ¢
. d 10 grade (Q(,-i' MU L L L e saa .l Y b Most of the tim2. 2 ¢ Newer ..., .08
R v bth aidde e L I 1 ¢ Somw of the tune 3
£ 128y r’.o(b ) ......... . C
B S |
N 13, I yeu do Gring somethiig to schoo! to protags
6. How wall do you & abe {oflowing: youraelr, whit 15 1t that you bring?
(RG] IND ONE KULPLR ON FACH LINL) (FILL 18 ALL ™" AT APPLY)
' Gt F"t:‘ :':‘\ G A Brufe o fader o Gthae o o ( P
P S VI "E O B ngdped of een boar ot e
g2 Yo owelk . ' * s G T TR TR o
LY. arel, . v = 3 L O T T N A T O RIS T
Q e -0 : ' ot e
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. Do say uwi g oo any o the foflowing placas

becaurs someonn mahit hort ar bathe: you thers?

o

C. Huw many times did this Leppen dunng the

tast w0 months?

3

{FiLL 8 ONE MNUAZ"R ON CACH LINE) Once . ovovvel . Taree tunes ... . .
T Yoo  Ne Twice oo, .00u.. ? More than 3 ttmes 2 ’
a The shortest way to school o ... ... L 2
’ b Any fnirances intws the school . .........0 2 |INSTRUCTIONS. ANSWER (HE FOLLOWING QULS-
c. A nallways or sthars in the scaool .. .. a 3 TIONS ASOUT THE INCIDENT WHICH YOU THINK
. d. Parts of the school cafetenia ... .. Cee .'{‘ 20 ]WAS MOQST SERIOUS. .
. & Any 5Chool restivenil v v vve vt un.n, ’;‘,\3 2
{. Other places wzuie” school bu:ldmg co.a U200 DL Where did this take place? B
Q. School parking lot oo et NONEEC, (FILL I ALL THAT APPLY)
P h Other places on sciool grounds A O 2 € Classroom .. ... ! Parking fot .. .....'? )
' Washroom .. ... "2 School soc:al event. % -
Hall-or stairs ... 3 School athiztic eveng N N
e 15, The foliowing qu.siizns ara ebont street gangs: Gym or Locher On Sueet nexi to i
(Flii !l_-l ONE NUMBHBER ON EACH LINE) fon't Rooin e ‘% SCNOOL © es e .
) Yes Mo Erow, Cafetena or On way to or {rom )
a. Are thare ary sire2t gangs in your Lunchreom .. ,. 5 scheol . .........
" neightorhood . I () S £ B Playgroufid ", 1.~ ‘& Other (Where?) 1
OIS Strer TG RCTEETE 51 ; - SERBOFRGE ™ % . L T
your scnhoo! . e, O & a3 CTA bus or EL.. 3. i
c. Do sireet gang mcmbaors try o get
you w join their gengs wher you E. When did it talke place? P
. are w school . e ® @ (FILL IN ONLY OME HUIZBER) e
d. Do strest gang nv-nbers try to get Before reguiar school hours ... ... .. AP ()
you to join thewr gangs when you Durning school hours, before lunch ... C 12
gio cuiside of sehdol. . .......... D @ G During school hours during lunch ... ..... 3
e. D6 strest gang members at your Duiing scheol hours, after lunch .. ....... 4
) “§chool mahe you iea! afraid when After regular school howrs .. ov.v.vuven.. & .
) you are at schedl . ............. D G 3 o
f. Have strewt gang members eveis ’ F. What was the reason for it? \
. thraatened you ¢ attacked you An argument .., 0. i it 5 .
in sthool or on e way to or AGrudge . o vn e .2
from schenl . ... ..... . S (LI X ¥ Gany recrumtment . oo vnecn vnneeannane. 3
Other {(What?} 4
16. During the last twoe maonchs did anyone attack you Don't knew ..o sees B
or thhgaion to attac!t and injure you at school or on .
the way to or from school? G. How many persons attacked you, or attempted
-to -do~so? {FILL IN-ONEY--ONE-NUFLER] -

) A One person .. ..voeesocens e '
INSTRUCTIO [5 IF YOU WERE NOT ATTACKED OR I;:"r‘:,e"“"“";‘;s """ e o
THEESTTHED VITH ATTACK AND IMJURY IN THE bioro m:}‘; mre'e';'};l;f'“;; T .

LAST T2vO MONTHS FiLL IN THE NUMBER **1" BE- TR e mn
LOW AND GO ON TO THE NE?” QU_EST‘ON iNE')L H. How many of thosc attacking you wworo:
. CATED 1t YOU T OF ATTACKED OR THREATENED —
\WITH ATTAC , FHL 08 THE BUMBER 2" BELOW M"'"?! Female?
AND CONTIN U ANSWERING THE REST OF THIS T e — B et
. QUISTON
L How nuiny of thost aduglung you weere nod
of your race? T T
A 0D Ge to qeeation 17 Peas ) !
{mararsliny
BRI 3
1oves. J. WWhat voould voua o gesz to by e age ol the
-!- PefSaald Wita it ched ot o et Wi 1
B loa e o, 2 alteck oud puie You, oo weas ta »0F coftt IN U.s“.' QG WL 0
(€) Gt axy 0 L ey Lo o w? : STy 4 ere yuunge o s : !
EMC ey YL b ndy s . . ' T T LI £ { B M L
Y. T T s T I 2 « | AR TENE S LA LI TLIN BTN -
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L]
. M you wers attachoed by one puiren was that 1/, Dunag the last vvo months dul anyone stol any
perso thing froin wou or take something of yours vathaut
11 yeurs cld ¢ younjer ’ yeur perihinsion while you wase school or on the

12 19 13 yeurs of ¢gue . vcn e .. . way to or fmg:hool?
14 15 years of sye. '
16 to, 17 years of age : INSTRUCTIONS. IF YOU DID MOT HAVE AiRY.
‘ THIMG STOLEN I THE LAST TWO MONTHS, 1riLL
IN THE NULIGLR 1" BELO'W ARD GO ONTO THE
NEXT QUESTION INDICATED. IF YOU QID HAVE
- Were you hurt badly enough that SOMETHING STOLEM, FILL IN THE NUMBER "2
- LELOW AND CONTIHMUE ANSWERING THE REST
You saw a doctor o¢ nurse Lo OF THIS QUELSTION.
- You wrent to a hospral : ’ Y
. You were bleeding 3, ¢ A. 'Y NC 1Go to quest.on 18, Page §)
You hatt 3 bruken bone e.. V7 2 YES—
You had to stay home from school J
' - ‘ 8. If yes, how many times did this happen?
. How were you attacked? (FILL IN ONLY ONE NUREBER])
(FILL I8 ALL THAT APPLY) . Three umes
I was shoves .. ! 'was cut or stabbed & v : 2 More than 3 tmes . 2
Fwis T reaiiiists —2 = T was shol .. ; T T B
Pwas kieked L. 20 Otner (Wit INSTRUCTIONS. ANSWER THE FOLLOVING
: QUESTIONS CONCERMING THE LQOSS WHICH
INVOLVED THE LARGEST AMOUNT OF PMONEY
OR (TEMS WHICH COST THE MOST WMONEY

5

18 years old or oluer

|

. Do you Know if the percon(s) v ho attackéd you

or threatened you: wese students at your school? C. Whure did this take place?
(FILL IN CNLY ONE NUMBER) (FILL IN ALL THAT APPLY)
Yes. students at my school ............. O Classroom ... .. 3 Parking lot .. ... LA /
No. not students at my school...... e ? Washrotm . .. ... 2 School suctal event . 1
I think they were students at my school .., 3. Ha¥ or staws .... 3 School athistic ‘even; 1 .
Some wore stilents at my school, ... . ... oy Gym or Locker On Street next o
L Aont KOS v o cvvns meetnennnnnss 8 Room ... .uu.. t3, schoo! vuvev oo 2
Caletena o1 On way to or from
0. [ud any eof those who attasked you. or threatened Lunchroomy ... .. .5 schoul ... +
to attack yeu. have asy weapons, such as knives, Playgreund ..... & Other {Whare?) A
sticks. qurs, etc.? . .School Bus ..... 7 j
3 YES z NO CTAbus or €1 ... &8 |«
If yes, what kind of weapon(s) did they have? ’ .
D. When did this occur? | §
T - T (FILLTN ONLY ONE'NUWIBERY .~ 7 ~
tAnswer here) ) Before regular school hours ool wv oot Ty
! Duning sciwol bours, before tupch ... ... 3‘-3
P. Did you report it 1o anyone? Duning schuol heurs, durang funtch .. 3}
t YES—y ? 140 Ounng m Fuol hours, efivy lunch oL 1
To whoens id you Because: After reauln: sehodd hotes . 8]
. report 1?2 (FILL IN  (FILL IN ALL THAT {
ALL THAT APPLY; APPLY) E. \What wes taken? (FILL 1Y ALL THAT AP ‘f‘ J
Prinsipal ' Nut lmportant . ... i Moeney, o L 0 b Cletng L f /
. Teachsr ., . 2 Mothisy vouid be Boont ot Ruioor Tae Pon -1;3*‘ f
* Scho d Loroanty dOne L. L e 2 Stupade s EI o HERTE ATt ,..f:., "
Person N 3 ANuhody Lores Pur e oo, el - ; /
Countr oo . .. T ety .3 Jeveoiry 4 l__._,..._._-.--v - /‘f
Alestrent Teacner S A g o w8 tunch . > ] i
N Poront o Guatgoan o * | ’;"
Oupet © iy e AL + £ oHow moech moeoney v iast, o1 Low pu i‘r
Aoy r i money weald 1l Glie o replaor what you "t
frier s « ! (HILL B3 ONLY O R UBEie
PN e T R t N
Q o :.h’., o o IO BN : .« R
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]
G. Di¢ you tell anyone about it? E. When did it tuke place?
VT 2 NO Betor, regular schocl heurs . . ‘
Whormn did you well? Breause. Duning schpol hours, before lunen 2
(FILL IN ALL THAT (FILL. H¢ ALL THAT Duning scheol hours, dunng lunch T i
: APPLY} APPLY) Duning school Rours. after lunch <
. T Printpa! o.... ... . v Not unpertant........ v After regular school hours ... ... . s
Teacher oo ..., 2, Nothing wwould be
& Schust Secunty doNC..ieiiine viveenn 2 F. How many persons robbed you?
Person ... Cheieees T Nobbdy carea (FILL IN ONLY ONE NUMCER)
Counselr vevveennn. & ANYWEY ceieireneenn 3 . ONe ProrSOn v et it e e s iee e P
Adjustment Teacher . 5 Afraid 10..v.o.vuun.... ‘a TWO RETSONS & vevaeeennenenennensnnos :
4 Pasent or Guardian . ¢ FOIQol vee..vvvnnnnes. iy Three persons «..o..... et 3
Other Fapuly Other (Why?) FANEEN Moe than 3 Persons ... .uve.veeeaennn.. 3
Mamber. . ..o.oouee.. v
Frend ... o s » G. How many of those who robbed you sruse not ~
T 3 . of your race? J:mﬂhhm .
Other (Whaoam?) " ’
I R H. What would you.guess.to-be the ages -of tha - R
N S person{s) who robbed you., or attempied
18. Duning the last two months, did anyone take anything to do so? . :
" from you by force or threat of force (this 15 called rob- They were younger than L am . .......... )
bery). or did anyone atteinpt to rab you while you They were abolt my BUC i i 2 :
T were iz school or on the way to or irom school? They were older than f am ............. '-'
oy i
ITT INSTRUCTICMS: IF YOU WERE NOT ROBBED. AND L. If you were robbed b, one person, was that
TWO MOHTHS, FILL I THE MOMBED 1+ BELOW person:
i NTHS, = N iBER \f .
AND GO ON TO THE NEXT QUESTION IND!ICATED. IF 11 years old or younger ........ ...... '
-|YOU WERE ROBBED, OR AN ATTENPT WAS MADE 12 to 13 years of age................. 2
TO RO3 YOU, FILL IN THE RUMBER ""2°*BELOW AND | - 14 to 15 years 0; L I I I 3 -
CONTINUL ANSWERING THIS QUESTION. 16 to 17 years of 2gB. . v v v i veennnan 4 =
’ 18 years old or older .......cvvvvenrre 5
, L A —_— .12 NO (Go 1o quesuon 1S, Page 6)
Y YES—y * J. Do you know if the person(s} involvae were
E. If yes: Were you actually robbed, or was this only students at your sciooi?
an attempt to rob you? * (FILL 1M ONLY ONE NUMBER)
{FILL IN GNLY ONE NUMBER]) Yes, students at my school ............. '
: was actually robibed . .. oviiiieiiiieiinine. 0 * No, not students at my school ..., ...... 5
.»omﬂcmc attempud to ro') Me..uenivinniania. 2 ‘I think thev were students at my school ... »
- T T T 7 "some were students at my school ... ... .. -
C. How 1aany times did this happen during the last Ldont know oo i it iei i it i (d
% two months? {FILL IN ONLY OME NUMBER) '
ONSE «iieannninanns 1 Three nmes ........ 3, K. What was taker? (FILL IN ALL THAT APPLY)
. Twace L coiiann 2 More han 3 tunes . 4 Money. ........ 1 tunch . , ... o
) : Boaoks Scheol Cletharng .. . ... ... ’
. ;'ms.muc,nms ANSWER THE FOLLOWING QUES. - Supphies . ...... 2  Radw of Tup: oy -
THONS CONCEFRNING THE INCIDENT WHICH YOU Purse or Wallet . . 3 Other e‘ gt .
[THINK WAS LIUST SERICUS Jewelry . ... .2 I
L A
* ' D. Whets did this take rlace®
(FILL 1N AL THAT APPLY) L. Did any of those whaorchbed you have a: . nns
Clam~fs nls 1 Parheciy S ... L. o sush o5 hknnes, sticls, nane ctc.?
Washeom =z LHohood Lo oyt 1 » YES
Haotl e vt 1 Seho d gt e seyent 1
Gyst 0 By ke W B 1o xl o . If yeu \‘\’h.lt Findd b voeapangsy did tie vy Doy
Ro o _ Ce e T e
Ctrter t oo . s 0 of Troms l e e e e R
Lees * . oonn N e R P

~
fre, ool 2 [ § LU TR v
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tlow wera you injured?

* N. If yes:

» (FILL 1N ALL THAT AFPLY
1 was shoved of pushed ... ...l L
Pwas hit with I8t . ... vv e e onen 2
/ 1 Wit KICKEG + v v veeem e e anaseanns Rty
| was hit with a stick of board ..., . ... /4
f { was hit with 3 pteca of metal ... ..., (s
- . | was hit with a stone. rock or brick ..., . &
i ! | .was cut o stabbed ... . (@
i P was ShOl .o vvnveemneaonenens e 7,
! Other (How?) ; 3y
» !
I 0. Were you hurt badly ensugh that:
[ (FILL IN ALL THAT APPLY) YES NO
! You sow a JoSIOr OF NUISE . . .\ veees ORRES
1‘ You wenl to a hospital ., .. oo een 2
You were Lleeding ... ... e een o G
You had s hroken bone ........... TR
You had to stay home from school ... (i) @
P. Did you tell anyone about it?
a.vEs—y 2 NO—
Whom did you tell? Bncause:
(FILL IN ALL THAT (FILL IN ALL THAT
_APPLY) APPLY) ,
Prancipat-e o . o v .. {i*  Not important... ... 0)
Teacher . ....... (Z Nothung would be
School Security done ....... RN €
- PErson «v.oeouvns {3*  Nobody cares aryway@}
! Counselor , ...... : Afraid 10 ..o a e )]
Adjustmem Teachers  Forgot ....ovevn-. &
4 parent or Guardian-s  Other (Why?) !

Other Famuly
Members

f;;

lllllll \_‘
-~

Friend ... .85 .
Police ...ouvnn. {o:

Other (Whom?) ... 13

__19. During_the lzst two _months, did anyone raps you or

attempt to rape you while in school or on the way to
or from school?

IF YOU WERE NOT RAPED OR

.NSTRUCTIO{\o
THREATENED “W!ITH RAPE IN THE LAST TWQ

MONTHS, rxL IN NUMBER "1'* BELOW AND~'GO

ON TO THE WEXT QUESTION .ch,ar 1F

<« . \.FRE RAPED. OR AN ATTEMPT WAS pAoc TO
| RAPE YOU. FILL I THE NUMBER 2" BEIOW AND
| CONTINUE ANSWERING ALL OF THIS alIzsTION.

¢ A. 1 NO :Gu io queston 20, Page /);f
. s YES - |
Y
B. 1 yas Were yon actually raped. or wis this anlyan
sttt ta o so? (Fill [N ONLY @NT MUIIRER)

P oawdy auturally raned

Looae0be Jaitempled W Qpe me L R

C How nmny timez did lhh happen duiing the last
(Y 0!‘ LY OfF HUNIRER)

Ao than e S |

34

two mgnths? (il
[0 T o 1

A [y

Tvinae

i
INSTRIJCTid?a:.“. ANSWIR THE FOLLOWING !
QUESTIONS CONCERNING THE AFTACK 03 &
AITEMPTED ATIACK WHICH YO THINK WAS |y
MOST SERIOUS y
D. \'.'th did this teke piace? !

(HLL IN ALL THAT*APPLY)
" Classroom™. .. . .. 11 Parking lot
Schouol social event 1o
School athictic eviat o
On Streat next to

Hall or stars. ...,
Gym or Locker

Room ......... {0 scheol ... .0 S B
Caleteria or On waty o or irom -
\\ - Lunchroomy ... .. s school ...,... et
- Playground . .... % Other {(Whar2?) “
School Bus ..... .7,
CTA bus or El ..{s

E. When did this take place?
(FILL IN ONLY ONE NUMEER)
Before “reguiar school hours . ..
During schoo! hours, before lunch
Duning scheol hours. dunng funch ... W
During schooi. hours, after lunch )
Alter regular school hours

F. How many persons were involved?
(FILL IN ON.LY ONE NUMBER)
One person
Two persons
More than 1Wo Persons . ... eveee e ess 3

G. How many of your attackers were:

Male female

{speucily: 3pets

. How many of your aitackers_were not of your
race?, Write the number:

(Attechers)

D

{. What would you guess to be the ages of the
person({s)” who rapud you, crattempted
to do so?
They were younger than | am
They were about my age .
They were older than | M

...........

J. If you were raped by onc person,
person:
11 yoars Jld ot
- 12 to 13 yrins
14 ta 15 years
16 10 17 years
18 years cld o

wast that
YOURSOr o u s vaaa o eeoo 0
of age.

of ag2. ... e 2
older

..........

K Do you know if the porsunis) mvolved vt
students at your scihool?
[FILL Y O.0Y ONE NUN

| G my

ORI PR |

fBReii)

b SR SRR {3 AP e el

LT (RN My wecead

i
1 ogtan.

-

T, weie stinde afn ol oy abod

Somes e e L nttoat B oo -

Lodan s b
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(N
‘ .
L. Bid you sech madical atention?
{FILL IN ALL THAT APPLY) .
A YES-——- €3 r-.'o--—i
h Where? } A Why not? .
, HOSpIal . o o e e e e i i 0 Notl\mpu‘rmm.. ....... A,
107141 (o] v B Ashamad L.t 2
-, Nurse ..... e ’i’ Afraid ............ R
‘ CHIMC v eveee e i neenenenne @ FOrgot oo in e il
Qther (Whese?} (®  Other (Why?) s
M. Did you tell anyone about it? . N
I A YES——s : @ No . -
) hom did you tell? Because:
(yFILL IN ALL THAT APPLY) (FILL IN ALL THAT APPLY)
g oV T T ® Notlmportant . . .., ... i vennnns-u !
TeAChOr v vttt e i 2} Nothing would be done .......oovuveenrrn. 2
: ‘ School Secunty Person . ..... ceeraae 3 , Nobody cares anyway................ ... 3
Counselor .........ccvviennnnnneen,s 8 AffBId 10 L.t vi ittt i it .. A
Adustment Teacher .. .ovvivevinnnnn. & FOrgot wuvuu..... P
Parent or Guatdian .................. (& Other (Why?) 6
Oiher Fanuly Mcmbers. ....ovveen.n... &
\ Frend oottt ettt e e &
Police ...... I )
Other (Whom?) . 1) -
- f
- 20. How easy or hard is it for students to get the following things at your school?
(FILL IN ONLY ONE NUMBER ON EACH LINE) Vory  Faily  Farly  Very  Dort
- - e _Iiﬂ Hard Casy. - ‘Gasy ¥nows
a. Qleer, wine, or other alcohol ,t “a 12 {3 0 5
i . ‘b.Mnnjuana‘...............l..«...............A......,..i(t‘.7 ReY €Y 4y s
C. PilS, such o8 Uppers and DOWARSIS . v v v v ersrnvenenenseees i) 12) 3 £ s
G Other typas of tEUGS « v v v v e et e bee e e e e e () 3 3 & s
e Weapons, such as guns of knwves . ..... P - ’:1:‘ *;, i3 AT s
{ Stoler: thengs for sale ......... N U ey 3 4 5
.
21, How eary woold it be to do the following things if you wanted to?
* {FILL 1N ONLY ONE NUMBER ON EACH LINE) Very Farrly Fonly Vg D.otz
. - Hard Hard Easy Fary ¥y .
) a Satan untar grade changed L.l ... i 2 3 <
N L Watk lastsr or slower 1han the est of the ¢lass o ovn v vnn . ... 1. 2 » 3 z
€ Have your whets Ltened 10 m €SS oo ii e e ab 2 3 4 s
d Tal over senesl vearh probbems weth a tachar .. .0 . L. ... Y ? 3 A
¢ Tala over personal problems with a schoot Sounselor .. ... ... 17 2 3 o4 K
GO TO NEXT.PAGL -~
- Ay ge Y kX Waen . wm s
59 ";_/—'/h—* .

. ERIC . 342




A

1
22, In the last tveo momhs how many days of school did you miss?

\‘ w St ere———a—— - - - i .
EMC Ukt OTHER o0 0F T80 Axes IF PUEed o THANT YOU v 08 YOUR 1P i !
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LV 4 ‘

JO(FILL N 0“'LY ONE NUMBER) K
COANOBE L L e e e M D B 10 dIYS. e e n 4
‘B 1-2 dws ..., e rearaeasarecieaaas ‘2, - F Moure than 10 days ...... .. ...... 5
B 35 oY cirrre et ‘3 #
23. Is thare a lot cf comncm.on for grades in this school? '
(FlLL IN OMLY ONE NUMBER) -
8 YES ........ e e O N0 Lo e 2
N 24. Do maost of your friends think getting good grades is tmportant? .
; (FILL IN ONLY ONE NUMBER) }‘;
' YES ....oail.l. fre e T e e 2,
X}
25, How well do the following people get albng at your school?
] A . " -
. (FOLL IN ONE NU MBER CN EACH LINE) ) . Not Fauly Very
s, N . wiell Viell Vel
F L A. Students of uiflerent races . . ... .. .. .. e e e e L., \3,‘ 2, 3
. B Students of different nauonalities ... ... ............ e (s 'z E
C. Studeats without much maney and Stdents with Money. . . oo v e e oo e e G 2 '3
. 26. Would you do any of the fo\l!owing things if you knew you could get away with it?
{FILL IN ONE MUMBER ON EACH LINE) . It
A & . I No  Depends  Yes
P Y e A o= e —
g £.Cheat of @ oSt v v v v du P R { 2 R
{ 8. Spray paint on the schoo! walls;/} ............ e f e (t 2 3
C. Take money frocm other students . ............... e e (1) 2) 2
D. Skip schoo! .. ... S T &y 3
27. How mwuch do you agree or disagree with each of the following statements?
(FILL IN ONE NUMBER ON EACH LINE)
- Nao
Mranaties
A Racral minoriy groups (Blacks, Spanish Americans, etc.) Au.ce Undeexdo 4 Oisacree oo
are tieated fanly 0 tius school . ..o it e, O 2 kL 4
X B, Racial rainority groups (Blacks, Spanish-Americans, etc.)
. are treated fawly in this country ... ... . . i i, @- & 3 B
28. How often do you feel afraid that someone will hu.t or bother you on the way to or from schooi?
{FILL 1N ONLY' ONE NUMBER)
A Almost never ..... e e o C. Once or twice a week . ............ 3
8. Once or twice a month........ovveuunn... 6} D Alinost every day. .. ......covvvnun.. a,
‘ 29. Howv ;S%you usually eat your lunch on school days? {FILL IN ONLY ONE NUMBER)
A Eat at school lunchroom . . ivveien..... I D Donot eat Iunth & ve et in e o vennnn %
™ B Bring lunch 10 §2M00] oo ivniuniiann oo 2, E Eat out (at restaurant. hot avy
C. Gu honie j0¢ lunch ... ... ...... R stansdd et¢). ... .. et e e e
-
30. Hf your school Lis a problem with stealing, subbery, attacks on stude ts, and other kinds o1 crmes, whe
do you tunk ought -t be cone to change things?
_ i B H
L 4 *
/ - 7 i
i
- I
. |
. . — _— — .
, 31 Dad you hm. TURIE 01 e uestions were 100 bad’
- B S, C— ey
¥
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Este cuestionario es parte de un estudio para averiguar que tan segu-
ras est@in las personas en la escuela o en el camino hacla o de la

escuela. Usted fue elegido casualmente entre los estudiantes del sis-

tema escolar para formar parte dz este estudio. Esto es exactamente
como si tomaramos su nombre, entre muchos de un sombrero. ESTO NO ES

UN EXAMLN. Aqui no hay respuestas correctas o errdneas. Lo que

queremos son respuestas sinceras sobre su escuela. Su participacidn en

este estudio es voluntaria. Usted no tiene que contestar algunas o
- VA
LA .,
todas las preguntas. Sin embargc, sus respuestas son importantes y

.

agradeceriamos su cooperacidn.

NO ECCRIBA SU NOMBRE EN ESTE FOLLETO. -Sus respuestas serdn andnimas.

Favor de no hablar ni comparar respuestas con otros estudiantes. S8lo

“

estamos interesados en sus respuestas.

P Si en cualquier momento tienes preguntas, levanta la mano. Ahora

pase & las preguntas de ejemplo en las instrucciones que siguen.

INSTRUCCIONES

En este folleto hay cuatro clases de preguntas

“ La primera clase es de seleccidn multiple. Después de la pregunta dice:

"MARCUE UN NUMERO." Use 13piz para llenar el circulo que ita escogido ccwmo

“"contestacién, por'" ejemplo:
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INSTRUCCIONES

[} .

En este folleto hay varias clases de preguntas.

~ La primera categoria son preguntas con varias respuestas usted tiene
que elegir una. Después de cada pregunta MARQUE UN NUMERO. Isto
significa que con un 13piz llene el circulo del niimero que ha clegido
como contestacidn. Por ejemplo:

EJEMPLO 1

¢Cuanto mides? (MARQUE UN - NUMERO)

menos de 5 PI€S tevirireiiiininenernnnennnes 1

eNtre 5 ¥ 6 PiBS tuiiviiererreenrrnrnnennenaas 2

mAs de 6 PIBS viiveriiiiiiiirrieenanineennn. 3

- FE
-~ La segunda categoria de preguntas consistird en marcar todos los nimeros
de las respuestas que elija. Por ejemplo:

EJEMPLO 2

iQué cursos estds tomando en la escuela?
(MARQUE LOS NUMEROS QUE SEAN APROPRIADOS) N

173 - P |
matemiticas e e ettt 2
- SOCIOLOBIA tiviieiniennronnonneonneancanonnas ?
CLENCIAS tiviiieeeveresennseosonerssnceannee b
artes industrialesS tveeeirieceectrncnirereans S

t 6
Ot.rds L A Y A N SR B TR B R N T S N S S PSP
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dos veces

S et ecteebedietete ettt et ee 2
m3S de dOS VECES sevveveveenrnnennnss 3
$i tienes alguna pregunta por favor pregunte a la persona cncargada de distri-

buir los cuestionarios (levante la mano). Utilice solamente 1ldpiz, no use
» pluma ni boligrafo. Borre cualquier cambio completamente.

Ahora puede comenzar a contestar las preguntas del cuestionario. Por favor
pase a la pagina siguiente y comience.
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~ Lla tercera categoria hace un ndmero de preguntas con las respuestas a la
derecha de cada una. Hay tres posibles respuestas para cada pregunta.
Por cjemplo:

EJEMPLO 3\ i -

X

\
iQué piensaé\sobre cada una de estas ideas?
A

AY
\ (Marque un niimero en cada linea)

.

Estoy de - No estoy No estoy

acuerdo seguro de acuexdo
A. loc maestros saben todas las
TESPUESEAS gssecsosersssosscssssossonsess 1 2 3
B. los padres y maestros déberian
coordinar sus eSfuerzos ....eeoeeeecceses 1 2 3
C. los estudiantes deberian decidir lo
que se ensefla en la escuela .ccvceceneese 1 2 3

~ La cuarta categoria simplemente le pide que escriba una respuesta.
EJEMPLO 4 .

(Cuantos minutos tienes para almorzar?

minutos

~ La quinta categoria es mids complicada, aunque es la mds importante. Se le
va a preguntar si ciertas cosas le han pasado a usted. Por ejemplo:

P hmd

“:Le han robado alguna cosa en la escuela el mes pasado?"

Si responde NO, entonces puede seguir con la siguiente pregunta. Si su
respuesta es SI, entonces debe contestar la segunda parte.

EJEMPLO 5
(Le han robado alguna cosa en la escug¢la el mes pasado?

1 NO (Pase a la siguiente pregunta)

2 SI
Si ha contestado SI:
iCuintas veces? (MARQUE SOLQ UN RUMERO)

UNA VT evsosrocrncocorssssseovss 1

- . 66

: 7 - 349




1. ¢(Es usted?: ,Hombre ....vieeiivennvenneanes 1

- A Mujer 00000000’00000oo.oooooooo 2

2. {Qué edad tienes?
11 afi0S © MEMOS +vevveevnernennernsennesnneennesoesnsanses 1°
12 @ 13 Afi0S tevevrencrnsnosencnoneanesosossossancacaones 2
L B L U |
16 a 17 afios ..................;.......c................. 4

18 2105 O MAS sovevveerotvenuoonronsossossonsssssssnssnsa D

3. (Como se describiria usted? (MARQUE SOLAMENTE UN NUMERO) ;

- indio americano 0 nativo de Alaska ...eieevevennsnrsercncenonas 1

e

asiitico-americano o de las islas del Pacifico (China, Japdn, .
HAWail, @LC.) cvievnseeteetecensesonsensncoonsonnsennasnssonnes 2

N

americano de decendencia latina (mejicano, puertorriquefio,
cubano, otro pais latinoamericano) ..eveeeeeeeeceecencnccenenss 3

. » *

negro o afro-americano (que no sea latinoamericano)’ ........... &

-

blanco (otro que no sea latinoameridano) ...eeivivririnsoceeees 3

otro (escribalo aqui) . ’ Cececiian

.

4. Cu3ntos aflos y meses ha asistido a esta escuela?

: (MARQUE SOLAMENTE UN NUMERO) .

\

MENOS dC 3 MESES v vevrarrvrrersonose toorossosssossosssssnsssss
ENETE 3 Y 6 MESES ttvevvvionrornsaseososossssecsasonsononssososes

entre 6 MESeSsy 1 allo cvivivieerienennnnonerineoterenonssssnsses

CREre 1 ¥ 2 A0S tevvitrvrrreessesssrorsrscessssntosnsssnssosnns

. DAS A& 2 QN0S o veeneennsoreneesonssocosssonsesonssssnacsnesnss
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5. ¢En qué clase(grado)estd usted? (MARQUE SOLAMENTE UN NUMERO)
SCPtimo ,8rado evervevveorovrnnonenoensas 1
oct;vo 13 of -V« o S
hoveno grado (Fréshman) O |
.décimo grado (Sophomore) ........eveeav. & .
und€cimo grado (Junior) .........eveeee. 5
duod&cimo grado (Senior) ...ecvvvvvesees 6

sin grado (ungraded) ....cievovevviecess 7

6. (Por qué asiste a esta escuela y no a otra?
(MARQUE UN NUMERO SOLAMENTE)

estoy matrlculado en un Plan de transferencia permlslvo
- . (Permlslve Transfer Plan) os.eeeeeasccosoosescersossosossorsosscasonsssns L

elegl esta escuela por sus cursos o programas espec1ales et iieseenesse 2
*le echaron de oOtra eScuela .+ iveeririeererivoereersroosecsssssosonsesosessss 3

le asignaron a esta escuela por vivir en esfa vecindad .covvevvviennnies 4

me asignaron a esta escuela para que un niimero mayor de estudiantes
. . . - 1
negros y blancos pudieran participar juntos en la escuela ....ieveveuees 5 .

otr» razoén (;Cuil? Escribala.) ' -

' 6
7. [Como le gusta lo siguiente?:
v (MARQUE UN NUMERO EN CADA LIVIIA)
. . No me Me gusta
- gusta Regular mucho
S
. ) -
- esta escuela A 1 N 2
105 CSEUAIANEES ooveverrrnnenennenes 1 - 2
- / '

el director (principal) ....eveveees 1 2

los ProfesoresS teveevssvsssenncenses 1 2

) los cursos que estas tomando ....... 1 . 2
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8. (Cuantos amigos tiene usted en esta escuela?
(MARQUE UN NUMERO)

a. ninguno .............,..................,I....................3_ r
b. 1582 ................’................................:....... 2
. . D T
T T - R v

9. (Qué tan seguro se siente usted mientras permanece en la escuela?
(MARQUE UN NUMERO)

@. SICMPIE tevvecrenunsueresressaossosescesoncasssossenssesceseense 1
De €aSI SIEMPIe tuevirirrireerontnereeceeenessansessncssnenesnnens 2
Ce ~ALBUNAS VECES tvvvrresesresvesosoencoesserasebonsosceeceaseenns 3

O, CASL NMUNCA tteererercnreeserensesrestsseecoscesncnnesncesesnnes b

€. TNUNCA coveeessososoesesssseresssoesserssececassasscccosseccecnse 5

10. iCuintas veces tienes miedo de que alguidn vaya a molestarte o herirte
dentro de la escuela?
(MARQUE UN NUMERO)
a. todo el CiemPO tuvvirvssees eoneerecercnsocnsscessnnossnonsnees 1
. b. casi siempre ..:......................h...............:........
Co AlBUNAS VECES tevrrrrrsrsrsversoeoreceterecassosoassnsasassasns 3

d.e CaSIi NUNCA tvvreeeeeesecerenceeesosnsconosoccecsoescncnnaenenee &

Be MUNCA toteeeeteeeeeceecsssssesttonsssssssasaososssancaoannsoees

) 11. iSe siente usted seguro dentro del recinto escolar, incluyendo el patio,
- las Areas de recreo y estacionamiento? (MARQUE UN NUMERO)

B¢ SLCMPTE tuuvuvserososoeososeseoonensosescansenssesesssaesennsnsse
D CBSL SIOMPIC tevuieruersesesreeeosoereenonosenntonssasessaanenes
Ce AlBUNAS VECES tvvvveiterreerocetocersecessessassosensssessosnses

A C3SI NUNCA cteeereer . eeneroneesessssessscescececeeeceeeesesnesns

€. NUINCE teeeeeeereeoetocerasenssesosssssssstssostosetesstoacsasaans

Q 69
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12,

13.

14,

15.

¢{Qué tan seguido traes algo a la escuela para protegerte?
(MARQUE UN NUMERO) .

Q. SILEmMPre st et ivereasssossssssosssssssnssssonssssssssnens Ceerraeune 1
b. ca;i SL1EemPre +ovevsvsnses RETERRTRR chreresaratresrensrbsaessaesns y
C. 2lgunas VeCes ...ceeeevss ST crerranan //3
d. casi nunca ..... Chseasesaaserraerensar e hrreraesens verraes ces &
€. TIUNCA +evvvonovnsosnonseoossnnssnnssnnsosonnssonsssnnnsssassannnss 5

¢Si traes algo a la escuela para protegerte, qué es lo que traes?

. (MARQUE TODOS LOS NUMEROS QUE LE APLIQUEN A DSTED)

a. cuchillo, navaja o algin otro objeto cortante ....ivvvrrnnnnnes S |
b. alfiler, picahielo o aléﬁn otro objeto punsante .....ciiiiiinnns 2
c. gérrote,'palo 0 algln otro objeto para golpear .v.svsesvsnsrsnss 3
d. algo mas, (éQué?) : 4

@

tSe mantiene usted alejado de,los siguientes lugares, por temor de que
alguien vaya a molestarlo o herirlo?
(MARQUE UN NUMERO EN CADA LINEA)

a. el camino md3s corto a la escuela.....evsus Cerrasereaaan o1 2
b. cualquier entrada de la escuela v.iievieriiiiiiiinniines 1 2
c. algiln corredor o escalera e eeneen e eaaas Geesenns 1 2
d. un 3rea de 1a cafeteria v.eeeervrrvrvrrnrrnrrnsanses <§... 1 T2
e. alguno de los bafios de 1la escuela servsvessoses P | 2
f. algiln otro lugar o lugares dentro de la escuela ........ 1 2
g. la zona de estacionamiento de la escuela .......ecvvvenn 1 2
h. otros lugares dentro del recinto escolar ..... T | , 2
Las siguientes preguntas son sobre las pandillas callejeras:
(MARQUE UN NUMERO EN CADA LINEA)
51 No No_sé&

a. ¢existen pandillas callejeras en su 3rea? ..... 1 2 3
b. (existen miembros de estas pandillas_en su

E3CUCIAY ittt ittt e 1 2 3




No sé

4
=
o]

¢. ¢los miembros de estas pagdillas intentan en
la escuela hacer que usted se una a su pan-
dilla? .....lll....l.....l....lll...ll..ll.lil.. 1 2 3

d. ¢intentan ellos que usted se una a ‘su pan-
dilla cuando usted est3d fuera de la

ESCURLA . s sttt ittt ettt e e er s e e et

[
[
w

e. ¢los miembros de estas pandillas, lo asustan
cuando usted se encuentra en la
ESCURLAT i i ittt e i e s es vt e e e e eiene 1 2 3

f. ¢ha ocurrido alguna vez qde los miembros de una
pandilla le hayan atacado a usted en la
escuela o al ir y venir de ella? .....veveenvnnn 1 2 3

. . M
16. iDurante los Ultimos dos meses, alguién le atacd o amenazb de atacarle o
herirlo en la escuela o cuindo iba o venia de ella?

INSTRUCCIONES: SI USTED NO FUE ATACADO NI AMENAZADO- EN LOS ULTIMOS DOS

MESES, MARQUE EL NUMERO "1" Y PASE A LA SIGUIENTE PREGUNTA. "SI USTED FUE
ATACADO 0 AMENAZADO DURANTE LOS DOS MESES PASADOS? MARQUE EL NUMERO "2" Y
CONTESTE LAS PREGUNTAS SIGUIENTES. .

Ao 1 No : N - . N

2" s8I . -

Si contestd si:
B. iLe atacaron realmente y lo hirieron, o solamente intentaron hacerlo?

f

€llos me atacaron Yy me hirleron .....eeeeveevvrveseresnsarssoonnes 1

ellos intentaron atacarme ¥ Nerirme......eeeeeeseneneeeeennessases 2

C. ¢(Cul3ntas veces ocurrid estg.durante los iltimos dos meses?
UM VEZ oot v oo petoeestsessntssooenssoseeesostoosscesonsesnsasssssss
@ ) .

dOS VECES +eertuuetntuieruutoseissssttsasoorassotoesoonionsonnnnss

EY€!S VRCES .« v ivtrvaooarsosstomsessoseossssososssssnssansnssssscces o3

-

WAS de LIES VECES +vvuvvrrusnessarsorosrosrssosssssossoraiseneense &

3 INSTRUCCIONES: CONTESTE LAS SIGUILNTES PREGUNTAS SOBRE EL INCIDENTE EN EL
QUE LE HIRIERON MAS Y QUE USTED PIENSA QUE FUE MAS SERIO.

D. ¢DOude ocurrid?

en el Salon de ClASe ...iiiirriiarrorerettteerernenerrenearseeennes 1

banos (1avabos) vivicietiiiieitereentesnnosssasanasanessenntonnees 2

PASLLLOS 0 CSCALEEAS i tnevrvreneretnenrereroosnssonssransnseaes 3
b 71
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%
L

. gimnasio o vestuario ............ Ceneenes e, Cereeeeen 4
cafeteria ................ Ceeaeen Cerereeaaa. e, et 5
\ : - d «
areas de juego ......0..v.... et Cerenaiaas Y -
en el autcblis escolar e.....vivviuiinn.... ettt e 7
N o ,le ‘
en el camidn CTA o tren . v...vevn.n.. e ettt e veeo 8
. . ’
estacionamiento ....... Geretett ettt ettt ittt et e e 9
, durante un evento social ................. e Ceereereeaaa 10
} , durante un evento deportivo e Ceeaeeaa [P ... 11
5 . . V".
en*la calle ‘cerca de la escuela voeveevnon.... ceeeees et 12
al ir o venir de la escuela Ce e e et R
N L+ db 7 :
., otxp (iddnde?) ] . . ¥4
E. iGuiando ocurrid?-
(MARQUE UN NUMERG®) ) :
7 .
! aites de la Hora de la ‘escuela . oeonvun.... .....%.. .......... o 1
durante las horas de escuela, antes del almuerzo ........ e 2
. Y * LN . .
durantd las horas de escuela, durantg\et'ahnuérzo ............ eee 3
_— A . - _ »
durante las horas de escuela, después del almuerzo -....... ceveeie. b
’ ‘ oL ) . T - T
despu&s de las horas de escuela ....... e S . |
N . » . . . B "» ,/
' F. iCudl fu@sla razén? T , S ’
una discusidn .v...i.iu.... PP |
] g x R B
‘» R rencor oooooo-.?oxu-»..’..-.o--.oof...o..\..o.o..-o .o e e 0 e e -ooo. 2
reclutamiente de miembros.para la pandilla ...... e riet it . 3-
- otro (especifique) * . 4
- no Sé P A R R E R T S e cese oo v oerean st e eeenae e ceacne . 5
A
¥ G. "¢Cuidntas personas le atacaron o atentaron atacarle?
(MARQUE UN NUMERO) ,
’ UNQ PEISONA vuvvvrannennennnns et te ettt S, 1
dos personas ........4/..... ........... eeretreetana e ceienan 2
EYCS POISONAS ot venernvnnnnnneennns et et et 3
Q mis de tres personas ........... e citietreccresaas 4
" / . ~
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M.

{Cuintos de los que le atacaron eran:

¢(Hombres? {Mujeres?

niimero nimero

} .
¢Culntos de los que le atacaron eran de su raza?

nimero

&
¢Cudl seria la edad de la persona que le atacd?
{MARQUE UN NUMERO)

¥

. A .
MENOY QUE YO 4ottt svsvosoooososososssoosssonsssssstnssososssouoss

como de Mmi @dad ittt ittt i i et et e
MAYOT QUE YO oo ev v v onoooaonsssssassosassossosssaossssssooossssssss

¢Si fu@ atacado por una persona esa persona tenia?
(MARQUE UN NUMERO) < .

Q. 1] A0S O MEMOS « 4 v ovevoeeeonooeososoesnoesosanssensonnssssnnnsne
b. 12 a 13 afios de Qdad e e st e et e e s e e et ed e e et e aeeneansee a0 e s

c. l4al5afios de edad «.ovvvniiineniiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiienaan,
v
d. 16 a 17 afios de @dad v ivverionronororosssnssstrreeeseennnannonns

€. 18 af0S 0 MAYOT uvverinrrnernronsnenreosadessonenssonensnnononens

¢{Fué usted tan lastimado que?:

Im
=

fue a ver a un médico o enfermera .......eevieiieieins

*

fue a un hospital ...ttt ieeroneonononsonoononansas ~1
estaba Sangrando ... .iiieviirtireiedecesenseroacerorsons 1

5C fractyurd UN RUESO +eevreveenrossronsoossensanssnnes 1

tuvo que quedarse en casa y no ir a la escuela ....... 1

~ -

({Cowo le asaltaron?
(NARQHE TODOS LOS NUMEROS QUE LE APLIQUEN)

MC EMPUJATOM & et tonvronuanooonssedonsssssssarosntsonssnrssasanssnss

ME PERATON CON JAS MANOS +euvovossvsrossasossodossssscossssonsasos

MC PACCALOM « v s s o eatooosoooososssorososessssssssossassasssssossss
ES

me PURALATON ¥ ME COTEATON + vt vuevurinssnsoonssesonssnsssssocsons




me dierdn un balazo .

otros (iqud?) 6

N. iSabe usted si las personas que le asaltaron o amenazaron ieran estudiantes
de su escuela?

(MARQUE UN NUMERO)
si, eran estudiantes de 12 eSCUELA «evurvrrvrerreenonnnnnnennnnees 1
no, no eran estudiantes de 1la escuUEla ....ovvvriinnnennenenennnoes 2
creo que eran estudiantes de 1a eSCUCLA v.vvvsrevnsooessonnennnnss 3
algunos eran estudiantes de 1a eScuela .vvevvrveerenrnnennnenneees &

5

- .
NIO BB it tien ot noonooestososnsonaosaososssssosososssnonossensnne

0. (Los qué le asaltaron o amenazaron tenian alguna arma como cuchillo, palo
o pistola? -

1 s31 2 'No .

¢Si contesto Si, que clase de armas tenian?
- escribalo

P. ¢Usted lu reporto z alguién?

(A quién le reporto? ¢Porqué no?:
(MARQUE LOS QUE APLIQUE) (MARQUE LOS QUE- APLIQUE)
principal ....i.....:.,......... 1 no er; importante .....e.v000. 1
MAESETO tivvenrinrionsooarnnenss 2 no se harfa nada .voeevvvnnees 2
guardian de seguridad .......... 3 a nadie le interesa +.......... 3
CONSEJELO vvevrvervsionoassanese b tenia miedo «ivieerieecriinnnn. 4
mqsstro de ajuste ...vieeiiiiee. B se me 0lvidd +.ieeiiervanennes S
padre o guardian ....cvc0000000. 6 otros (;qué?) : 6

otro miembro de la familia ..... 7
HMIBO siveeerrrneerncnornonsonse 8

POLlicTa veiivriieiiinennenenes o 3

otros (iquién?)

10
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17. ¢Durante los dltimos dos meses, alguiln le robd algo o le towd algo sin
su permiso durante las horas de escuela o en el camino hacia la escuela
o hacia la casa?

SI NO LE ROBARON NADA A USTED EN LOS ULTIMOS DOS MESES, MARQUE EL NUMLRO

. “1" ABAJO Y PASE A LA PREGUNTA INDICADA PERO SI USTED FUE ROBADO, MARQUL
EL NUMERO "2" ABAJO Y SIGA CONTESTANDO EL RESTO DE ESTA PREGUNTA.

A. 1 NO (pase a la pregunta 18 pigina 11)

) 2 st
B. Si contestd SI, ;Culdntas veces ocurrid esto?
(MARQUE UN NUMERO)
UNB VEZ +evverrosooosssnnnsnassnes 1 Lres veces ......iiiiiiiiiiiiaes 3
dOS VECES ..uiiiiiiiaieniiiiiainns 2 mis de tres veces ............. b
INSTRUCCIONES: CONTESTE LAS PREGUNTAS SIGUIENTES RETERENTE A SU PERDIDA
QUE ENVOLVIQ LA MAYOR CANTIDAD DE LINERO O COSAS QpE COSTARON MAS DINERO.
C. ¢Ddnde ocurrid esto? .
(MARQUE TODOS LOS NUMEROS QUE LE APLIQUEN)
sglén de clases ..................:......:.......:................ 1
. bano ..........................................2.................. 2
COrredor . eSCAleras «.veeieierieneieirorersronctsratisraraosasans 3
gimnasio o vestidores .....ciiiiiiiiiii it e, &
B T - T
PALIOS d@ FECTRO 4 vuvrureontnneasennnesooaneeneoancnssnsnncanans 0
transportacidn escolar I
camidn de CTA O €l ELON tivvvvrrererenrroenooonnsosornnneonnnonnes 8
esStacionamiento «..vuieericitvrconcateretniratraorsanssnssasensres 9
. evento social eSC0lar v.ieieeieiiintinnincnsiiinntrtosasrroessresrss 10
.
evento deportivo €SCOLAar ..iiveererrenrsrsatesssasocesnsesssacsees 11
- ' en la calle junto a 1a €8cuela .vveveveeenserennrnenrannsnnsnnoves 12

en el camino a 0 hacTa 1a @SCURLA vv.vverrrenenneneensensnnsenasss 13

otros (¢ddénde?) _ 14

(escribalo)-

e
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D. (Cu2ndo ocurrid esto?
(MARQUE UN NUMERQ)

antes de que comenzardn 1as ClaS@S svevevuerrorennsrrneosnsnnnsene 1
durante 1a; horas de clase antes del alfUCTZO «vvevveeenrosnnonnes 2
durante 1la hora del aLIUETcOe e e eeenrreneoreoesossnsossocnsneanee 3
durante las horas de clases despu@s del almuerzo ..eeveeeeeveeeess &

despuBs que terminaron 1as ClasesS .oseseeseerseneereensonsonsnenss 5

E. (Qué le robaron?
(MARQUE LOS NUMEROS QUE LE APLIQUEN)

dinero ....vieveeiiiiieiiieiiiies. 1 el almuerzo(lunch) ........%.. 5
libros y suplementos escolares ... 2 ropa A -

i Ta
bolsa o cartera .................. 3 radio o grabadora ............ 7

joya ceeresirireiiiieeieieiaiees b otro (;qué?) 8 ¢
(escribalo)
F. (Cuinto dinero costd lo que le robaron?
b (MARQUE UN NUMERO) .
menos de un ddlar ..........0v00.0 1 de 10 a 20 dBlares ........... &
de 1 a 5 ddolares ....evvvvveevnnss 2 mas de 20 dBlares ......eeen.. 5
de 5 a 10 d8lares «...ovvevevnees. 3 (iqué?) - 6
. (cantidad)
G. ¢Le dijiste a alguién de lo ocurrido?
1 sI .2 NO
- lA quién le dijiste?
i (MARQUE TODOS LOS QUE LE APLIQUEN)
. B 13 o 8 ¢ T - T P |
¥ ’ .
maestro ..... R R D R R4
‘ a las personas de seguridad .vvveriiiiiiiiiieeteiiteitterrnarseses 3
consejero R R R TR R R AR R R
maestro de ajuste de conflictosS tiiieiiieiereeeeeeeenesonnnsonnnee 5
Padres © guardilin vveeveiiie ittt ettt ittt ittt ittt attcaneeans. 0
otro miembro de 1a Familia ..vuiuitiuvererennenrnnnceneennonanoans 7
Q i -
:: - g




s -
AMLBO o vvevnttotoonessosososeesasososiossssosssesnsosanasonsessse 8

POLICIA tevnunvieeronnuooooosvesososnoneocnonesnsosesnncesnnnsesss 9
otro (;qui&n?) 10
- s _(escribalo)
¢Porque?

(MARQUE LOS QUE LE APLIQUEN)
NO eXd IMPOTtaANte .uuevrievuriererresesosoosoononsasennnoroncreneas 1
NAd2 SC NATTA tivirnerrrooroetonosenseneessessoscssoonessssssseene 2
A NAdie 1@ INEEIESA tvvivvreerreneeeoosooeeesocnsssssstossecnseeee 3
- - \
enila MICAO tuvvierivoertoseoosoooosocsossocasooessonsenoncoseanees &

- -t
SE ME OLVIdD .eoiviineeienorensoorooooesssneesonsssscossoononssnee 5
.

d otro (iporqué?) - 6
(escribalo) “

18. Durante los @iltimos dos meses (septiembre y octubre), ;le han quitado algo

a la fuerza o lo amenazardn con usar fuerza (esto se llama atraco), o han

inientado hacerlo mientras usted se encontraba en la escuela, o en el cami-

no hacia o de la escuela?

[

INSTRUCCIONES: SI USTED NO FUE ATRACADO NI LE HAN INTENTADO ATRACAR EN LOS
’ - ULTLMOS DOS MESES, MARQUE EL NUMERQ "1' Y CONTINUE EN LA PREGUNTA 19. SI

USTED FUER ATRACADO O SE LE INTENTO ATRACAR EN LOS ULTIMOS DOS MESES? MARQUL

EL NUMERO "2" Y CONTESTE LAS PRECUNTAS SIGUIENTES.

a. 1 NO {Siga en la pregunta 19, pigina 15)

2 SI

b. Si contestd si:

tLe atracardn a usted, o solamente lo intentardn?
(MARQUE SOLAMENTE UN NUMERO)

ME AETACATON sttt it totoeooosoooosoossossssssscossssssassesssncnees 1
INEENLArON ALTACATME + oot veeeroreenoceeronssooscsnsasesosoesasoass 2

- ¢. ¢(Culntas veces ocurrid esto durante los Gltimos dos meses.
(MARQUE SGLAMENTE UN NUMERO)

UIZ VZ ¢ vt osouonossoesoetesasocosssononsssossasssoososssoesssnese 1

QOS VOCECS tetvetseattoeesoaoesotososoosottoetossnsosseonssannatonas
.

ETCE VOCES covvnnsenttoasossootosoosossanssassessossscasossesnnses 3
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E.

mas dc tres veces 284 000000000000 000000000 0sebeserFeeer s e00e

INSTRUCCIONES: CONTESTE LAS SIGUIENTES PREGUNTAS SOBRE EL INCIDLNTE QUE
CONSIDERE MAS IMPORTANTE. .

¢Ddnde ocurrid el atraco o el intento de atraco?

BULON dE CLlASES vt tveuevrnenneennenenoanoonssnsssnesnsneennennenss 1

DAMOS (LaVvalhios) «veevuetveeeneenenenoenoesososososenenensneneanens 2 .

PaS1illo 0 €SCALeTAS .uuvrveerrnorinsososrocoreosncononsnnsoannnnees 3

-

EimNasio O VESLUALIOS teevreerugoeneneoernsneossosnossscsocnnanens &
CALEERTIA vt tuienirortoennosesonssoenonsossnsnssssssssnessonseeas S

PAt10o de TECTEO +vvvvrrunrineoronsorioseereeneensenssnnssesnssnees B

.

QULODTUS de 12 @SCUELA vvvvvevvrerenenroronssnsnsonancnsnnnnnnnnens T

Kl

autobls CTA 0 @1 EXen t.uvevevreernnenneeeiiennoonesnansnnennseess 8

\

SERCLONAMIEINED vttt ereeeesenseseorosoonsonsonocesessennsennnnees 9

durante una actividad social en 12 eScuClu «evvevvacrnrocsnssensss 10

durante un evento deportivo en 1la escuela t.iciiveerecrocnreacanans 1l

calle cerca de 1a eSCUELA s tvvvveeeoovoeeonscoossssossnoroceeonnee 12

Lal ir o venir de 1a eSCUBLA teveereriiiinnnnnnniineiiiioreaeaeesss 13

en otro sitio ((dénde?) 14

:Cuando ocurrid?
(MARQUE SOLAMENTE_ UN NUMERO)

antes de 4ue comenzaran 1as ClaSeS .ujeveevreriocrreninrionosseeess 1
durante Jas horas de escuela, antes del almuerzo «.......eeevevon. 2

‘durante las horas de escuela, durante €l almUerz0 ......oveevsnvees 3

'

. Y
durante las horas del colegio, despu@s del almuerzo «v.e.eeeeeeees. &
7
despuBs que terminardn 1asS ClASES «evvveeeveereenerssrnsonsonssnss B
({Cuintas personas le robardn?
UNA PISONI 4ot teeuauounosooenososonnsoesnssssssosssssssonoosannes

GOS PEISONAS et everirroonosnnosnsssessssotssosoroscssnsossannssnnse 2

LXCS PELSONAS it teettorenoroosssososssssettottssssssssssssessassssse 3
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: H.
I. -

J.

, K.

MAS e LLES PCISOMAS ttvvverrnonneennnnssossoonnsennneesnneeneenee &

¢Culintos de los que le robaron no eran de su raza?

(NUMERO)

¢Cull cree usted que era la edad de las personas que le robaron o trataron

de hacerlo?
(MARQUE UN NUMERO)

eran MENOTES QUE YO & euueeroessosasnnnnsooocosonesonsssnnnnanseses 1

eran como de mi edad

0.0 0.5 0.5 00 04 00000000 0080500000000 0000000000000

eran MAYOT QUE YO teeueceononsssttoosonsstoososoasnosonnssosonsnse 3

Si fu€ robado por una persona esa persona tenia.

Q. 11 AN0S O MEIOS vttt vt unnoeerereoenneonnssosnsssosssosonnscennnnnns 1

b. 12 a 13 afos ...,...........................:.?................... 2

Co 14 @ 15 A0S ttevrvueruonrnsennvonenoneeensonesssssesnnnsenenneeee 3

e 16 @ 17 GM0S ¢ vvvvnvneeesennnnessonosonnsesennnnesesessnesnmmnes &

€. 1B afi0S O MAS 4 vevvsvvsrurneeceonsenseerontonssossesoesosesennnees 5

¢Sabe usted si la persona o personas que le atacardn eran estudiantes de su

escuela?

(MARQUE SOLAMENTE UN NIRMERO)

si, eran estudiantes de mi €SCUELE «v.vvvvrrervnennnnonnsneananncs 1

no, no eran estudiantes de mi @SCUELA +.vvieriverirrrnnneeernnnnes 2

creo que si eran estudiantes de mi escuela ...oeevvunernenneneenes 3

algunos eran estudiantes de mi escuela .

DO 10 S8 vttt ittt utneonooeoneonaonssonssnonsonsenesseasonsonnonss

{Qué le quitardn?
(MARQUE TODOS LOS NUMEROS QUE PERTENEZCAN- A SU CASO)

0 B8 = o« T

1ibro/material BSCOLar vt v tieennenneenrentsnsnsonsnssossensnnses

I

DOLSO O COTLRLA vvvivitrerreroooonsosoesessssonoensosssssnnossoenes 3

0 2 1

B 20 v ottt ittt ae s o et o senotonsoosososecssosnnssscssanenesases
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LS L B -
radio 0 grabadora ...viuiiiiei ittt ittt eeteenneeeneens T

otra cosa I 8
- (especilfique)

L. ¢Alguno de los que le atacaron, llevaba arma, cdmo un cuchillo, un palo,
una pistola, etc.?

»
1. No
2. 81
Si contestd si: (Qué clase de arma ilevaba?
(conteste aqui.)
M. iLe hirieron o molestaron durante el robd?
1. 81 (Pase a la letra "N") ’
2. No (Pase a la letra "P") .
N.: Si cdntestd si: ;Cémo le hirieron?
(MARQUE TODOS 10S NUMEROS QUE PERTENEZCAN A SU CASO)
me empujaron R R KL EE R T PR PRRPRRE 1
Me d1eTON PUMELAZOS +uteureernornnoonuresnernnnnsonsooseassnonoes 2
‘ me patearon ..............‘........:.............................2; 3
me pegaron con un palo ..........................................Z 4
me pegaron con und barra de metal ....iiieiiiiiiiei et eete a0 B
me pegaron con piedras o ladrillo; R R R RRER 6
me cortaron 0 apUNAlarOn «.uevieeersroeeororornonsoensensnscnseees 7
\\ -
\\ me dieron un tiro ..uuuiiieiiiiieiiiiii ittt riiiiiatetetecaeeanes 8
otra cosa (especifique) 10
3 0. le hirieron tanto que tuvo que ir al doCtor .eveeeeeessees. 1 2
FUB AL hOSPItAL tuuvvetinnnerennnerernnneeeonsnnsonsnenness 1 - 2
. eSEAba SANGLANAD +vversvrenneerennenrenesnesnenssnonnsanens 1 2
' ' tuvo fracturas .3.........................................: 1 2
2

Luvo que qUeddrse N CaSE veiiviiierirereiriirtteretaaecenes 1
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iLe informd del incidente a alguiin?

Si

1.

2. No

i Si cﬁntesté Si: (A quién le énformé?
al director (principal) .....ovviiiiiiineiiniiriieiiininenieiineeens
a un profesor ............................;....................... 2
a la persona encargada ae la seguridad en el colegio +...vvvuvvees 3 -
a un consejero .............}z.................................... 4
a un profesor de ajuste de confliCtoS .ivvvivurveenncennennaennnes 5
a su padre 0 gUAardidn .u.ieiiiuiisiareirtaetinertieettnenneeernen. b
\ a otro miembro de 1la familia +.vivvvriiiennneeebuennnvennnnesnennes 7
\ 8 UN AMIEO +vvvrreneneneslerneonn ittt ittteeeieaataereieinenan. B
. a la policia ...:.................:;......z....................... 9
a otra persona (especifiqué) 10
Si contestd No: (porqué? N
(MARQUE LOS NUMEROS QUE LE APLIQUEN)
¢ N0 era imﬁprtante PR |
’{w no servirfa de nada é;?}.......................................... 2
a nadie le iyéorta lo que 2 UNO 1€ PASA tvvivvrernrenevreneonenens 3
, me daba mied; Y
se me olvido }.............................................;...... S
otra razén. (Especifique) _ 6
- 19. Durante los dos ltimos meses, ;Le han violado, o han intentado hacerle -
mientras estaba en la escuela, o en el camino haecia ella o desde la
escuela? : .
- INSTRUCCIONES: SI NO LE VIOLARON O INTENTARON HACERLO DUéANTE 1.0S DOS
ULTIMOS MESLS, MARQUE EL NUMERO "1" Y CONTINUE EN LA PRLECUNTA 20. SI FUL
VIOLADO O ST LE INTENTARON VIOLAR DURANTE LOS DOS ULTIMOS MESES, MARQUE EL
NUMERO "2" Y CUNTESTE LAS PREGUNTAS SIGULENTELS.
Aol RO (Continue en la pregunta 20, pigina 19)
2 SI '
81
3R§




E.

-

Si contestd $1:

¢Fug usted violado o solamente lo intentardn?
{(MARQUE SOLAMENTE UN NUMERO)

ME VIOLAIOI 4ttt et tnennonensenononenenosnnsennnnnseneneeneeennnis

INtentardn VAOLAIME tuveevr L uoueneeroesoseeeeesnnennonsenesneeaes 2

iCulntas veces ocurrid esto durante los Gltimos dos meses?

(MARQUE SOLAMENTE UN NUMERO)

UNA VECZ st s vvonovossonsosassessesossonsonoonosnesnnsosssssnsssnnessee 1

dOS VECES ittt inttrnosseesneenssnnnossssossosonsonesnseneennnnns 2

MES de dOS VECES +vvvrvernenonenreonennnns

L I I I B N O LT T Y BT I B TN S U B SRS I ) 3

INSTRUCCIONES: CONTESTE LAS SIGUILNTES PREGUNTAS SOBRE EL INCIDENTE MAS

GRAVE.

¢Donde ocurrid?

(MARQUE TODOS LOS NUMEROS QUE CONCIERNAN A SU CASO)

en €l SAlON de ClaS@ tvvverrrenneedeennensnsoniosonnenneenesnnenes 1

DaAMOS (1aAVADOS) 4t v vteueenennennoonsnosesseesononnsennnnesnnnsos

pasillo 0 escaleras .iivivieirrneinrnnenaenaen

® 0 0.0 0 0 0 0 0 00 0000 0 00 3

Z2imnasio O VESLUATIOS tevvrererrnrnsensenneenenneononnsncsneonanne 4

CALELRITA v ittt iunenenneneensnonesennsscsososasonessnsssenssesneass 5

PALLo de TECIRO v vuiniuoreroosutonossoonsnononnsoonessnsssnneess B

autobls de 1a eSCUELA vvvvvrvennerunneresesnnensososenennneneenes 7

AUEODTUS CTA O LTCH ¢ vevvvnuennesnenonssessosessseseneenensnsnsnnes

ESLACIONAMIENEO «ovetvutntintintoreoroososonnsnasesesnsonsonsnnses 9

durante una actividad s5ocial €n 13 @SCUCLA tvvverrnronenenennennes

10

durante un evento deportivo en 1la escuela ....ovepevenensnnnncnnes 11

cerca de 1a eSCUCLA ittt et toteetestonosontssssnsesncenneons

ALl it 0 venir de 1a @SCUCLA v vt vseseoennrtooensnsosonsonnsess

en otro sitio (especifique)

..o 12

. 13

(Culndo ocurrid?
(bMRQUE SOLAMENT® UN NUMERO)

antus de que comenzatin 1as ClaSeS vveiviviiereneorbocneennnonss
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H.

durante las horas de escuela

antes del almuerzo

durante las horas de escuela durante el almuerzo .

durante las horas de escuela despuds del almuerzo

despu@s que terminardn 1as ClasSes +eeeeevesene.s

¢Cuintas personas le violardn?

UNQ PCISOMMA o et st s aesononononnonsnonososnsssonnsss

dos\fersonas e e et e s ee et et e et e e s e esn0ees 00

mas dé\dos PEISONAS 4t ervtvrvesaenoonocecssonnsonas

s

{Cuintos de los que lo atacaron eran:

Hompres

(especifique)
\

i{Cuintos de los égacantes no eran de su raza?

AN

\,
escriba el nﬁmekg

Mujeres

veees 3
veves &
cesest S
A |
veves 2
veees 3

(especifique) -

(atacantes)

iQué edad cdlcula ustéq\que tenian los que le violaron o trataron de

hacerlo?

N

eran menores que-yo '.>\\<....°...........':...

eran mayores que Yo

N

>~

eran de mi edad .....00000

{Si fue violado por una persona, la persona tenia?:
(MARQUE UN NUMERO)

a, 11 2afl0S O MENOS tevvvonvnnrvonss

b. 12 a 13 anos
c. 14 a 15 atios
d. 16 a 17 anos

e. 18 anos o mas

L R R R R A A S A R

iSabe usted si las personas que lo hicieron eran estudiantes de
(MARQUE UN NUMERO)

si, eran estudiantes de mi escuela

no, no eran estudiantes de mi escuela ..........

creo que eran escghiantes de mi escuela o.oviiiiiiiiiinn

-
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¥

4

NO 10 S8 +vvuvvnnsuesoonocoasosstoosssssnasssssssssssnsssssssnnsnnt
L. ¢Buscd atencidén médica?
I3 2 NO
¢Ddénde? ¢Porqué no?
hospital ..vveevvrncanesenonens 1 no efa importante ....c.oeevveeess 1

dOCEOY +vevvernoonnonnonnssaoes 2 tenfia verglienza «.oe.cvveveveeeas- 2

-

eNELIMOra vovreovrsvsossorsonse 3 tenia Mmiedo .evseeececeesonsenes 3

v ClTNica tieceecccieacrrocisecnas b Se Me OLVIAD cveeeveveversonsass &

M
-

otro (¢ddnde?) 5 otro (iporqué?) 5
(escribalo) (escribalo)

M. ¢Le informd del incidente a alguién?
1 ST
2 NO

Si contestd Si: ¢A quidn le informd?

v i

al director 00.000.000000000.00001000..0000000:0..000.00.0.0000'00

i

a un profesor T P
f

¥
a la perscna encargada de seguridad .........................1.... 3
f / 4
a un consegero R RRRERERERLEEEEE
! .
a un profesor encargado de reso}ver disputas ..............L,..... 5
i i v
a su padre o guardian .........}..........................;....J.. 6
i

a otro miembro de la familia «..ovvevcerenrrrercnsncicroninenennns

3 UN GMIBO +vvevrasroosrararosossassentosecssattsssssaanosssrsnnse
t

@ 1 POLICTa toevrrrnnnreernnmiassotontreeansiaraereosianatatanees

L

a otra persona (especifique) 10

Si contestd ¥0: ¢porqué?
(MARQUE LOS XUMEROS QUE LE APLIQUEN)

NO GY3 FAPOTLANLR tuuvveurnnrsarcssaaneasnsursosaasssocsatsaaotess

NO SEYVirTa de DA «eeeivererrnreesonssetassocosssaossroscsscesoe 2

84
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a nadie le importa 10 qUE a4 UNO 1€ PASA vvvvrrrrnnnrvnnereneonnnes 3
me daba Miedo «ieviiniuiietiitierniteeneenennensronensesnnennenees &
Se ME OLVidD v iuuriiniiinintioneneeereninneensessoeoneeernnenneenss 5

otra razén (especifique)

¢Es facil o dificil conseguir las siguientes cosas en su escuela?
(MARQUE UN NUMERO EN CADA LINEA)

Muy Bastante Bastante Muy
dificil dificil facil facil

cerveza, vino, otra
bebida alcdlica .vevevenss. 1

mAariguana «...eveeveeenenss 1

pildoras, como excitantes
0 relajantes ......i000000. 1

otro grupo de drogas ...... 1

armas, como pistola o : -
cuchillo vovvvvvnnniennnes 1 2 3 4

cosas robadas para vender.. 1 . 2 3 4
(Seria facil o dificil hacer las siguientes cosas si usted quisiera?

Muy Bastante Bastante Muy Yo
dificil dificil facil facil lo sé
cambiar una nota (califi-
cacidn) injusta ........... 1 2 3 4

5

trabajar mias rapido o mis
lentamente que el resto
de la clase .veiviiriennnss 1

que le escuchen sus
ideas en clase ..vvvivnnens 1

hablar de los problemas
de estudios con un
ProfeSor sivevivienrnesenes 1

hablar de sus problemas
personales con un conseje-
ro de la escuela +.ooinvnn., 1




-

‘Durante los dos Gltimos meses (septiembre y octubre), ;Cuintos dias ha
faltade a la escuela?
(MARQUE SOLAMENTE UN NUMERO)

NINEUN dT3 ceeesececronsoonsososssoartoncsssonsssersscransssosese 1
L = 2 58S iuniuennrnnonsenenseneosnseosensneannssecnsersnnsnnses 2
T TR 1 T L
6 = 10 dTAS +everrrereneernrenetat et et inereaeareieirirananes &

"MAS dE L0 IS veveerrerrsenoeensoneensacsacessestssseesessasncens S

¢Existe mucha competencia para obtener buenas notas (calificaciones) en su

escuela?
(MARQUE SOLAMENTE UN NUMERO)

L
o
N

SI 1 .
NO 2 .
iCreen la mayoria de sus amigos que las buenas notas (calificaciones) son

importantes?
(MARQUE SOLAMENTE UN NUMERO)

SI 1

N

NO 2 n

tSe llevan bien las siguientes personas en su escuela?
No s& " Bastante Muy
llevan bjef bien bien

a. estudiantes de distintas razas ....... 1 ’ 2 3

b. estudiantes de distintas

ndcionalidades ce.evesirinecosiancanes 1 2 3

.

c. estudiantes sin dinero y estudiantes

con diﬂero R I I R N S A AR A S A N S R A S A A ) 1 e 2 3

i{Haria usted alguna de las siguientes cosas si supiera que no lo sorprende-

rian? - P
(MARQUE UN NUMERO EN CADA LINEA)

No Depende S
a. Ccopiar en un eXAmen .eevevevrerninaess 1 2¢ 3
. pintar las parcdes de la escuela...... 1 ( .2 3
c. quitarle el dinero a otros estu- .
- didnNteS seviseersnroceansracsonsaesess 1 2 3
d. Ffaltar Q clase cseesssonrsssncevasanss 1 2 3
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a
. .27, (Est3 ustedﬁde~56ucrdo”con lo siguiente? .
. > (MARQUE UN NUMERO EN CADA LINEA)
. ' Estoy de No estoy No hay "
acuerdo No sé de acuerdo minorias
. a. a los grupos raciales mino-~
ritarios (Negros, Latinos, !
etc.) se les trata bien en
. esta escuela ...ieceiiveennnes 1 2 . 3 4
. 1 “ ~
b. a los grupos raciales mino-~ v .
ritarios se-les trata bien
en este pais . ue.vevenaeeess 1 2 3 4
28. (Tienc usted miedo de que alguién le ataque~o hiera en el camino a la escuela?
+ (MARQUE SOLAMENTE UN NUMERO)
casi nunca ..................."...:....................,.......... 1
UN2 © dOS VECES 8l MES vvveveneectsovnonosseoonoooosooosssssssssssas 2 .
una o0 dos veces a 1a SeMaNa +eevscesorrororssossssonnssossasnssssses 3
casi todos 108 d18S cvvvvrurrrnennisroinnnciriicncrocensnonocannss b
29. (Como obtiene su almuerzo normalmente durante los dias de escuela? .

(MARQUE SOLAMENTE UN NUMERO)

. a. como en la cafeteria de 1a eSCUELA +vvrvvrrnsnversnssssanssnsnasss 1

b. me traige el almuerzo de ML €S8 «evvvevresnscrernsscnsancncnenese 2
C. VOY @ CBSE @ COMEL +ievsnvensanoasanssasonncsasansasanssonassanssss 3

Qe NO ALMUGTZO oot eoovoesssososassonssssssssassossssassssasssssanunses

e. como en restaurantes, hot dog8, €LC .ivivrvrrrenrnssensnssnsssnsnsas D
~ .
30. Si su escuela tienc un problema con robos, atracos, y asaltos a los estu-
diantes y otras clases de crimenes, iqué cree usted que se podria hacer
para cambiar las cosas?

- 31. (Cu3l es su opiniln sobre este cuestionario?

Q —
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32. (Hay algo mis que quieras decir acerca de crimenes en tu escuela?

MUCHAS GRACIAS POR SU COOPERACIOHN
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STUDENT INTERVIEW SCHEDULE (I-1)
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} STUSENT TNTRTVIEY
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SAFE SCHOOLS STUDY - INTFRVIEW ATTACHMENT

HANDOUT A

»

During tae last two months, did anyone attack you or
threaten to attack and injurs you at school or on the
way to cr frcm school?

During the last two months, did anyone steal anything
from you or take something of yours without your permission
while you were in school or on the way to or from school?

Ducring thz last two months, did anyone take anything from you
by force or threat of force (this is called robbery; or did
anyone attempt to rob you while you were in schkool or on the
way to or from schonl?

During the last two months, did anyone rape you or atbemot t
rape vou while in school or on the way tc or from school?

9




SAFE SCHOOL STUDY - INTERVIEW ATTACHMENT

!
HANDOUT 3

Words
grudge
threaten
marijuana
competition
nationalities //

racial minority

"uppers and
downers"

-3
\\




SAFE SCHOOL STUDY

STUDENT INTERVIEW

INSTRUCTIONS TO INTERVIEWER

Read the following information
: to the student

Lo

We nced to axt scme more informaticn about things that have nhappened d
to students that were too complicated to ask on the gquesticnnaire. So we
selected & small puber of you again, completely at rancouw. As with the
guestionnaire you filled out, everything you say will be confidentlal.

then we are finished, I will put this form into an envelope and we
will not identify you in any way.

Az before, participation in this study is voluntarv and vecu have the
right not to respond to certain or, all of the questions. Your participa~
tion is impcrtant to the study and we encourage your cooperation.

Do you have any guestions?
0.K., then I will go ahead. Some of .these gquestions may seem at first

like some of the onss you have answered before, but you will see the Aif-
ference as we go along.




QUESTICNNALIRE VALIDITY CHECKS

PART I

INSTRUCTIONS: GIVE THE STUCENT
HANDOUT SHEET A, AND THEM READ
B B i THE FOLLOWING: -

I. Here is a copy of four of the questions from the guestionnaire
you tock recently. You will probably recognize the guestions.
' Please read the first question and let me know when you are done.

A. What is the question asking you about? Tell me
in your own words.

~INSTRUCTIONS: RECORD THE STUDENT'S
- ANSWER BELOW-il

INSTRUCTIONS: IF STUDZNY'S 2NMSWER ]
7S ADEQUATE GO TO SECTION E O PAGE|
2. IF ANSWER INADEQUATE GO TO B.l

B. Maybe there is a word or £wo that you don't understand.
I am going to read the question., Tell me when we come
to a word you don't understand. OX?

INSTRUCTIONS: READ QUESTICY I
SLOWLY. RECORD ANY WORDS THE
- STUDCN? DID NOT URDERSTAND €N
THE LINES BELOW-V)‘

(word) {(word)

INSTRUCYTCRS: ASK THE FOLLOWLNG
y QUESTION -

{yo to next page)
Q i

| w377




o

C. If vou were going to tell a friend about this

question, how would you go about i
you say to your friend?

t?

Yhat would

VANSWER BELOW "l
\

INSTRUCTIONS: RECORD THE STUDENT'S

INSTRUCTIONS: IF PHE STUDEST STilLL
CANNOT GIVE YOU AN ADEQUATE ANSHER,
ASK THE FOLLO'-J.LLIG CUBSTICN - G
! Ne

D. If you wexre in my place, and were asking this question
of a friend who said he or she did not understend it,
how would you explain it to your friznd so that he or
she would understand it?

INSTRUCTICIS: RECORD THE 3TUCCDN™'S
ANSVIER BELOW -

INSTRUCTIONS: TIF THE STUDENT STILL

CANKOT GIVE AN ADEQUATE REEP ONSS

NOT PROBE FURTHER. GO TO SECTION
BELOW bl

1318

(go to next page)
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E. Some students have a hard time deciding about how to aizwer
the question which ashks about persons being attacked and
injured. I am going to read you come enample situations.
I want you to tell me if you consider any or all c¢f tnese
situations serious enouch to report on the guestionnaire
you took recently. Just answer YES or 0. Remewber,
answer YES if you think the exaiple is serious encugh to
report_on the questionnaire and HO.if you do not think it-
ie serious enough to report on the questionnaire. DO YOU
UNDERSTAND WHAT I WANT YOU TO DO? (repeat if not under-
stood) O0.K., let's start.

INSTRUCTIONS: AFTER READING
EACH EXAMPLE, REPEAT THIS
QUESTION - —=> Is this serious enouch to -

report on the questionnaire?

YES  NO
1. Somecne pushes you in the cafeteria line
2. Someone shoves you on the piayground

3. Someone pushes you so hard you fall <own

4. Someorr kicks you after pushing ycu down

1

EEOOO|
VOO

G

5. Someone hits you with a stick or beard

6. Two students are friends. Thev argue about
the rules of a game they are playing and
one student pushes or shoves the other (1)

N

7. Two students get into an arqument. One
student hits the other student with nis
fist, knocking him down oy C;)

®

8. Two students pass each cther on the way
home from school. One srtudent hits the
other student several times with his —~
fists or a weapon ki)

©)

F. How did vou answer the guestion about being attacked
and injured when you took the guastionnalzce?

NO (g6 to questicn 2 below)

YES (g0 to Detail Sheat T, Page 10)

(go to next
O

ERIC . » , ,

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:




IT. ©Now look at the handout sheet in front of you. Flease read the
second question and let me know when you zrz done.

A. What is the question asking you about? Tell me in
your own words,

INSTRUCTIONS: RECORD THE STUDENT'S
ANSWER BELCW —-l

4

INSTRUCTIONS: IF THE STUDENT'S ANSWZR !
IS APTQUATE, GO TO SCCPION E ON TUn |
NEX}' PAGE. IF AMSWER IS INADEQUATE,

GO TO SECTION B BELOW —:l

B. 'Maybe there is a word or two that you don't understand.
I am going to read the guestion., Tell me vhen we come
to a word you don't undezstand. CK?

INSTRUCTIONS: READ QUESTION 2

SIOYILY. RECORD ANY WCRLCS TEHE

STUDENT DID NOT UNDERSTAND GN
THE LINES BELOIV'J

(wora) (woxd)

INSTRUCTIONS: ASK THE FOLLOWING
" QUESTION

(§o to next pagz)

CERIC | | 350




C. If you werz going to tell a friend ahout this question,
how would you go avout it? What would you say to your
friend?

INSTRUCTIONS: RECORD THE STUDENT'S
ANSWER BELOW l
INSTRUCTIONS: IF THE STUDENT STILL
CANNOT GIVE YOU AN ADEQUATE AUSHER,
ASK THE FOLLOWING QUESIION

D. If you were in my place, and were asﬁing this questicn
of a friend who said that he or she did not understand
it, how would you explain it to your friend so that he
or cshe would understand it?

INSTRUCTIONS: K=CORD THE, STUDENT'S | - ‘
ANSWER BELOV -1
| \Cd
2.

H

INSTRUCTIONS: IF THE STUDENT 3TILL

-CANNOT GIVE AN ADEQUATE RESFONSE, x

DO NOT PROBE FURIHER, GO TO SECTION )
E BEELOW v \

(g0 to next page)
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r
E. How did you answer the quastion abcut stzaling
when you took the quustionnaire?

NO~——— (Go to question 3 below)

YES-———}(GO to Detail Sheet IXI, Page 149

III. Now look at the handout sheet in front of you. Please rcad the
third question. Tet me know when you are done.

A. ¥hat is the question asking you about? Tell me in
your own words?

4
INSTRUCTTCNS: RECCRD TUE STUDEJT'S
*ANSWER BBLOWQ

(4

<

ADEQUATE, GO TO SECTION E°ON TUE
AT PAGE. IF ANSWER IS INADLQUATE,
l GC TO SEC-ION B BELCW -

v

i INSTRUCTICNS: IF THE STUDLNT'S ZNSWEK
n <

a

B. Maybe there is a word or two that you don't understand.
T am going to read the question. Tell me when we cone
to a word you don't understand. OK?

.

INSTRUCTIONS: READ QUESTION 3

SLOWLY. RECORD ANY WCIRD5 THE

STUDENT DID NCOT, UNDERSTXID ON
THE LINES BELO’.-!—V)

{werd) {word)

(go to next page)
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INSTRUCTIONS: ASK [HE POLLCWILG |
QUESTION

how would you go about it?
friend?

»

INSTRUCTIONS: RECORD TiHE STUDENT'S
ANSWER BELCVW -2

If you were going to tell a friend about this question, .
what would vou say to your

INSTRUCTIONS: IF THE STUDENT STILL
CANNOT.GIVE YOU AN ADEQUATE ANSWER,
ASK THE FOLLOWING QUESTION

INSTRUCTIONS: RECORD THE STUDEMT'S
ANSWER BELOY

“

~

If you were in my place,-and ware ashing this guestion
of 2 friend who said that he or she did not understand it,
how would vou explain it to your Zrisnd so that he or she

would understand it?

(go to next page) -
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INSTRUCTIONS: TP 04T SIuUSTyT

57Te
GIVE Al ADEQUATZ PESPCUEL LO NOT

LL CAmUl
; ERCBE
FURTHER. GO TO SECIIOH E BELOW -

E. How did you answer the question {(question 3) about

robbery on the questionnaire you teok recently?
NO {Go to section G on Page 9)
YES ) (Go to section ¥ Below)

Al

.F. Some students mix up questions two and three. Please

look at these two questions. Question.two asks about
things stolen from you, and guestion three, asks apout
things taken from you by force.

.o ¢
Herz ara examples of things that could have happened

to you: \

-

' EXAMPLE

(1) you put a book dowvn on your dzsk and leava
the room for a few minutes. then you come
back, some( has taken the boock.

Is this an examplie of stealing or of
robbery?

. STUDENT RESPOHSE: STEALING (1)
, ROBSERY (i)

*  (2) You are sitting at your desk with a book in
your hand. Someone comes up to you and demands
that you give hiw the book or he will hurt vyou.
You give him the book.

Is this an example of Stealing or of
robbery? . .

STUDENT RESPONSE: STEALING
s ROBBERY

//
CON

(go to next page) ’ -
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(section F continued)

INSTRUCTIONS: GO TO DETAIL
SHEZT III ON PAGE 16

On the questionnaire, we used some words that many students may not aave

“ - understood clearly. I am going to give you a list of these troublesome
words. Please look at this list (give student handout B). Look at tne
first word on the list. What does it mean?

—

WORDS STUDZNT'S RESPONSE

grudge

threaten

marijuana R .

competition

nationalities

racial minority

"uppers and ’ :
downers™ )

When you were taking the
careful about ycur answuer
out what you had written

au estlopnavre, did you feel that you had to Le
r3 pecause you thought that someone micht find
down?

NO YES . Why did you feel this way?

L

Do you have any other feelings about the questlon“alrc, or soicthing th.t

you weuld like to say about it?

_NO YES WHAT?

END OF INTERVIEYW. JPLEASE THANK THD STUDENT FOR HIS/IER COOPLRATION:
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DETAIL SHECT -I - ASSAULT

How many times did this happen during the

last two menths?

Tires

INSTRUCTIONS: RECOFD DATA FOR THE TW
ONLY WHEN ASKING THE FOLLOWING QUESTIONS

O MOST RECENT IMCILEZRTS

MOST NEXT-TO-MOST
- RECENT RECENT
2. Can you remewmber the approximate dates
that these incidents occurred? .
Date Date .
3. What time of day did it happen? -
Time Time
4. Where did it happen?
v Where Where
5. How many persons were involved?
) Number Numper
INSTRUCTICUS: ZIP ONLY ONE PERSON WAS INVOLVED, ASK THE STJUDRSNT
QUESTIONS & THROUGH 14. IF MORE THAN ONE PERSCN WAS INVOLVED, *‘
GO TO QUESTICII 15.
6. About how 0ld was this person?
“  Age aAge
7. was the person a student zt your school?
Yes/No Yas/No
8. Of what race was this person?
: Race Race
9. What was the sex of this person?
Sex Sex
~ 16. Had you ever seen this person before?
Yes /o Yes/Ho
= ~ereeo Lo —Did.-you.know. the name of this_person? e
Yes/No Yes/No .
. 12. Did the person have any kind of weapon?
: - Yes/ilo Yas/iio

O

ERIC

GO TO NEST PAGE

I3
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CETAIL SHEET I - ASSAULT

4

INSTRUCTIC.S: IF STUDENT ANSWERS YRS 770 NUESTIIC,
12, GO TO QUESTION 13. IF STUDENUT ANSUIRS NO 15

NUESTION 12, GO TO QUESTION l4

xom

S

MOST NMEXT-1(0~MOST
RECENT Recent
13. what kind of a weapon did the person have?
Kind Kind
14. How did this person attack you?
Responsc: Most recent incident.
Response: Next-to-most recent incident.
. " :
INSTRUCTIONS: GO TO QUESTION 23
N\ »
15. How old were these persons? B
AGES B
16. How many were students at your school? _
= - Number Nurbar
17. How many were of your race? _ . _
Numker Number
18. How many were male? . -
Number Nunmber
19, How many were female?
Nurber Number
20, How many had you eveY¥ seen before? L
Number Number
21. Did you know any cf thewm by name?
; Yes/No Yes/Ho
" GO TO HEXT PAGE
104
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GRPai L SHELT 1 - ASSAULT

]

-

23.

24.

22.

NOST NEXP-TO-MOST
RECEUTD REeCnT
i =
Did any of them have weapons?
3 Yes/No Yes/No
INSTRUCTIONS: IF THE STUDENT ANSWERS YES _
QUESTION 22, GO TO QUESTION 23. IF THE
DENT ANSWERS NO TO QUESTION 22, GO TO
QUESTION 24,
What kind of weapons did they have?
Kind Kind
Kind Kind
Were you hurt or injured? -
Yes/Ho Yes/No ‘g
INSTRUCTIQNS: IF THE STUDENT ANSWERS YES TO
QUESYION 24, GO TO QUESTION 25, IF THE STU- ¥
DENT ANSWERS NO TO QUESTION 24, GO TO QUESTIONM
29 -
How were you injured?
Response: Most recent.incident.
Response: Next~to-most recent incident.
Did you receive medical attention? . N -
. ) Yes/No Yas/No
bid you see a doctor?
Yes/No Yes/No-
Did you report it to anyone?
Yes/No

Yes/No

INSTRUCTIONS: IF STUDENT AN3WERS YES T
QUESTION 28, GC TO QUESTION 29. 1IF THE

QUESTION 30

STUDENT ANSWERS NO TO QUESTION 28, GO 710

L

GO TO NEXT PACGE
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DOTAIL SHEET I - ASSAULY

MOST NEXT~TC~-#0ST
RECENT RECENT

©29. To whom did you report it?

30. Why didn't you report it?

END OF DETAIL QUESTIONM I

. : 106 “
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. DS¥ATL SHEET I -

1. How many times did this happen during
the last two months? ot

N

N,
N\

THEFT

STUDTNT FESSDIECS

r

?

- INSTRUCTIONS: RECORD LCAT2 FOR THE WO MOST RECENT INCIDENTS
WHEN ASKING THE FOLLOWING QUESTICNS
. \\
MO\ST NEXT-TO~MOST
RECENT RECENT
2. Can you remember the zpproximate dates \\
that these incidents occurred?
’ ' Date Date -
3. what time of day did it occur? . )
Time “Pime
4. Where did it occur? .
. Place Place\\\\
5. What was' taken? .
Item Item . ' \\
6. W¥hat would he the dollar amount ) N
~. needed to xerlace vhat was taken? . . i
Dollazs Dollars P
7. Were the things taken ever recovered?— :
. Yes/MNo Yeg/No- °
8. Did ycu repert the incident to anyone?
Yes/No Yes/No -
9. To whom did you report it? .
: Person Person ‘ \\
10. If you did not report it, why not?
END OF BETAIL SHEET II
- S -
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© 8.

7.

8.

DEYAIL SHERT III - ROBEERY

How many times did this happen during the
last two months?

REZPONSES

STUDENT

Times

INSTRUCTIONS: RECORD DATA FOR THE TWO MOST RECENT INCIDEHTS,
- {ONLY, WHEN ASKING THE FOLLOWING QUESTIONS ‘

-

GO TO NEXT PAGE

108

- MOST NEXT-TO-MOST’
RECENT RECZNT
Can you rerember the approximate dates
that these incidents cccurreg?
' Date Date
1
What time of day did it happen?
Time Time
Where did it happén?
Place Place
How many persons wcre involved? X
Number Nunier
INSTRUCTIONS: IF ONLY ONE PWESON WAS INVOLVED,
ASK THE STUDLNT QUESTICNS 6 THROUGH 15. OF
HORE THAN ONL PERSON WAS INVOLVED, GC TO
QUESYION 15.
about how old was this person? )
Age Age
Wias the person a student at your school? .
Yes/No Yes/No
Of what race was this rerson? *
Race Raqg




OLTAIL SHERT TIT - ROBRERY

z MOST  NEXT-TO -MOST |

RECENY RECLMT
9. Wnat was the sex of this person?
Sex Sex .
. 10. Had you ever seen this person before? —
Yes/MNo Yes/No
11. Did you know the name of this person?
- . Yes/No Yes/No
12. Did the person have anv kind of weapon?
. Yes/do Yes/No
13. WwWhat kind of weapon? . .
- Kind Kind

14, Did this person actually attack you?

Yes/No Yes/No
15. How did this person attack you?

Response: Most recent incident.

Response: liext-tu-most recent incident,

INSTRUCTICHIS: GO TO QUESTION

- L

16. How old were these persons? J,

AGES

17. How many ware students at your school?

Number - Nunmbex
18. How mary were of a aifferent race?
’ - Wimbexr Number

19, How many were malae?

- GO TO NELT PrRID
Q - 109
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s . deip e . yatepyer . .
Tonias s SHEET ITI -~ FLELETY - ~

N

A 4

1
MOST NEXT-C0-MCST .
CORPNY FEL
P ) RECFNY REGLRT )
20. How mary were femidle
—_— Number Nuwbor “
. \j N %
21. How many had you ever ceen before? ®
. : - ‘. Number Nuwher .
!
22. Did you know the names of any of them? ¢
) Yes/No Yes/No N
23. pid any of them have weapons?
. Yes/No Yes/No
~ . N -
24, What kind of weagons?
\ N Kind Xind
N ~N
25. ¥yhat was taken from you?*
Xtem Item
26. How much money? N
« Dollaus Dollars
27. What was the dollar value of the
. items taken from" you? . >
_. Dollars Doliars
28. Were you hurt or injured? . ’ .
Yes/Ro Yes, No
29. -How were you hurt or injured? )
e . .
Ragponse: Most recent incident.
Response: Nexi~to-most-recent incident.
20, Did you receive medical attention?
) ' Yes/MNo Yes/MNo *
31. Did you see a doctor? .
. L, . Yes/No Yes/No
32. Did you report the robbery to anyone? o o
i ) . Yes/No Yes/%o
- 33. Wko digd you report it to? -’
- Person Person
34. If you did not report it, why not? - » )

END OF DETAIL SHEET III ~ ROBBERY J -

ErIC 110 909 .
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N

r 8CARD OF EDUCATION
City of Chicogo
DEPARTMENT OF RESEARCH AND EVALUATION .
' 2021 NORTH BURLING STREET
Chicogo, lllinais 60614 e
Telephone 641-7300

. JOSEPH P. HANNON
Genero! Superintendent of Schools .
. )
L=TTER SENT TO TEACHER WITH TEACHER QUESTIONNAIRE ATTACHED
Dear Faculty Member: r
Enclosed with this letter you will find a Safe Schcols Questionnaire.
Prom a maste list of teachers in the Chicago public'schools, a random
sample of 2 00 names was obtained for the teacher sample.
. A3
We request that you ascist us by £illing out the instrument and re-
wturning it to us-as soon as possible. The questianaire is designed
to determine how safe from harm and personal less you are.while in
school or on the way to or from school. The survey is technically
called a "victimization seucy," and is similar to such studies con~
ducted by the ‘u.s. Department of Justice, and the Bureau of “the Census.
However, the focus of this study is on the teachers and students of
. the Chlcago school sy*tem.
. B Official records are unreliable when it comes to such incidents as
’ . theft, robbery, or assault. Many pcople do not report such incidents
for a variety of reasons. Hgwever, before action can be taken to ad-
' dress the problem of a safe gchool env1ronnent, the magnitude orf the
problem must be brotght to the attentlon of those responsible for _
' operation of the system. ° S
Pt . ~ . . - .
pheref&re, for your sake&as well as’'that of your colleagues, we urge
T you to,take the time to ¥ill out'the questionncire.
: " important. Respondents are anonymous. .
Instructlons are found.on page one of the instrument. Be sure to use
.a pencil, not a pen. When completed, merely replace the guestionnaizre
in the manlla envelopg? and return it to us in the mail rup. ¥ou
¥ s . will receive the reaults\of the survey in the fall. Thank you very
. much for “your coopera\lon.
e . _ s . )
i R - - -
. - Sincerely, .
' elicnl TR '«a/ww ’
S Edward-Tromanhauser—> B - -
/ Projec%<ﬂana,er
.Approved. . .
.Af/ ﬁﬂ’/ﬁ[ﬂ )
Irving rauc_, Director 3
1rtncnt of Research and Evaluation
» Y - &
: h*4z\:> Ny B . -
i . Elecanor Pick '
1‘ Deputy Superintendent, Field Services ]
‘ \‘L -

\ Plcg‘sc Think Children!

. 112
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‘ GAFE GCHOOGLS sTUDY ‘.

N . TEACHER CGUESTIONNAIRE :

' ‘ ? EDARD D. NUCATION - CITY OF CHiC/\GO = COFYRIGHT 1‘ O

TUUTITRISETR ST O T I - oIt R Ta ST SR

We are as-urs paneipads, Yeachers, and stadents in our schools to tell us their cApen-nees,
with vandaiisn, pereonal atiaciks, and thléivin schaouls, Each group has its own peiLpaLiva onaie
moblem ¢! 1z own nordicular r:oncorv. The information provided by teachicrs 1s crucial to
nnderstanding the nature a:.d extent ¢ o

i this problem in schools.

h
* You are part ‘of a sample of two thausand teachers v/ho have been randormly selecte:! to
~—" .
v-mticipate in this study. Your participation is \_lg_lu.xtar_\_/_ and you may decline to answur
. ceitain or 2l of tho ¢uestions in this questionnaire. However, your participation 1s

important 1o the validity and suzccess of this study and we encouragje your full couneration,

Thic qusstio: m"nrc win ten 12d to B2 ainonvmous: Please do not put vour name onit. No natn 2. o
incividuals will be used in any reports oi this survey.

AY

flecse {ry 1o complete the questionnnire as soon as pos ble aird return iU vitlun the ne.t

‘

N INSTRUCTION:

This questicnnnire wili b: scored by optical scarnring. To reqund to a quastio z., fill in ‘m
. numbered cicle o the right of the ayestion, using a No, 2 or softer pancil. Do not uxe
Lot /,’
M a— v r s
. ; . ’ BEGIN
ﬂ\‘/_\MF‘!_.E._C!UESTlO_Ig_: N
o How-tall are your / i
\ {F1:L MY ONLY ONF [3UIMBER) - 1. Are you;
Iy ~ ;
Ungor fie foet . . L e Y Mate Y Frrele 2
- Paticed fve Gntl Sua bt e ‘2
Over sv 12y . e 53} 2. Fill in the number that bost describes you.
£ v of the guastions are "opea o .ded,” that is, you v.1il b Arencan Int2nor Alasiin Notive . L
ezked to wiite i « - answer. Asitn fvucncan of Pacd ¢ Islander (Cheroon
: Japanese, Huvaanan, eicy . [
ERAMPLE QUEST T . Spaash-Amencsn ficacan, Puerts £ uin Cuban o '
How many years hase you been 1 whing? othar Latin Amencan) . B . 23
Black or Alro-Amencan (other :h’-r’ Span'f‘h
{answer) ~
- . Amencan) ... . ... G e e 4
T White (ther thae Spomsh-Amencan; 5
K 3 What ig your school unit numbor? Cthar (spaaify). . £
2 3
. s | L -
* 4. In what 5, How many years have ¢ Huwmanyy~ o0 T
' year were . you br en icaching you teggt felr o -
- . U.‘.'s'.' HUNBER vyau born? n thic sehionel? or F15?
/ ’ \ ' 7 e
e R "x‘!' }' } - ""[ et — g e o vy T i
. -
A I I o . - T
- - " W N > h + (Y v
! i ! “ i ! L ~ .
; L] H ; H 1 ‘ | RN 1] ¥ i '
! T - : : : : PR I
i ! A : i I i
Py o8 T s .y } 3 3 | I
! ! N . i i
{ L i 3 i o= \ 4 . 4 : - 4 ‘ a - B !
’ | ! [ I« oo ; i N .7
. L1 R oo . i . t e =
l i H ) $ ! i X i . i ‘ S~ /
: : T ia 4 P
t : : ! : ! B ' . L i R
' ' : N { i
; N H | i ! : . i { '
[ -—m e .!-*...a [ SR | -..._.A_._J_‘i | SUNRY SR,
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.
N N
v
-
£

-~ » <
7. What1s the lugrrst leval of cducaticr yau have attaned?

baebplat’s dusgen . . e e A
Loty radudte O 1S ) . i
10 ter o degroe { . Uy
C . Couarsty eyons *he 17 st § deaeae e N
Thirtysix Durs bogan o A tes 5 degree L. cen . ’."“'
0 s degree fae s e e .' ...... P T‘.:
Otz " pec.iyl . O . N ‘:7)

8. In what school progrim do you do mo-sg of your tcaching?

{FILL N AS MANY AS APPLY) .
R e nr e aree mameaaens @
Commercial of BUSIESS  oovvenvvnnnn i 2
Musae ur at - . ,...'.‘.@)
Trode arandostnet 205 0 Lo . . fen s . G)
Spec-at cducaon Chh mewxanaemn . e 4
Phyael edueaton . .o feraEeEsrr ey saeae ®
fleeding & L‘mgudgfz shatls Pacluding foremgn) ...l ‘3}
Seence salls ..., v e reeereeaaean e D
Other Lupuolyl . e e e e e e e e (9\,'
8. Al wshut grade lovalic) do you currently teach?
{FILL I 25 MANY AS APPLY)

Kiadorgarten ... ... . . .7#: Grade9 . . ..... . @
Grade 1 “ vevre v cecannn A0 Grade 10 Lla........ 00
Grade2 .oovr e n oD Grade 11 L.l D
Grode3 ...... . . . ‘T‘ Grade 12 @
Gi3d2d itk aininnn. O Spedal 8. 1ay..ey.. D
Grade 5 fusrcuvin. ...t Other [speedy): @
Grede 6 ... .. e E

Graoe 7 ..... . B ¥

Grede € i iisiir s J:!:)

10, I» co;mpaoing the scheol in whi‘c'h you teach. with the
neighborhood surrounding the schoo!, which of the
folldwing stataments comes closest to your own beliefs?

{FiLL it CMLY ONE RESPQNSE)

a Tha sclool i 3 s3%er environment than the
aapindutn ~2 ereivaaann P
I e neigiibe £02d 0 8 saloe enviiorenent than the

L@

sedvzol

e s FEREY e wr eennen
¢ THe n.bool ard the neighborhood are equally safe
[RUKBTN, (TS e e ke e eeaen )]

d. ihvschoo .t 1 1me amghburbood wre vaually unsafe

Vi anenle . P

11, In your opinson hews much of a problem aro vandalism.

Potat il sttack s aad theft in the neighborhood

srdsande i) yoor 20 al?

fevimes 1 ¥ 1
AV e N fauly Very
B 1% Luh
Y ot

12. How wooutd you rate the foliowing proviem. =t your school®

% hot  fistVery alely  Very
. g Sennus Szuouy Senous Ser s
a Fightino gangs ) R -
b. Alcohol use by students .. ... . GJ \:;) \’.;.’ Z
¢ Other drug use by students . ....... G) Q\’ @ G_
’ ¥
d. Intruders {outsiders) i budding ... QO @ @ X
e. Verbal threats from students . ... ... @ @ @ ‘.‘/:'
f. Likelihood of being assualted and
(I HTTLT: . PP © B C) B € @
0. Possibility of sexual assualt L 2 & &
h. Destruction of schoo! propeity ..... . @ @ )] '\4:
i. Theft of school prooeity ..... A G) @ @ @3
.
j. Theft of personal property ...... ... @ CZ, (5) G,‘
k. Carrying of wcapons b'y students . .... o & & @
.
I Other {specfy): ...... e rareeanens @ @ @,‘- (‘\,:
13. Probably the most unsafe place in my school for
teachers is: .
(FILL IN ONLY ONE)} -
Classropm ....... messenr o e e aeaane C‘:
Washtoom ... vouans e ameanas e AR ....{Z.‘
T HalR 07 Staits L aiuiuieiecnenanns v ceaeseraereaens Y
Gym or l0CKer-fOOM .. vvcurvvnvrrenanncanns .(5
Cafeteria/lunchroom ......couxnsennznsns e R (5.:
Playground ....cvveevnenn vnaonnn ‘l?
Parkingdot ......e.uinn. feeesiaiaereaes . R ¢
Other {spacifyl: .. .... . . . . - . D
14. Probably tho.most unsale piace "1 my school for
students is:

/ . (FILL £N ONLY ONE} ]
Clagfronm  ....... Wk ke emeeaxnaas . A
WESHIO0m v, ey ceeceiinaens z
Haflo:staus enie eamer camrewaanaaa. v e e Ea
Gymnaswimlocker room . .
Cafotene lunchroom .. ..., e e N

s Playground . .. .. ; e xe .
Patkinglot . ... ... ... . .k !
On 1chaot bus . e e e '
Other ispeed,} . ;3 ._"

f

(i ILL N GPLY ON& MUSABER FOR EACH LINE)

. 5
~ Moder

3qQy ,




. o
16 Howv would yon rave th; folfovan g at your schoot? 17. Dueng the last two mueoths did fnyone steal theags
of yaurs irom «our dusk, coat! purse, clo.ot, or -
(FILL 1) G Y ONE NUMPER 1R EACH LiNE) oibar place whiie you wera 1in school or on schodl
. N Ny :h’;:‘ prajernty? 4
Lo naate Adegu,te Adegaats
a Scha o teturty Aeengements ,‘- ";,: 3 N ) i
INSTRUCTIONS: IF YCU D0 NQT HAVE‘ANYTHI.‘.'G
« ty Darao! atientae 10 Lacunty h:\d . . STOLEN FROM YOU I THE LAST TWO MONTHS, FILLIN
distupton protlems AN @ 2 THE NUIMBER 1 AND GO ON TO THE NIXT QUESTION.
IF YOU DID HAVE SOMETHING STOLEN FRCM YOU IN| °
¢ Follow-up on reportad * ) THE LAST TWO MONTHS, FILLIN THE NUMBER“27 AND
. modeats L. EURRY D o, PROSEEDTO ANSWER THE REST OF THiS QUESTION
¢ Student discipling
procedut s AN N ® :ﬁ_" «
- o
e Baghing given you on (_’; NO —» (Go on to queshon 18, pige 4) “ ’
R ¢ =z phndry preblems . L. L. ":l:‘- @ {5) A. . .
" @ YES ¢ {Go on to 8% . .
16. At your cclinel, ey school hours, how safe do you fesl 8. Hovr many times? . E
fratn personal attacks involving pers.bie injury in each of (FILL IN ONLY ONE NUMBER) ,
the following pricas: : ORCE ..t vl i i e Ceen e 0
, TWICE vuinnennincren.vnns I, Ces .":2:' .
(FILL 1N OiLY ORE NUMBER QR EACH LINE) Thres times .....oveuenenenneneun. o seneaman @
Very Fairty Fairly Very ) More than three imes ..., ..... feaewm rrrennax :‘,
Unsafe Unsate  Averana Sels Sate
’ INSTRUCTIONS: ANSW;'EH THE FOLLOWING QUESTIONS
3. Yeur classr_com while . CONCERNING THE INC!DENT IN WHICH YOU LOST THE
| teaching o @ LOTNN O ® MOST MONEY OR ITEIAS WHICH WGULD COST THE
{ MOST MONEY TO REPLACE.
b Empty
claguroams . £1 ‘f_;‘ ':,‘ @ @
. f C. Whot was the dolar amount of your loss?
o Hotveys and $
dars L, .. ‘.’5) @ ?/ @ L@
o . ! {emounty <
; « Student _ D. What was taken?
; lunchroomn ... (V) @ @ ® & {FILL IN ALL THAT APPLY)
Money .......... ceeen B Clothing ..., {6
’ ¢ Resuvoms used by Purse/wallet ... ........ @ Keys .......... ’:7\,
4 students .. ) @ 0] @ ® BOoOkS ........ veeenn 53 Othertsneety) | 19
; Supplies ... ....... ';\
L tf..x'g-:-s o r¢siraoms used by Lunch ... ...oa. L. :5\
b terhers g (2) a3 0 & E Where did this occur? ,
- R {FILL IN ONLY OME NU2ASTY)
g Leuxer reom of Classroom .. .. ...... a Playground R
Hen .. s (_2_‘. o @ ‘:5) Cafetersx funchroom | . ;f?} Gym ... .. .0
Washroom ... ...... . 731 Locker .. . .
- K Pattareg lalt staus ... L. ‘ Grhiwr e G0 L
Yot D 2, 31 R 8 Patig ot ., ... .. 2 f
0 —
v Prewnemn outa st allag)
R o r g &) F. Whon did this vccur?
: [FILL IN Q1LY ONE MUIALER)
; g % e 7 t Befor s regubar sit ot hoo ot * . )
Ce f . . < e Buon? o0 Bogls, Lot banen 4
: (" T - e Banatheach
Q e e e ” Durcd s sl hoges aft e onch
v E MC LT R S A TR [N L L -
T T 15
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'ERIC

£,

18.

G. wd you el umyoea vhaut iv?
YYes N 7 N0
Whomn tid yeis el - Rircause.

» (HLL B ALL THAT aPpiLy;

Froipt Lt s ¢

TSl prLet 7 Letempostant ... .. .0
Szonalsccunty 5, oo 3. Nothimg woald be dore £

. s =

Hion feprusSatatve W Nubody elres anyway A
Charteachar « ... . 8 Alradt . ...... s o
Faend .. AN Forgot ..... PR .{'—;)
Pot:ce -:"*‘;' Cthers fwhy) . .., ..... f.:,‘)
Othor (wnom)? P 7

Durite the lzst tvee moains did anyonc take anything from
you by force or tareat ¢l lorce winiz in school or on
schoul property?

[RSTHUCTIONS. IF YOU DD HOT 1iAvs ANYTHING TAKEN
FHGIAYOU B¢ FORCE OR "HREAT or FORCEIN THELAST TWG
FMOETHS FILL N THE NUBXBER 1” AD GO ON TO THE IEX
QUISHON. IF YCU [0 HAVE SOMETHWIG TAKEN FROM YOU
BY FORUF OR THRCAT CF FOBCE 1 THE LAST TWG MONTHS,
FILL IV THE NUNEER ~2” AND PRGTEED TO ANSWER THE
REST OF THIS QUES 110N,

’G,. HO —» 1Go v questhion 19, page §)

A. :
(2 YES §

B. How many tifhcs?

{FILL IN OrLY OME MUNBER)

Once i e e [ ':'-‘
Teace ..., . . ..., - . "'é‘
Magatimes .. . L L L o @
teee thar shree umas . . Ceer e Y

)

IHSTRUGTIONS: ANSWES THE FOLLOAVING QUESTIONS
CCI:CERNING THE HICIDENT IN WHICH YOU LOST THE MOST
MONEY OR ITEMS WAICH WOULD COST THE MOST MONEY.

C. What was the dollar amount of vour o552

S
{amount)
D. What was taksn?
(MiLL 122 ALL THAY APoLY)
Meary . L. 1 Clothsng , . ........ A
Pucrgtiot | R A S 7
Boms L. L, L, = Oibe ooy ..

Sappraon ... . 4

Lurzh f

£ Wi ree dud thos dcwe?

(FILL 10 QALY GNP LuaaLny

¥ vy LI & KR AN 1) . v
[ LR D - . r
P ta A S e
e ey LIS LT § ' 3
P % * e, € relemey)

F When did this coour®

: {(FILL It} ONLY OJIE NUMBER)
Bafore teguiar sehool beur, e L
Duning s.badi hours. beture lunch . R &
Dunng luneh . . . . ..., e e e 0
Durning school hours, after tunch . ...... P (.‘:?
After regular school hours .. ..... e e "

G. How many persons were involved?
(FILL IN OLY ORNE NUMBER)

Oneperson ...... ... ........... ... PP AR
Two persons ... v, karaaeeaa Ceker i2}
More than two persons .. .. ..... Piea aeaaa . 2\

H. What would:you guess to he the ages of the person{s)
who rebbed you, or attempted to do so?

0f schioot agé (under 19 yearst . ......... e vae (:':
An adult bayond schuolage  ......iuiiinn.. .. RO

N

L I you were robbed by one person, was that perscn,
{FILL-IN ONLY ONE NUMBER)

About 1Gto i2vyearsold . .................. .1, .\f.‘-)
About 13 t0 14 years ol ..... Cr it aiaeaean é)
About 15t0 i6yearsold L. ..t ' @
About 37 to 18 vyearseld ............. W 0
Morethan 18 vyearsolu . ...v.vvinnnnnnnnrn s (i"

J. Do you ;(now if the person(s) involved were studonts
at your school? ’
{FILL it ONLY ONE NUIBER)

Yes, studentsatmy school .. ... ov.vunn o.... P .{D
No, nut students at my schoal . ...... e el @
I think they were students at my schoel ... ..... R "-':‘
Some w/ere students at my schoo! ..... ...... . :/
Idon'tkacw .......... P karasraaane P teas e . \:5;'

K. Were you hurt 2t injured during the
robbery?
& ves () NO ~+ (Go to “N* on page 51
if yes:

L. How were you injured?
{TILL IN ALL THAT APPLY}
Iwas sheved rpushed ... ., ..... . .. !

1wos it vath fots .. bR

b wis Jasked |, e e e e . el

b was b vithi g sueh of Lo ood . N .

Paiin Bit vath 8 s of 2000t

v it vethh @ Stang, rock 37 briek L L., <

P wae cut of stabbed C. . - 7
-2

Fweds bt
Other (ahor?®

309
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Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

: .

M.V you hart el enojh thai

(FILL, {7 A0 RWANY AS ALYy X3 3
‘{ll'i “aed 'd: I S I PR * ’
Youvient tou b oo 1 .
You viete blaord sy o 4
Youwhat g bk al g e
Tau hiad 10 stoy tome 1:9m sehal . 3 N

. Did 7 ny of thosc who robled you have weagnons,
such as knives, sticks, guns, etc.?
RO 4 vES
if yer Wh3at hisd of wenponts. did they have?

o~

0. Did you tesl anyone about it?
. ¥ a o~ ,
JOYES &K,
Whom did you tail? Because:

(FILL 12 ALL THAT APPLY)

Prinzpat . L
Asanbant prncgrol Y N mpaoriant . . L. L, .. /',\.
Saoot secunty person 30 Nothing would be done ... .(5)
U~on represeniative . .4 Nobaay vorus anyway ... '3}
’ Othar técher . % Atead 1o ea st ‘:‘_\'
Friend = .. ..., Y S TS
Pobice ............. 2+ Other ivihy)® .. oo\, e
Dthar (whom,? o
19. Durinz tite last two months did anyonc attack you or

thraaten to attack s injure you at scheo! or on the
way {6 or from schocl?

T

\rree
"

INSTRUCTIONS: IF VWERE (JOT ATTACKED OR
THREATLNED WITH ATTACK AND INJURY 1IN THE LAST
TWO LIONTHS FILL 1M THE NUMBGER *1* B:LOW AND GO
O TO THE NEXT QULSTION INDICATED, IF YOU WER:’:
ATTACKED OR THREATEMED WITH ATTACK, FILL IN THE
NUWMBER 2" BELOW AND CONTINUE ANSWERING THE

RESY OF THIS QUESTIUN,

#

. B
i RG —» 1Co to j rweshon 20, page B

(ray
h

YE ;
oy
B. \Were yuu actudily attacked and injured, or was this

4 enly an atiemst ic do s0?

| R R T RV IE P VTR | e . A
TEQw W s dn e a0t sxpy, . PR 2
C Huw nrany times Cud B hapgan duning the last
two monthe?
LGt Iy ONE)Y
. U LA (10N (N .t
. T AL oetr ot s B 1y ~
I

TO HAVL I'{EN tAGS T SERIOUS

WISTRLCT S ANSWWER 11k FOLLOWIG GULSTIONS]
CONCLRMING THE ONE INCIDERT WHICH YOU CONSIDE |

v

D. Where did it take plice?
{FILL IV ONLY ONE)

Clussroom T At schuol sibletsic event kA
Washrasmt ... .. 2 0 seieecalk next o scha 3
Gy lnacker oo | '3, On way 1o 0. from schogl 3
Coteterasiurchezom . .37 Other tsbee ) 16
Playgraund . ‘:
Pastang lot .| . a\?;
E. When did 1t take place?
{FILL IN ONLY ONE)
Before reguszr sehool bours . L. .. L. L. AL
During schogt finars, before lunch e R
Dunaglunen .. ... . ..., r e . a7
Duting schoo! hours, afterdunch ........... “
Afier regular schaob howts . ... ..., e xa .(?,
F. What provoked the attack? !
(FILL IN ALL YHAT APPLY) .
Argument . L. L., .. rraeen Hxaaaaras x miex ‘L
GIUEGE ..rv it teet it e e e . 2
Claséroom discrphine peeliem ... ..., ..... @
Questiomng student n hall . .., . e viiinrcnnsen ‘-
Questionipg au' aderm Bali .o, oo iiininon, X
Dispute with pacentor guardian ... ........... A
Don't know . e et e :'L
" »

Othor {spesiiv} . ...4 . .iv oo ol ..

.

G. How many persons attacked you, or attempted %o do 502

(FILL IN ONLY ONL NUIMBER)

One persorn . SRR PRPPN r o aexevsaian
"TWO PErSONS .. .. e iiiiinnaee. aeemenans

Three perscns e i amamataceran PR

Morte than Bhirse POISUNE .. .iaeiin.nn s PN

H. How many c¢f thase attacking you wece;

———— ]
H)
tiale Female ]

L. How many of those attacking you weis not of your riaco?

[

J. It you were . tiacked by one perwon, was that por-on:
Al 300 0 joaes

VRALET ]

-
=

Alcat ]
At

ANl

tul

A RS I T LT
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K How would veu deneidie the petoans }weho atiacknd yng?
{00 B ALL THAY AL 6

Poocot " Gutten At
T ser L0 g oy ‘5
S e 3 L ]
) L. Wer; you buet badly encugh Jhats
{FILL 1) 2LL THAT APPLY} yes no
You <aw a doctor e ngtie . ., EAPIE ¥
You wentto a hotp 1 ., R O £y
« You v.orgubleda -y ., L. S
Yeu had a broven bare . G/ '3
You Had 16 stey Pome from-schwol , . ,.,... (') \"~“
5 M. How ware you attasked?
(FILL BN ALL THAT APRLY; -
Las shvecd Y fvaseor ke (e
I vaas bat with fiste 2 Otivs bow?y | e
) vers Riched | Iy
i was cut ¢r stabber KX
N. Do you know if the persan{s} who aliacked you or
threatened you, weie students at yvaur school?
. {FILL IN CLLY ONE FHIARER)
S - Yas, studsnts-at-my-schosi—, . .. . . ORSE <)
No, not students at iy school . .....,..... e G 7
1 thiek they were studends at my schoo!l .. ..., . . .f;/‘
Sanie ware students at m;school ........... Ceeearean ‘.’4:
Pdomthnow . ... L. e (2:
’ 0. Did uny of thos.. who aitacked you, or threatened to
attock you, have ary weapons, such as Knives, sticks,
guns, ¢t¢.?
I ves Gy no
If y2s: What Find of veonpon(s) did they hava?
P. Cid you reps rt it ta anyone?
U vEs | ’ & No g
To vshoin did you repart it? Bacause:
(FILL I ALL THAT APPLY)
Princpal ..viinite. D)
Astistan! principal . ....... ,‘E) Notsmpeortant ........ . G;
Schaat secunty naison . ;?\ Nothing Lowd ba cone {7
Umon represeiative s @ Nobody cares anyway \3, A
Olter taacher ... .08 Afeaidlo  L...........) 0
Fized [ ..?? Ffl:gut e setasarans Y-‘:;;'\
Pebrce ., | L., :7. Cinue ywhy?y ..., . {‘_e-',
O:higr fbpny s :“
- i
{
e 20. D-\gm: 11k fast two montha, did GRYGI tape you or

altomyt to 1ape yny while 11 sehoot or on the way
to o1 ivo a achaol?

INSTRUCTIONS 1FYGU LV ERE NOT A oan i‘HHSi\fENEDf
Wi BAFE N THE LAGL C WO 30 THA S L i Nll:,’.m;uf
TIURLLOVIANIC GO 0L TOTHE NLKT QUL JINDICATED
IFYCU ALERT 07000, Gl AN AVIZOIRT W4 MADE T
L 0F YU, U CHIE UL I TLLOW AN
L_t‘z SHLUE AL "_{2&’“5'}" QU STON

el R el o Y . T e ar— o it et ®

1K)

o 3 ¥ rm—
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P
r b3
P RU s iGu te queshion 21, page 7) { |
A H
2 e .
B. i yes;
Waus this just an attompt to INpe you oy Wule yau 2etualy
rapcd? . .
Alempted rage . s e . K] ’
Acwol rape . 2 .

1
INSTRUCTIONS: ANSWER THE FOLLOWING QUESTIONS :
CONCERNING THE INCIDENT. l

C. Where did this take place?

5 [y
Classtoom .. . ..,.....%"1) Playground | .- s

ki
Washroom . ... ..... 'z Partang lot ?

Vg
Halt staes ..., ........3: lounge ..,.......... PR

x [y N

Gym/iogker toom ... ..., | (‘: + Bunlding entranze .S

P -
Lunchroont . ..... + - a8 Otbar {specifyl o

'
A

-D: When:did-this-take-place?——~— - -

Betore reqular school hours .. ., .. PR vres xerewa . .;’_D
Duning regular school hours, before Junch . .... ... P ‘?
Dunngluach ................ P . @
Curing regular schuol hours. afser lunch .. ........ . (5 1
Aftar regutar schon! hours ....... S veen 53 Tt
E. How many persons were involved?
One person . ...... iree e et e seeaenaean P . .Q:.
Two persons . .’ ........ e arn veaasemann “ @
More than tw:s persons .. ... P e aer e )
F. What would you guess to ho tho age of the person(s)
involvad?
15t 2nd 3rd
Perton  Peren forsop
Ot school age {under 15 yearsy .. ..., iy e
Adults beyond school nge e @ @ 0
C. Do you kunow if the parsan(s) invoived were stindents at
your school?
Yes, stedentls; at my school . . ..,.., e L. T
No. not stuctentisi at sy schocl . L7
Some were sisdants at my school ¢
Oonotknonr . . ... ... ... .. ..., ’
il. Did you scok - dical attenticn?
{FILL iN ALL THAT A0PLY)
O YES 2 NO
Whara? AVhy not?
Ho« patad . . - L Notenponant
Duetor . 2 Ashenned :
Buree 3 Ay '
g . T Freyg N
O ¢4 v ¥ G Lt
re S o
| | -
e vt - e anrrm e+

=t

401 '




* k2
K .
N
s ’ . Did you repert it to unyone?
TAYES § @uo |
N To whom did you refnrt it? Because:
TFILL IN ALL THAT APPLY)
Puncipal |, ..... e axnraen e remmaraeeean Q,‘ NOLIMPOMANE ... cvwvur sxrxrnnens xevsnrnonnn ;:
. AssHlant PaNCP3l L . L i e as s ar ey @) Nothing would he dong ............... ke s 2
Scheo! security peraon Ceveraany .(3,\/ Nob:ody Cares anyway ..... .v. 2o veransssannes -’!:
i Union 1epfosentalive ... ... ceiniricnneens R J.“J Aftadto ...... . [ . «
L g T3 o, @ FOrgol . . . i maxaaean 3,
, Friead s e e e e e e eeaaeaneaae (5:1 Other (specy):  ......... ces T s
' POCE . viiiiiiie e e eraeareaeanen P ) r
' Other {speaify) Ve eee eaeennn . & ~
.
. . R . ‘
21. Duning the last two manths have you personally observed students in your school:
. (FILL IN ONLY ONE NUMBER ON EACH LINE)
i ) : Never Seldom  Ofen
! 2. Vandalizing SCIIO0] Proserty ... niinrnirnnrnnrrasnnsrnssannnns e xn e fees st . @ :7-) 1
b, Alcohol mse Ly Stuaeets o oo in i e et a e e e re et b e e -@ \3) @z
3 ¢. Other drug use by studants ....... ..... N e rvaeraes eewaerssersarrans s e rrairaeeaees . lD @ ‘3,
\ d. Catrying edpons 1a $rhodl L iuvu i ivsiv v ra i iaas e e reneieariaeeananan ® ) &
¢. Wrom Lbeligve to he “ingh’ on some drug or alcohol .. ........ et aesaamtearaaen CerreereaaaErans @ (2,, 3_,
f, Who wppegs to be wendrenng the halls ... .. frrranrnamrcn ey PR P Crviera i raan @ :';‘ \3:/
9. Frabting with e2ch Gther .. . vsciiinrssnsiannarcssvacvnsrein,s e e, KO 2) N
h. Sicaling from onc another ............ P ke eaea e iaearesan \ff) 2} ‘?‘
22, Do yeu report: . .
’ {FILL IN ONLY ONE HUMBER ON EACH LIXE) ’
Never Scidgm  Often
a. Verbol thraals rnade by students .. ........... e e xameeara st ekt @ \“_f:‘ 3
1 B, Verbal threats made DY PAIENIS .. vin tevvnrxnes conmernoarrsasxnasnses seass samnens e O] t) 3
1 c. Assaulsinvolvieg phyasicat contant ..o erakaaEua e s  eEeaeaes eees o xmaEaasn @ \'2} ‘ 3';
.‘ d Assaghts mvolving ainguty ... ..., Wr e es e [ PR [ @ E i\
s e. locwdents of sapdahsm . .. ...... bk r A KR xR A EE R Ry e raeaeseavErceraanaea @ 2: 3
i~ f. Useof @ashmtmische l oL L. ... PN ek kenek a aa wveins v Meree wxeahe (‘) QT
i g. Ure ol oiler grpgs in eubool L. PR e eraaxe xw v awesmeaatarenasvaree peaea wmans Q) 2 3.
! ! h Canryng vegapcrnan . haol L., FRTTe Carr e . P . 2 Q) 2, k)
. e et e+t e e e e o -
L . ¢ )
s
¥
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1 A ruText provided by Eric

23. How-often do >y e..ch ol the fullovnag o ccue at yoar <= hnol?

(MLLIN Ot Y 2 NUMBER O LACH LML)

Abaut”  h'sne Of
Oceaswon: it The
*lever ally The Tune Tooovm

w Testhers »e i gt gl 7t e aaaamatey 6n et lem students

Ly the schinot > Fr L siretan ce e .. R 2 ‘3 : 5
b Teonhers he oo oF ot pre Blem g Jenta o6

rti or 1nachor . C e v e e o & 73, s “

-~ . - -

.. Tot=ners mantya contiol in class v e ©oae e . Ry » 2 v o4 12
d. Outsidors (35 43 an,whare in ths w00l without

bemng stopped . ....... e - cee e e )% 2 3 : [

: T N . \ ' Foajls 0 "2 (3 3 [
e Adults {teachers, other siulf, o purents) menitor tha katls ., . . 3 <
. ¢
) N ~a N o »
M. Farert volarte s g ot echool da vy theschool daw ... .. F R 2 3 ‘. H
L)
24. Following are 10 st.te.aunts about scl.a0is, trachars, aud pupils, Please incicate your personal oputioi. abaut aach
statement by marking tho aoprovriate nunber at the iight of each statement.
* Strongly Strongly

a. Pupils are usus®v not c2pable of <alving thewr probienys threugh

1091001 TE2S0BING  + . vesianneansraeassonesonnean vrannses nnes aeane S0 JO R @ ER 2
. b Beginning teactiers are not hikaly to-maintain stnct ennugh;conl-’ol *
over theig pupita ... .. ' (‘J ?:/ .: 1 E
¢. The bes! princizal yives enquestoiang < :pport to teachars in - .
dizuptining pupils ,', ................ AT EA @.-‘ (4:‘; 5
d. It s josufiable to havs pupils tecta many fasts abouttsubjects evan if )
they hava no inTaudiaie IPPIEIUON « . uvaravrrses crprennnrecnnircensnnes [y @ . & @« s
¢ Beng friendiy with papils often lewtis them to become 190 d
e e SRR () | 2 '? & s b
{, Studént govertrents ¢.¢ @ good “sstety valve™ but st sald not have ’ .
much influenze ~a xchooipolicy . ...... Crr e eemxaaaeny amxaax PN CR :‘: '2:' _!:-' \‘_‘: %
g. i & puntuces eheiuie of profane laniguage in scheodi. it mant be
coradsred Fe sl 2BNSe L L Ll e e veeaeaneans e s f‘, i :') ‘\?’; { 8,
h. A fov pupils 2eemust :,;‘:ixng hoodiem and should be treated "
fac.:m(hng'y ....... R R R :‘: \:",\1 6)‘ ’3; s
t. «A pupil who destroys senool maten.! or property shouid be severely
potmerdd Ll L 0 e Pk tresaaentaeaa mesavssrrre wrey ....@ -':*/' @ ‘-?.’ “5\’ ’
jo Pepis oflen mushhave in order 1o make the teacher ‘
B VRSP UURRY £) ) “ w

Disagree Disacrec Undecided  Agure

paree

25. What nieasut®s veould you racoramand to schools) having .roblems with vandalism, pb:;o..:"l attecks, and thaft? (Use

othicr sheets o necessaryh N -

an

26, b thete snythag tra: you would ike ta say about the «opius of questions on LS qu

it fedldud),

aetivaunaire? What? {AL eaitay et

r— e,

THE. COMPLETLS 110 QUESTIONIMIAL, THANK YOU FOR QUL TV ARD SOCPFRATION
PLEALE FETWGY THE QU ST AL, By THL ERLUQSED LNVEL ()Pi',. T THE 4t RILR (O USLAN ERUT (TI0%
’ TG WFST WeMulLL, CHICAGO. ’s'."\lt RUN‘.:G. -
120 ‘

e




PRINCIPAL QUESTIONNAIRE (Q3)

<




BOARD GF EDUCATION
City of Chitago
DEPARTAENT OF RESEARCH AND EVALUATION
- 2021 NORTH BUKUNG STRLETY

Chicogo, Illinois C0514
> TYelephone 641.7300

LE'!'TER SENT TO PRINCIPAL WITH PRINCIPAL QUESTIONNAIRE ATTACHED

Dear Collecague:”

Enclosed with this letter is a Safe Schools Study Questionnaire
for Principals. As you know, we have been adninistering questionnaires
to students for the past three months. In addition, we have mailed
questionnaires to a lavge sample of teachers. But we still nced in-
formation from the third important segment of the school populatiorn

- =---the principal. - ’

Please take the tine how, at the end ¢f this school year, to f£ill out
the questionnaire and return it to us. Since our sample of principals
is smallt, each instrument not returned means an important information
loss. Juct return the "completed instrument in the envelope provided,

to the Safe Schools Study, room 208, Department of Research and Evalua-~
tion, 2021 M. Burling, Mail run 32. .

Thank you for your cooperation. Results of the study will be provided
- to all principals in September when school reopens.,

Sincerely,

B .

R e Jeenrs : )
Edward Tromanhauser ' >
Project Manager

-JJLbe;75 Cza? CigblcnccgzL, : ) : '

Irving Brauer
Director of Projects

P.S. The end of the school year is just a few days away, Don't forget
to sond us your completed questionnaire before you leave on
vacation.

b
.
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CHICAGO SAFE SCECOLS STUDY

PRINCIPAL QUESTICMNAIRE A

-

DEPARTHENT OF RESEARCE AND EVALUATION
CHICAGO BOARD OF EDUCATION

- JANUARY, 19€0




SAFE SCHOOLS STUDY
$

PRINCIPAL QUESTIONNAIRE

“ L ./
This questionnaire is part of a study being conducted to discover
(1) now much of a problem schools are having with vandalisn, personal

attacks, theft, and related incidents, and (2) what can be done to
make schools ncre safe and secure,

The questions concern such things as your physical plant and risk
of break-ins, operation and monitoring of the buiiding, student dis-
cipline, and progiram resources your school may have to counteract school
related crime, delinquency, vandalism, and other disruptive acts. Vhile
the questionraire is directed specifically to you as a principal, it is
entirely possible that there dre other persons on your. staff who can com-
plete the questions for you.

—— - -

If you prefer to designate a staff person to complete the question-
naire for you, please review the responses to insure that they have been
answered as you would have responded.

LY

It is important that you answer each question as fully and.frankly
as possible, even if your school has no problem with such incidents.

~~ -Your participation in this sutvey 1is voluntary. You may decline to
ansyer any or all of the questions., Your participation is anonymcus., We
request that you do not write your name on the questionnaire, and that
you'not specifically designate your school. . ’

Over 200 school prinéipals are being asked to complete the question-
naire. Your assistance in, this important study is greatly appreciated,




Sm—— et wh e

»

INSTRUCTIONS: There are two kinds of questions in this instrument. The
first kind of question asks you to £ill in the numbered circle next to.
the' response you @ish to make. The second kird of Guestion asks you to
write in your response on the line indicated. Some of the, questions. are
mixed. That is, you are asked to £ill in one or more nurbered circles
and you are also asked to write in a a response. )

e - mm=====B E G I N =-mo=omrmcecc——— e e e e e

1. Is your school: _ FILL IN ONE NUMBER——~———1P
Elementary (K_6)'.00.0..'.00000....0.
Elemen?ary (};‘8)000.000000.0000000000

Upper Grade Center.0.0’,00!000000'001'00.

Educational-Voc. Guidance Centcr...;.,.

CECNCN®)

n -

Mid‘dle Schoolooooonioooooo...ooo:o:otcco
General Higfl Schooloooocoo'ocooooo000'00

* Vocational High SChOOL..sse.vsvessvnsen,

!
Ogﬁer (specify)

- .

@ QOO

/
2, What is the approximate numbef Wf students currently en%oiled in
your school?

.

. ) Number

*
s

3. How many of each of the folloiring items has your school lost in
this school year (beginning in September, 1979)7

ITEM

Typewriters-
Fiim grojec;ors J
R Television Units
- Tape Recorders .
’;ﬂ Video Tape Recorders

Cameras
125
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4, In the paét few years buliding custodians. have been requested to
turn off building lights after the school is closed. In your
experience, do you feel that this measure has:

(@ 1Increased burglary and vandalism after school hours?
(:) Decreased burglary and vandalism after school hours?

(:)' Made no apparent difference in the incidence of burglary
and®vandalism? «

: (:) Don't know.
5. Within two city blocks of your school is there 2 place or pl:ces

where studénts frequently hang out (lunch counter, restaurant,
store, etc.)?

% @ ro

@ vss - > How many places?

Number

6. At the beginning of the school year’ (starting in September, 1979)
did your school have the following security devices installed and
working, and if so, are they reliable:

Do Not Have and Have but
Have Reliable JMNot Reliab;e

Electronic intrusion detection
systems

Closed circuit TV wmonitors

CNC,

Automatic communication link
with police ot central ronitoring
station in case of break-in

Portable emergency signaling ] .
devices for staff (Beeper,
Caller, Transmitting Device)

@3‘
PO - 00
©Oe 0 0O

CHC

Security Vault or-Safe

126




"7, Did your school have the following security devices installed ,
and vorking at the beginning of the school year (starting in
September, 1979)7

.

None Some All

i

o Specially designed security

locks on'outside doors @ @ @ ' -

.

Intrusion alarms on outside

doors . @) ® ® ! -

Security screens on ground-

level windogs » @ . @ . @ - |

. ‘ Intrusion alarms on ground-

- " . 1level windows . X @ @ . @ ’ . ‘\' =

Unbreakable glass or plastic

"in outside windows . OO g{i) ’ - ;-;

A

8., Did your school use any of the following fo£ securit& purposes
“during school hours since the beginting of the school yedrp&
(starting in September, 1979)? .

-
- £

- j ¥ES X0,

. ¢
Administrators and/or faculty »

- members specifically responsible
for security and discipline
Security guards employed by school

Police stationed in your school

Police assigned to irregular patrol
of the inside of your school

Students as hall monitors
Teachers as hall monitors
Parente as hall monitors

Other (specify)

® 00 066

®

®

@' .

®

® -
®

®

®

410
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9., Did your school use any of the following for after school hours
since the beginning of the school year (starting in Septerber, 1979)?

2

«

YES NO

Administrators and/or faculty
merbers specifically responsible
for security

Police assigned to irregular patrol
of the inside of your school -

® ®

Police assigred to patrol regularly
outside of your school

@
Watchmen or security guaréé"-‘ CD
©
@

®

Other (specify)

: . o - (:> <:> | - ;

e - - - ‘

10. At the beginning of the school year (starting in September, 1979)
did your school use any of the following fgg gchool athletic or
gocial functicns?

Administrators and/or faculty
menmbers specifically respcnsible

for security and discipline

Security guards employed by
school o

Police stationed in your . :
school (2)

Police essigned to irregular
patrol of the inside of you
school . ® , : -
Poiice assigned to patrol
regularly outside of your
-pchool y

@ .

Other {specify)

© & 6 66 6 ©

i28
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i .11*;‘Does.yau:,school.emﬁloy,ﬁnyAaf the following security procedures, .. .
and 1f so, do you believe they are effective in preventing theft,
unauthorized entry, and burglary?

"NOT USED USED
USED  EFFLCTIVE  INEFFECTIVE

Locke; checks (:) '<z) ‘(:)

Key control (keys in possession
of authorized persons only) @ ) ©)

School keys marked or designed .
to prevent duplication @ @ @

12, How much cooperation do you, as a school administrator atterpting
to deal with school crime and violence, receive from the following
agencies? .
Little Some Much Full
Cooperation Cooperation Cooperation Cooperation

Your local police

district ‘(:) ' (:) : ~(§) (:>
Police Youth Divisiop‘w(:) (:) . (:) ) (:)

p—

Juvenile Court of v

Cook County (:)‘ N (:) _ (:) (:)

13. 'How strictly enforced are each of the follewing at your school?

Little ° Moderately Strictly Yo Such
Enforcement Enforcad . Enforced PRegulation

3

Students must show
ID cards to authori-~
zed persons when

requested @ @ o @ .

Vigitors nust check

in at office (:) (2) (:)

Students must. carry
hall passes if out

of clasgroom @ ‘ ® ® ®

Students who destroy
or damage school pro-
perty must nzke res- .
titution in cash or -
gervices, or in other

‘means (specify).

©




14. At your school, how many full-time staff are assigned to

regularly counsel ard work with dicruptive students, in
addition to their other duties?

Number

15, Does your school have a special parking area for staff?

© ves (@ X0 (If no, skipquestion 16)

16, 1If you answered YLS to the above question, is this spedial
parking area well-lighted at night if used by staff after
---gundown?-— — e : - .

@ YéS, well lighted @ NO @ Does not apply

17. How much of a problem is auto vandalism, auto break-in, and
auto theft for school personnel in parking areas or in streets
next to your school?

Slight " Moderate Fairly Very
None Problem Problem Serious Serious

Auto vandalism () @ ©) ® ©)
Auto break-in (:) ® (:) ® ®
Auto theft @ @ . @ @ @

18, How many principals has your school had in ‘the last ten years
including yourself? .

@ One @ Two @ Three @ More than

19, Are you:

Male @
) Female@

three




20,

21.

22,

Which of the following best describes you:
American Indian o; Alaskan Bative.eeseeseenosenoos
Asian-American or Pacific Islander......;:........
Spanish-American.ssssssesssossonsssssososssacsonss

Black or Afro-Arerican or Negro (Other than
Spanish-American).}.............4.......-.........

White (Othér than'SpaniSh-American)oooorooooooocoo

@O VO

Other (specify)

.
-
-

How old are you?
Uader 30.:000000.0(.04.0..
30"340000--0000_0000'000'0
L4 - -
35 - 44oooooeovooJ:ooooooc
45 - 54oaoooooooocooociuo-

— 55 OY OVersseessssescerees

CECHCNCHC)

7
In the last two months (September and October) have you ever

been the victim of any of the following incidents in school,
on school grounds, or on the way to or from school?

Had something stélen froﬁ YOUssosoerooosvsrssee
Had something taken from you by force:seseseess
Been thSically‘assaultedocooooooooo-otoooooooo

Been Sexually assaulted...3...........-........

cRcRcReXcH:
CECEONCECNE:

Had your personal property vandalized.seesveess

‘ 131
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23. 1In the handling of disciplinary problems at your schooi, how much
support do you ordinarily get from each of the following:

Fairly Very
None [Little Some Much  Much

Parents
Teachers
Police
Juvenile Court

District Superin-
tendent

® 0000
® OO
© OO
© GO

:School Céntral

Offices @ ® @ ®

24. How often do parents object to the disciplinary measures that
you consider appropriate?

© 0 OO

Fairly Very
Never Seldom Sometimes Often - Much.

@ 0 ®@ 6 0

25, Approximately how many students at your school, since the beginning
of the school year (starting in September, 1979) have been:

¥

Sus?ended....o........o........:....................

Number®

ExpelIEdcooocooouoocooo&oooooooooooo:toccuoooooooaoo

Number

Transferred because of behavior problemS.ssssssssses

Number

Referred to police for school-related incidents....

Number




N
]

26, How much of a problem is the presence of youthful nonstudents at
your school? -
: Fairly Very
Slight Moderate Serious Serious
None Problem Problem Problem Problem

In school (:) (:) (:) (:) (:)
Ar—qun\d school @ @ @ @ @

27, How much of a problem is the presence of street gangs at your school?
Pairly Very

) ~©  Slight  Moderate Serious Serious
. * None Problem Prohlem Problem Problem

mecool @ @ @ O ®
Around school () @ @ @ ®

28, At your school, how much involvement in school affairs do the following

have?
~ No Little __ "Some Fairly Very
Involve-- Involve~ Involve- Much Much
—..ment _ __ment ment Involved Involved
s O @ @ @ O
Parent-Teachers )

!

Organizations @ @ ‘ @ @ @

29, In addition to your other administraﬁive:tasks, during the course
of an average school week about how much time do you spend:

-

Activity . Time in Minutes

Walking the halls..-u.......-.....o...

ViSiting élassrooms.....--...-.-..-... -

Visiting the school lunchroom......?..-

Talking casually with teacherseceeseas

Talking casually with studentS8.eeesees

Talking With parcnts....-...........u

. "~
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30. During school hours which of the following measures would you

strongly recormend for dealing with scheol-related crime and
violence? Please rank your choices, assigning the number "1"
to your strongest recommendation. '

RANK
ORDER

- Provide security guards in schoole.»...:...........
Have regular police stationed in SchoOl...eeeseeoss

Suspend and/or expel discipline preblem studenqé...

v
PR

Put disruptive youngsters into separate schools-

or ClaSSESroinooooootoooo.ooottooooooosocnooonoootot

Get students more involved in the operation of

the SChOOJyOo,gog‘iooooooooooo'oooooantoonlovooooooo\og

Draw up and enforce stricter rules of conduct......

£ Y

Provide more courses tailored to student needs,
abilities and InterestS.isessesiseecessscncsscsnrass

D )

Provide more counseling for students with protlens,

Get parents more involved in the operation of the
schOOIOQQOOAQQQAQOQOQuOoot00‘0000.0oogoo"roo!o.oo.o
: »
ther (specify) ‘ coue

31. After school hours which of the following measures would you
strongly recomrend for dealing with school-related burglary
and vandalism? Please rank your_choices, assigning the number
“1" to your strongest recoriéndation.

RANK
ORDER

‘Provide night watchmen in SchOol..sseeessreneeonoes

Leave 1lights on in schools at NLgHt. s eseeeessoeesss

%

Provide electronic intrusion alarms in school,.....

Other (specify) A cree

-
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32,

This question is in four (4) parts, and asks you for your suggestions
sbout what the (a) Board of Education, (b) Superintendent of schools,
(c) District superintendents, and (c) principals, can do to reduce
erime and“violence in our schools. ’ s

A. What can the Chicago Board of Education do. to reduce crime and
violence in our schoéols?

B, What can the Superintendent of Schools do to reduce crime and
violence in our schools? -

135
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. C. VWhat can a District Supefincendent do to reduce crire and
violence in our schools?

D. . What can a school principal do to reduce crime and violence

ia our schools? L

.
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33. HMany schools presently have programs in operation which may
‘have a positive impact on the reduction of school crime and
violence. ~ Are there any prograns presently.coperating in your
school that you belileve fall in this category?

. - @ nwo '

@ Es Which Programs?

34, What types of frograms would you like to have in operatifon at

your school to help you address the problems of school crime and
violence? .

THIS COMPLETES THE QUESTIONNAIRE. THANK YOU FOR YOUR TIML AND
COOPERATION.

PLEASE.:RETURN THE QUESTIONNAIRE, IN THLC ENCLOSED ENVELOPE, TO THE
- CENTER FOR URBAN EDUCATION, ngfKEST WENDELL (MAIL RUN 36)
. ERIC 137 420 °
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Y

\ . COMMUNICATION WITH DISTRICT SUPERIkaNDENTS AND PRINCIPALS .
\ A. In February, 1980, a letter was sent to all district superintendents
i . .
E alerting them to the Safe School Study. e
i
I

B. In the last week in® February, 1980, a bulletin was issued from the

.

office of the General Superintendent of Schools regarding the Safe School

Study. The bulletin is received by all principals, bureau, division and

department heads, and is either routed to interested or concerned parties,
_Or posted.

C. In March, 1980, a second letter was sent to all district superintendents,

Attached to this letter was a list of schools and classrooms in each dis-

v

trict which had been selected for invoivement in the sample, and a tenta-

tive schedule for site visitation at each school. Since the district .

.

superintendents meet regularly with all orincipals in’ their respective

districts, a request was made to have the district supe;iqtendénts announce
the initiation of the study at the principal's meeting, or send an announce-
ment to each principal in the district. ‘

D. In March, 1980, a letter was‘sent to %he principal of eéch school ;e—
lected for involvement in the Safe School Study. Attached to this letter was
a list of clas;rooms at the particular school which would be involved in

the study. .

E. Because the sample of classrooms was drawn early in the school year, and
some changes (primarily consolidation of two or more classrooms into a single

classroom) during the school year, a second letter was sent to principals of
. 4 -

some schools, along with a list of the new classrooms to be involved in the

study."
F. In each instance; in which a letter was sent to a district superintendent

or a principal, follow-up phone calls were made by staff of the project short-

' ly after the letters were received. -

Q 139

. ERIC , 422

Aruitoxt provided by Eic: N
R ‘- O e e v e ~




G. Every effort was made to plan site visitations at the convenience of

the principals and classroom teachers. The principals of schools, in con~-

\

‘ sultation with classroom teachers, selected the specific day and time in
an identified week when the field workers would visit a school and adminis-

ter- the questionnaire to students.

-

* H. On the day prior to the scheduled visitation a final phone call was- -~
made to each principal to determine_.if the date and time was convenient, »

or if something had made it necessary to alter the previously agreed upon

date and time.

A .

I. A letter was sent to the principal of each schoo& involved in the study

! after the initial site visit, requesting that field workers be permitted

* -
-

to administer the questionnaire to students in the classrooms involved in
v’

2 the sample who were nat prQ§ent (absent) at the time the questionnaire was

originally administered. Attaﬁhed to this letter was a list of the names
" of students who were absent.-
J. on the day prior to the scheduled visitation to administer the|instru—
ment to ab;en;ees, a final phone call was made to each principal to deter~
mine if the déte and time was convenient or if some changes would have to
be made in the Gisitation schedule. o .
% K. A letter was sent to the principal of each school ;nvolve§ in the study

. ) :

in which students at that school were selected for follow-up interviews.
These were students who had previously taken the written Questionnaire. At-
tached to this leéter was a list of the students who were to be interviewed
- Ii. EQery effort was‘made to pick up absentees (administer the student ques-

tionnaire) and conduct interviews (interview schedule Il) at a school on the .

same day, to reduce both travel time for field workers, and the amount of

- © interruption of the school schedule. '

140 ”
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BOARD OF EDUCATION
City of Chicago
DZPARTMENT OF RESSARCH AND EVALUATION
2021 NORTH BURLING SIREET
Chizago, lllincis 60514
Telephono 641.7300
ANGELINE P. CARUSO
Interim General Superintendent of Schools

February 19, 1980

FIRST LETTER TO DISTRICT SUrPERINTENDENTS

Dear

The Chicago Board of Education will initiate its all-system survey
concerned with a safe school envirenment in March, 1980. As you may
recall from prior information received, or from presentatlons at the
August 1979 Adminigtrative University, this project is entitled the
"Safe School Study."

Sample classrooms in. each district will be selected to receive a - .
Questionnaire. Theé iastrument will be administered by staff of the
Depaxtment of Research and Evaluation during the months of March,
April, and May. A

This letter is to alert you to the beginning of the survey in .March,
Withdn @ few days you will receive a list of the schcols and class=~
rooms in your district whiich have been included in the .survey sample.
Once you receive this list, I will contact you by phonL.

Slncerely, !

SAFE SCHOQL STUDY

x . Edward Tromanhauser,
- .
Project Manager

o B

494 .-
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g . BOARD OF EDUCATION
~ City of Chicago
DEPARTMENT OF RESEARCH AND EV,-LUATION
2021 NORTH BURLING STREET
N T Chicago, Iltinois 60614

Telophane 641.7300

- Angeline p.. Caruso, Interim
. Generol Superintendent of Schools

- 5 March,. 1980

) SECOND LETTER TO' DISTRICT SUPERINTENDENTS

, Two weeks ago you received 2 notice alerting’you.to-the-beginning of

=777 777 "theé Chicago Safe Schools Study. During ‘the months of March, April and
. May, Project staff will administer questionnaires to a random sample

of classrooms in each district., -

Attached to thisaleéter is a list of classrooms in your district which
will be involved in -the study, and’scbeduled visitation, times. Fowaver,
the schedule is flexible, and we will arrange visits directly with the
principals of involved schools so as to produce the least possible amount
of disruption of school routine, Copies of correspondence with the prin-
cipals will be sent to your office for your information. ‘ N
; :

We will be contacting the pPrincipals: shortly. To aid us in the study, we
- would appresciate your assistance by either announcing the beginning of -

the survey at your nexts principal's meeting, or by notifying princifals

by memo from your office. Should You have any questions or require fur-

ther information, please call me at 641-7317 Thank you.

Siq$erely, N p . )
. &;&(_22:‘,(: 7/‘} ,’k‘.’-c-'&./‘(-'té"-.ll’/b B
Edward Tromanhauser
¢ - o ‘Project-Manager.
B - i
Tt neer? ly"é/ et
Thomas Cdrcoran

Project Director

Approved:

‘ &,@(_ Z4 i-:"¢§7’ {&73:'7({ %{ /
X,

Irving Brader, Director

- D aertment of_ Research and\@valuation
O s ¢ 7
/ AN ™

Eleanor Pick
Deputy Superintendent, Field Services

142

405

Planen Thint Fhiletlen )




SOARD OF EDUCATION

City of Chicogo )
DEPARTMENT OF RESEARCH AND EVALUATION

2021 NORTH BURLING STREET
Chicago, Hllinois 40614

Telephone 641.7300
Angeline P. Caruso, Interim

Generol Superintendent of Schools
$ March, 1980

. LETTER SENT TO PRINCIPAL OF INVOLVED SCHOOL, PLUS ATTACHMENT, FOR CLASSROOM
. TEACHER AND ATTACHMENT FOR HIGH SCHOOL PRINCIPALS ONLY -

The Chicago Board of Education is conducting a Safe School Study during
v the months of March, april, "and May, 1980. It involves the administration

= 7 0 7 T rof questisnnalrés €6 a random safiplé of classrocms (Grades 7-X2). You ﬁ}
may recall the pw:isentations given at the Administrative University last
Augus®€ concerning the study.
One or more classrooms at your school have been selected to participate
in the study. The classrooms and visitations weeks are listed on the
sheet attached to this letter. !
‘ihe instruments will be administered by Safe School Study staff during
the periods indicated. Since we realize that this survey interrupts vour
regularly scheduled school program, we wish to make every effort to wvisit
your school during the time period most convenient to you and your staff.
Therefore, we will contact you shortly after ycur receive this letter
to work out a specific time for visitation that is mutually agreeable,
Thank you for your cooperation. .
Sincerely, ;
&C"(‘ﬁ‘é( '-7\’;4)'!14260/{«««124/
Edward Tromanhauser
) Project Man? er _ .
- 4 —;’«JWJ g 2
Thomas Corcoran
- Project Director i
. Approved: .
5 e 425;7/5Z44<”/ .
-t Irving Brader, Director
. qu%rtment of Paséarch and Evaluation
Eleanor Pick
- Deputy Superintendent, Field Services
: ]
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BOARD OF tOUCATION
City of Clicago
DEPARTMENT OF RESEARCH AND EVALUATION
- 2023 NORTH BURLING STREET
Chicego, lllinois 0814
Telephone 641.7300

Angeline P, Caruso, Interim
General Superiniendeni of Schools

March 31, 1980

LETTER TO HIGH SCHOOL PRINCIPAL IN DISTRICT 1, 2, 3, 5 and 6 PLUS ATTACHMENT

The Chicago Board of Education is conducting a Safe School Study

: dg;i}}_g:‘ghg_months“éiAl-;a_xq:gh;‘spriL_g.nd. May, 1980, which-involves — -
the administration of questionnaires to a random sample of class~
rooms (grades 7-12). Last month several classrooms at your school
were selected to participate in the study. GHowever, the master list
from which the rooms were selected had not been updated to reflect
recent-consolidation of some rooms. This has now been done.

Your school has been scheduled for visitation during the period be-

o - tween April 7th and April 18th. Shortly after you receive this letter,
we will contact you to arrange a specific time to administer the ques-
tionnaire. Thank you for your cooperation. g
Sincerely, " N

L J
3/ s - .
écée(_.-a.u,( [/Qm:c,cu{emm,‘,

Edward Tromanhauser . :
Project Managey ’ '

.- /A C{

s ATy, WD hg Z P B
Thomas Corcoran .-
\ Project Director

< Approved: | o
| hrsiiety (Bozecs
Irving Sraler, Director
Dgpartment of 2asearch and Evaluation

. ' .
. : ZKA&M.'@“ e S ‘
Elcanor pick
v Deputy Supérintendent, Field Services . . .

3
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ATTACHMENT

SAFE SCHOOLS STUDY

SITE VISITATION SCHEDULE £

Vo

DISTRICT SCHOOL

Classrooms at this school to be included in the study:

Classroom Visitation
Number Week
———— —_—
. e . —_—
e o —_—

NOTE: These classroom numbers were drawn from a master list in the
central offices at 228 N. LaSalle. In some cases the master
list is not up to da%e. if any c¢lassroom number listed akove
is incorrect, we will substitute another classrecom. This will
be arranged when we contact you by phone prior to visitation.

£

ST e
CRICAGO SAFE SCHOCL STUDY -

WHAT XS IT? A éurvey of 30,000 students and 200C teachers ang
principals to determine the extent of school-related crime, de-
linquency, vandalism, and disruption in our system.

WHO DOES IT EFFECT? All of us -- students, parents, teachers, and
administrators =-- who may be victime of criminal acts, or who find
it difficult to function effectively ir an unsafe envirorment.

HOW XIS TEE INFORMATICH TO BE CORTAINED? By the use of questionnaires
and interviews.

WHAT ARE THE GCALS? To determine the extent of the problem and to
devise policy and programs to address the problem.

TF YOU BAVE ANY OUESTICNS: Plcase call 641-9217.

145
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JOARD OF EDUCATION
City of Chicago

DEPARTMEMT OF RESEARCH AND EVALUATION .
2021- NORTH BURLING _STREET N
- Chicago; illinols 60614

Telephone 641.7300

#

LETTER TO PRINCIPAL OF INVOLVED SCHOOL RE ABSENTEES, PLUS ATTACHME&T
FOR HIGH SCHOOL PRINCIPAL AND ELEMENTARY SCHOOL PRINCIPAL

Recently, one or more classrooms at your school participated in the
Chicago Safe Schools Study by filling out a questicnnaire. At that
time we requested a list of students who were absent from class on _
that day. Since it is important that no sub-population be excluded
from the study, we would like those students who were absent to
£i1l out the questionnaire. The names of these students are on the
attachment to this letter. °

Shortly after you receive this letter'a member of our staff will
call your school to arrange 'a convenient time to administer the
questionnaire to the absentess. *

Should you have any questions, please call me at 641-7317. Thank
you for your cooperation.

Singefely, - ﬁ>_m®j )
bolicnet Wizm:a/am
Edward Tromanhauser
Project Manager .

e, .

Thomas Cdrcoran
Project ‘Director

Approved:

EJZL4&~t4%?7 dé;aagzzﬂﬁdéV/’
Irving Brader, Director

partment of Research and Evaluation

31J4~u~ j)
Eleanor Pick
Deputy Superintendent, Field Services

P
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}\"?ACf\“'::;T .

SATE SCHOOLS STUDY

SITE VISITATICON SCHRIDULE NOTICE TO CLASSRCOM TEACHER

o

O 'HE TEMACHER OF CLASSROCM/DIVISICH ROCM A,'I‘

ECHOOT, -

v ON A FPIELD WORMER FRCH THEZ SAFE SCECOLS PROJECT WILL
- { date) ,
ADMINISTES & QUESTICYNAIRS TO STUDENTS IN RCOM . THE FIZLD VOKYVEIR

- HILL ARRIVZ AT YCUR CLASSRCQM AT «  IT WILL TAKES AzCUT
(tine) S -
30 MINUTES TO DIS'L‘P""-‘U'I‘" Al IRI TZR, AND COLIZZCT THE QC"‘ TICINIAIZE.
R ‘ / S
m ORCER TO AVOID TEED PCSSI”'LI"‘Y C® BIASED RESPONSIS, WE wCUID LIvE

td o . . Py - Lol -] Ll 3l 'v -
90 ADMINISTER THES  QUISTIQINAIRE WITE ONLY THE STUSEWTS PRISIHT 1IN LRI,

CLASSROCH. THANK YOU FOR YCUR CCOPERATICN IN THIS STUDY.
. 1 N

’ - -

EDWARD TROMANHAUSER
PROJECT MANRGER, SATZ SCICCLS STLDY
DEP?\RT&.ZZ"" CF PESEARCH AND EVALUATICH
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HIGH SCHOOL PRINCIPAL ONLY

-

ATTACHMENT )

SAFE SCHOOLS PROJECT -

TO THE PRINCIPAL OF ‘ SCHOOL:
DURING THE WEEK OF WE WOULD LIKE TO

MAXE ARRANGEMENTS TO GIVE SAFE SCHOOL QUESTIONNAIRES TO THE FOLLOWING

STUDENTS :

-

. WHO ARE IN ROOM DURING

THESE STUDENTS WERE ABSENT FROM THE ROOM ON THE DAY WE VISITED YOUR

<

SCHOOL. THANK YOU FOR YOUR COOPERATION.

EDWARD TROMANHAUSER '
DEPARTMENT OF PESEARCH & EVALUATION

=
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ELEMENTARY éCHOOL PRINCIPAL ONLY

N

ATTACHMENT

SAFE SCHOOLS STUDY

TO THE PRINCIPAL OF SCHOOL:

DURING THE WEEK OF WE WOULD LIKE TO

MAKE ARRANGEMENTS TO GIVE SAFE SCHOOL QUESTIONNAIRES TO THE FOLLOV-~

ING STUDENTS:

-

| /

vane

-

FROM ROOM + THESE STUDENTS WERE ABSENT FROM THE ROOM ON

THE DAY WE VISITED YOUR SCHOOL. THANK YOU FOR YOUR COOPERATION,

=
*

-

/

EDWARD TROMANHAUSER
DEPARTMENT OF RESEARCH AND EVALUATION

149 4'}?




if
’i
|
|

BOARD OF EDUCATION
City of Chicago !
JOSEPH P. HANNON
General Superintendent of Schools

»

JOHN W. WICK, DIRECTOR 2021 NORTH BURLING STREET
DEPARTMENT OF RESEARCH AND EVALUATION CHICAGO, ILLINOIS 60614

»

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

AR

TELEPHONE 641-7300

LETTER TO PRINCIPALS REGARDING FOLLOW-UP INTERVIEWS

+

Receritly, one or more classrooms at your. school participated in the
Chicago Safe Schools Study. Students in selected classrooms were asked »
to 'fill out questionnaires which were administered by staff of the
Department of Research and Evaluation. Since it is important that the
students who took the questionnaire understood the questions asked of
them on the questionnaire, we are interviewing a small number of these
students whé ha+ - been randomly selected for this purpose. The names

of students at’ gour school who havé been selected for an interview are
on .the attachment to this letter. :

Shortly after you receive this letter a member of our staff will call

your school to arrange a convenient time to administer the interview
schedule. Whenever possible, we would like to administer the interview
schedule at the same time that we administer questionnaires to students
who were absent from the classroom at the time 8ur field workers original-
ly visited your school. \

Shéuld you have any questions, please call me at 641-7317. Thank you for
your cooperation.

Sincerely,

Edward Tromanhauser
Project Manager

Thomas Corcoran
Project Director
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ATTACHMENT

d SAFE SCHOOLS STUDY

NOTICE TO CLASSROOM TEACHER

TO THE TEACHER OF CLASSROOM AT ’ SCHOOL:

ENCLOSED ARE A SET OF QUESTIONNAIRES WHICH ARE PART OF A SYSTEMWIDE .

.

SURVEY CONCERNING SCHOOL SAFETY. IN 1979 CHICAGO WAS SELECTED BY
THE NATIONAL INSTITUTE OF EDUCATION AS A SITE FOR CONDUCTING A SURVEY
) OF SAFETY AND SECURITY FROBLEMS IN URBAN SCHOOL SYSTEMS.

WE WOULD LIXE YOU TO ASSIST US IN THIS SURVEY BY ADMINISTERING THE

QUESTIONNAIRE TO THE STUDENTS IN YOUR CLASSROOM. IT SHOULD TAKE. |

Py
E-om .

ABOUT 30 MINUTES TO DISTRIBUTE, ADMINISTER, AND COLLECT THE INSTRUMENT.

PLEASE FOLLOW THE INSTRUCTICNS BELOW WHEN ADMINISTERING THE INSTRUMENT :

1. THE STUDENTS SEOULD USE ONLY PENCILS TO ANSWER THE
QUESTIONS.

2. STUDENT PARTICIPATION IS VOLUNTARY, AND RESPONSES
ARE ANONYMCUS. ) .

3. PLEASE REVIEW THE INSTRUMENT PRIOR TO ADMINISTRATION.

4. READ TEE INSTRUCTIONS ON THE FIRST PAGE OF THE INSTRU-
MENT TO THE .STUDENTS, AND THEM GO THROUGH TEE EXAMPLE
QUESTIONS WITH THE STUDENTS.

5. PLEASE RETURN THE COMPLETED SET CF QUESTIOMNAIRES TO
THE SCHCOL OFFICE SO THAT THEY CAN BE RETURNED TO
THE DEPARTMENT OF RESEARCH AND EVALUATION.

W

- THANK YOU VERY MUCH FOR YOUR COOPERATION IN [HIS STUDY. SYSTEXWIDE

»

! RESULTS WILL BE AVAILABLE IN THE FALL. IF YOU HAVE ANY QUESTIONS,

PLEASE CALL ME AT 641-7317.

EDWARD TROMANHAUSER
DEPARTMENT OF RESEARCH & EVALUATION
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BOARD OF EDUCATION

City of Chiccgs %
DEPARTMENT OF RESEARCH AND EVALUAT]
2021 NORTH BURLING STREET
Chicago, Illinols 80614

Telepheas $41-7300

LETTER TO PRINCIPAL OF INVOLVED SCHOOL RE CLASSROOM TEACHER ADMINISTERING
QUESTIONNAIRES TO STUDENTS, PLUS ATTACHMENT FOR CLASSROOM TEACHER

The Chicago Board of Education isg conducting a Safe Schools Study
during the months of March, April, and May, 1980. It involves the
administration of-questionmaives to a random sample of classrooms
(grades 7-12).

One or more classrooms at your school have been seiected to parti-
‘cipate in the study. Those classrooms ‘Selected are listed on the
attached sheet.

A package of questionnaires, alorig with a cover sheet explaining
the administration procedure for the instrument, will ariive at
your school shortly. The package of instruments will be addressed
to you. Please have the classroom teacher administer the instrument
and return them to our office.

Thank you very .much for your cooperation. Should you have any ques-
tions, please call us at 641-7317.

Siqge;ely, 7
beliona TR mntlicecon
Edward Tromanhauser /
Pro;gct Manage;; L Fa
Ldvecd ¢' ’ T
Thomas Corcoran
Project Director

"

Approved:
4

g,@/zmlq 5512’1{1/

Irving Braver, Director

D}f;{ijjzgzifi§esearch and Evaluation

Eleanor Pick
Deputy Superintendent, Field Services

e - H
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ATTACHMENT FOR HIGH SCHOOL PRINCIPALS ONLY

;/ . -

ATTACHMENT

SAFE SCHOOLS STUDY

TO THE PRINCIPAL OF SCHOOL:

A RANDOM SAMPLE OF CLASSROCMS IN THE SYSTEM HAS SELECTED THE FOLLCWING

ROOMS AT YOUR SCHOOL FOR INCLUSION IN THE STUDY:

3

IF YOUR SCHOOL IS A HIGH SéHOOL; THE MASTER TAPE FROM WHICH THE LIST

OF CLASSROOMS WAS DRAWN CONTAINED ONLY DIVISION RCOMS, SINCE LEVELS

(FRESHMAN, SOPHOMORE, JUNIOR, AND SENIOR) COULD BE DETERMINED FROM

THE DIVISION ROOM NUMBERS. HOWEVER, WE DO NOT REQUIRE THAT DIVISICN

ROOMS BE GIVEN THE QUESTIONNAIRE. WE DO WANT THEQUESTIONNAIRE GIVEN
\

TO STUDENTS AT THE LEVELS REPRESENTED BY TEE DIVISION ROOM MUMBERS.

THUS, IF THE DIVISION RCOM NUMBERS REPRESENT 2 FRESHMAN, 2 SOPHOMORE,

)
[N

1 JUNIOR, AMD 1 SENIOR LEVEL GROUP, YOU MAY SELECT ANY GROUPS OF

STUDENTS AT THESE LEVELS FOR INCLUSION IN THE SURVEY. SKOULD YOU HAVE

) ANY QUESTIONS PLEASE CALL ME AT 641-7317. THANK YOU.

EDWARD TROMANHRUSER
DEPARTHENT OF.'RESEARCIl & EVALUATION .




SAFE SCHOOL STUDY

DETAILED. INSTRUCTIONS FOR REVISITINQ\SCHCOLS T0
ADMINISTER QUESTIONNAIRES TO ABSENTEES AND INTERVIEW SELECTED STUDENTS

I. GENERAL INFORMATION '

A. Two students from each classroom in which the questionnaire has
been administered will be selected for a follow-up interview
using the Interview Schedule (I).

B. The students to be interviewed will be selected in the following
manner: -

IS

1. A roster will be obtained from each classroom in which the
questionnaire is administered., '
2. Each name on the roster will ‘be assigned a number.
3. A random number selection process will be used to cbtain
. the names of two students from each classroom
C. The interviews will be conducted at the time fikld workers return
to each school to administer guestionnaires to students who were
not present in the classroom during the originally scheduled visit-
ation period. -
D. Prior to the return visit'Principals will be notified by letter
and phone call of the scheduled revisit. The letter will identify
the students and classrooms involved, and the week of the visit.
Specific times for the visit will be worked out by office staff
and the principals of involved gchools.

s

E. Attached to the letter to Principals regarding the revisit will be
a notification form which will be given to involved classroom
teachers. '

IY. FIELD WORKER INSTRUCTIONS: REVISIT AND INSTRUMENT ADMINISTRATION
A. Prior to school visitation: see part II of DETAILED REQUGIREMENTS ’
FOR SCHOOL VISITATION AND INSTRUMENT ADMINISTRATION instructions.
The same format will be followed for revisits.
B. Field workers must pick up copies of the Interview Schedule from
the Project office each week. If, for example, you are scheduled
to conduct ten interviews in a week, you should plan on picking
up the ten-schedules, plus a few extras, by Friday of the week
before you are plannIng on visiting the schools.

- C. Field workers must pick up copies of the Questionnaire from the
Project cffice each week. If, for example, you are scheduled to
administer twelve Questionnaires in a week, you should plan on
picking up the twelve instruments, plus a few extras, by the
Friday before the week you are planning on visiting the schools.,

1
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SAFE SCHCOLS STUDY

INSTRUMENT REVIEW BROCESS

-

. - .

‘THE THREE QUESTIONNAIRES TO BE USED IN THE SURVEY (STUDENT, TEACHER,
AND PRINCIPAL) WERE REVIEWED BY THE FOLLOWING INDIVIDUALS AND :GROUPS
BETWEEN APRIL, 1979 AND DECEMBER, 1979.

.3 '

Safe School Study Advisory Committee ~ Internal:

Mr. Jewel Armstrong, D Teacher-Coordlnator, District 7

Mg, Judy Estrada, Teacher, Austin High School *

Mr. Thomas Corcoran, Administrator, CUE

Mr. Guilbert Hentschke, Director, CUE

Mr. Alfred Rudd, Director, Bureau of School Safety and Environment

Mr. Francis Cronin, Director, Department of Maintenance and Rehabilitation
Mr. Mark Storch, student, Schurz High School

Mr. Greg Arnold, student, Hirsch High School

Mr. Erik Merlos, student, Dunbar Voc. High School

Ms. Martha smith, student, Klng High School

Dr. John Wick, Director, Department of Research and Evaluation

Dr. Irving Brauer, Director of Programs, Dept. of Research and Evaluation

Dr. Lloyd Mendelson, Bureau of Special Programs, Dept. of Govt. Funded Programs

Safe Schools Study Advisory Committee - External

Dr. Allan Berger, asst. Dir., Department of Human Services, City of Chicago

Drh\Cec1110 Berrios, Executive Director, Casa Nuestra ~

Mrs. Harriet O'Donnell, President, Chicago Region PTA

Mr. Judson Hixson, Educational Director, Chicago Urban League

Rev. Donald Hallberg, Lutheran Welfare Services

Dr. Robert Ferry, Chicago Pcdice Academy

Mr.. Harry Searles, parent

Mrs, Lorraine Wallace, parent

Mr. Henry Martinez, Commission on Dellnquency Preventlon

Mr. Charles Thomason, Coordinator, Career Development Programs for Law
and Justice, Chicage Board of Education

Ms. Carol Zientek, Educational Advocate, Juvenile Caurt of Cook County

Hr. Seymour Adler, Exec. Dir., Methodist Youth Serviees

Mr. Earl Choldin, Teacher-coordinator, Career Development Center for
Government and International Studies.
Harold Thomas, Deputy Superintendent, Chicago Police Department
Bryant Feather, Professor of Educational Psychology, CSU

o
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JOARD OF EDUCATION:wr
City of Chicago
DEPARTMENT OF RESEARCH AND EVALUATION
2021 NORTH 3URLING STREET
Chicago, lllinois 60614

Telephone 641.7360

]

LETTER TO PRINCIPAL GF INVOLVED SCHOOL RE STUDENT INTERVIEWS,
PLUS ATTACHMENT '

Recently one or more classrooms at your school participated in the
Chicago safe Schools Study by fillinhg out a questionnaire. Since

the questionnaire was somewhat complex, and a few of the questions Ny,
could have been misinterpreted, we have randomly selected a few
students for a follow-up interview. The names of the students
selected at your school are on the attachment to this letter. In

"most cases the interview should be completed within 10 to 15 minutes.

Shortly after you receive*this letter.a member of our staff will
call your school to arrange a convenient timehpo meet with these
students. p

Should you have any questions, please call me at 641-7317. Thank
you for your cooperation.

Siqgefe%y,
Sl al Tpid s Rescsun_
Edward Tromanhauser
Projgct Manager. -
o I P oreren—
Thomas Corcoran
Project Director / ~

Approved:

b@/t»wﬁ Bonezernesr” o

Irving Brauer, Director
artment of Research and Evaluation

QW

Eleanor Pick .
Deputy Superintendent, Field Services
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ATTACHEMENT

., SAFE SCHOOLS PROJECT

TO THE PRINCIPAL OF SCHOOL:

WE WOULD LIKE TO CONDUCT BRIEF INTERVIEWS WITH THE FOLLOWING

STUDENTS FROM ROOM

a

=
TE

- -
OUR ONLY REQUIREMENT WCULD BE A QUIET PLACE I.. WHICH TO CONDUCT
»

THE INTER S. THANK YOU. G -

o - .EDWARD TROMANHAUSER - R
DEPARTMENT OF RESEARCH &.EVALUATION
-8

-

. ’
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DETAILED INSTRUCTIONS FOR
. . FIELD WORKERS




SAFE SCHOOL STUDY

DETAILED INSTRUCTIONS FOR REVISITING SCHCOLS TO

ADMINISTER QUESTIONNAIRES TO ABSENTEES AND INTERVIEW SELECTED STUDENTS

I. GENERAL INFORMATION

II.

A.

D.

E.

Two students from each classroom in which the questionnaire has
been administered will be selected for a follow-up interview
using the Interview Schedule (I).

The students to be interviewed will be selected in the following
manner: ’

1. A roster will be obtained from each cla;srocm in which the
questionnaire is administered.
2. Each name on the roster will be assigned 2 number.
3. A random number selection process will be used to obtain
the-names of two students from each classroom
The interviews will be conducted at the time field workers return
to each school to administer guestionnaires to students who were
not present in the classroom during the originally scheduled visit-
ation perlod.
Prior to the return visit Princlpals will be notified by letter
and phone call of the scheduled revisit. The letter will identify
the students and classrooms invélved, and the week of the visit.
Specific times for the visit will be worked out by offzce staff
and the prlncipals of involved schools.

Attached to the letter to Principals regarding the revisit will be
a notification form which will be given to involved classroom
teachers. -

-

FIELD WORKER INSTRUCTIONS: REVISIT AND INSTRUMENT ADMINISTRATION

A.

B.

.

Prior to school visitation: see part II of DETATLED REQUIREMENTS
FOR SCHOOL VISITATION AND INSTRUMENT ADMINISTRATION instructions.
The same format will be followed for revisits.

Field workers must pick up copies of the Interview Schedule from
the Project office each week. If, for example, you are scheduled
to conduct ten interviews in a week, you should plan on picking
up the ten schedules, plus a few extras, by Friday of the week
before you are planning on wvisiting the schools.

Field workers must pick up copies of the Questionnaire from the
Project office each week. If, for example, you are scheduled to
administer twelve Questionnaires in a week, you should plan on
picking up the twelve instruments, plus a few extras, by the
Friday before the week you are planning on visiting the schools.




III. FIELD WORKER INSTRUCTIONS: UPON ARRIVAL AT SCHOOL

A.
B.

C.

G.

I.

J.

> X.

For elementary schools, go directly to school office.
For high schools, if stopped by hall monitor, state the following:

"My name is « I am from the Department
of Research and Evaluation and am here to aéminister
a questionnaire and intexrview form to students. The
Principal, } is expecting me. I was
told to report directly to the school office."

Upon entering the school office, state the following to the

school office clerk: (see "B" above) .

Show the clerk (1) your letter of introduction, and (b) your

copy of the "letter to the principal." Ask to sign in tHe office
*visitor kook."”

Note: the principal should have been expecting you and have informed
the office clerk and the classrocm teacher of your scheduled visit.
If the principal is present, introduce yburself as follows:

"My name is .. I am frcm the Mepartment of
Research and Evalvation ané am here to administer Safe
School Study instruments to students in room .

By
i

Show the principal (1) your letter of introduction, and (2) your
copy of the "lekter to the principal."

If the principal is not present, but the office clerk or someone
else at your school have been given instructions from the principal
about your ¥%isit, follow those instructions.

If the principal is not present and it appears that no one at the
school (i.e., office clerk, assistant principal or other persen
designated by the principal) was expectina you, and if the principal
cannot be contactad, call the cZfice: €41-7317 for instructions.

You will be administering the "makeup" questionnaires and the inter-
view schedules in a room in the scheol designated by the principal.
You should determine from the principal or other designated person
at the school how the studqnt respondents will be brought to the
reom vhere you will aéminister the instruments. (note: the letter

to the principal requests that the designated students be brought
or sent to the room you are assigned) -

IV, FIELD WORKERS INSTRUCTIONS: UPON ARRIVAL AT THE ASSIGNED ROOM

A.

You will be performing two separate operations (1) administering
questionnaires, and (2) cornducting interviews. Because of various
factors peculiar to each schocl the geqguence of these cperations
carnot be standardized. Thus, in some schools you will first re-
ceive the students who will receive the cuestionnaire, followed

iq 30 minutes by the students who will ke interviewed. In other
schools you will first receive the students who will be interviewed,
followed in 20 minutes by the students who will receive the guecs-

,tionnaire, o
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SAFE SCHCOL STUDY

ALL~SYSTEM SURVEY

DETAILED ADMINISTRATION PFCCEDURE FOR !
STUDENT QUESTIONNAIRE
i. Open packaée of questionnaires and count.
2. Distribute questionnaires by rows. Explain questicnnaire to students
3. Distribute pencils by rows.

4. Ask students to read instructions on front page of questionnare as
you read these instructions. (please read instructions word for word)

5. Ask if there are any questions. Answer questions as clearly and con-
cisely as possible.

6. Ask if any student does not want to take questionnaire. Inform these
students that they must remain quiet while other students are taking
the questionnaire. Sucgest that they at least read the questionnaire
while the others are taking it.

7. Now ask the students tc read the EXAMPLE QUESTIONS, as you read these
questions to the claés.

A

.8. Again, ask if there are any questlons. Answer quest ens-as clearly
and concisely as possible.

9. Inform students that if they have any questions during the time they
are taking the questionnaire, they are to come up to the desk and you
will assist them.

*

:
/ i

10.* Tell students thht uﬁon completion of the ‘questionnaire they are to
place the instrument front sheet down on the desk and raise .their
hands. You can then give these sutdents HANCCUT A ~ "The.Chicago
Safe Schools Project! to rdad while the other students complete the
instryment.

-

11. You‘may now tell the students to BEGIN.

12. You can now £ill out the "bubble sheet" which will go on top of the
batch of questionnaires.

13, Five minutes before the time éz;iod is up, give students a "five
minutes to go" notice.

T

14. vhen the time pericd is uvp, if possible, give stragglers an additional
few minutes.

.

- ™ 15, Now give the folldwing statement to the students:

"In some cases you may have decided that more than one
answer applied. In such cases we only want ‘thd one

161 .
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EM

(15. Cont. )

answer that you think best applies.
In some cases you may have given
answers fof two different questions,

\ such as theft and robbery, or robbery
\\ and attack, when you were onky thinking
" about one case or incident. In this

\ case we only want your answers which

: best describe the case or incident.
If you have provided answers to two
different questions, but you really
were thinking about one case or in~
cident, draw a pencilfline through
the answers to the question that
do not best describe the case or
incident."

;

16. Now ?ick up the questionnaizes.

17. Ask the students to turn in the pencils (as they leave the room
in a high school situation, and by passing them cown the row in
an elemengary schdol situation) and the HANDOUT SHEET A.

18. Should all students in a class complete the quéstionnaire before
the time period allottéd, you can provide them with a general overview
of the Safe Schools Study to fill out the period until the teacher
returns or the bell rings.. ! -

19. Count the returned questionnéires. Make sure you receive the same
. number nf instruments you distributed.

20. If you have not already done so, obtain a copy of the student
roster from the teacher, and a list of students on the roster who
were not present when the questionnaire was aéministered. It is im-
portant that you obtain the names of any absent students as they will
be given the questionnaire at a later date. . -

21. Place completed questionnaires in manila envelope provided and drop
off in school office for mailing to the department of Research and
Evaluation. Check out of buxlding at school office by signing visitor
record book.




SAFE SCHOOL STUDY

( INSTRUCTICNS TO FIELD WORKERS REGARDING INSTRUMENT ADMINISTRATION)

*INSTRUCTICNS: Please deliver the following
verbal information to students as the pen-
cils and instruments are being distributed
in the classroom.

" THE QUESTIONNAIRE I AM PASSING OUT WILL ASK YOU
QUESTIONS ABOUT YOUR SAFETY IN THE SCEOOL, AND
YOUR FEELINGS ABOUT BEING SAFE IN SCHCOL. PLEASE
ANSWER THESE QUESTIONS HONESTLY. YOU DO NOT HAVE
TO PUT YOUR NAME ON THE QUESTIONNAIRE. IT IS SUP-

POSED TO BE ANONYMOUS, THAT IS, WE DO NOT WANT

-,

YOU 10 IDENTIFY YOURSELF. YOUR'COOPERATION IS

VOLUNTARY. YOU DO HOT HAVE TO ANSWER THESE QUES- _ ’ -
TIONS IF YOU DO NOT WANT TO. BUT, OF COURSE, WE

REALLY WANT YOU ‘7O ‘ANSWER THE..QUESTIONS, SO THAT

WE CAN FIND OUT WHAT IS HAPPENING IN THE SCHOOLS.

BE CERTAIN TO USE THE PENCILS BEING HANDED OUT,

AND NOT A PEN. IF YOU MAKE A MISTAKE, BE SURE TO

COMPLETELY ERASE THE MISTAKEN ANSWER AND THEN

- ' FILL IN THE CORRECT ONE. IN A MINUTE WE WILL GO

THROUGH THE INSTRUCTIONS TCGETHER. MEANWHILE YOU

N CAN- START READING THE INSTRUCTIONS YCUPSELF."
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‘panching.

Just prior to tha pilot wr will bold training sessicns in
which you will lcara the things you neod 9 hnow, inciusting ke
to adminictar the questicnnairoes and the intormcicw schaldlles, how
to cdit and clean the instnunts, and how to coie tam Lo koy-

t

!

" The material in this manual is designad to e uveed by vou
. as a daily reference scurce. Take the manunl vith yeu -*-‘x\ et
i - work in the field. 7iter readinyg thrcurh o :"«m al, if ;:.-.u have
any questions, please raise them with the project divector,
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CH1CAGO SAFE SCHOCIS STUDY

STATEMENT OF PROI'CSSICHAL ETHICS
. The rights of human subjects arc a matter of primary
concern in this study. All study proccdurcs &re reviecwed to
assure that the rights of individual yespondents are protected
at ecach stage of the rescarch. While the iajor resulis of the

study will be made public, care is taken Lo sce that@no data
i

are released that would permit any respondeﬁé'to be identified.
Any information that connects a particular guestionnaire

or interview Qith a Specific respondent is removed as soon as

the instrument is received at the Safe Schools Study Offices;

This information is maintained in special confidential locked

=~ » \ - * - . g -
files while the study is-in progress and 1is destroyed after the

-

.

study is completed. - - .. .

The precautions taken to protect the anonyaity of respondents

wiould be undermined if the intervie&er does not treat information

concerning respondents with equal .regard. Project interviewers

-

% . 1
. . ] 3 . 1 . o~
perform a professional function' when they obtain informaticn frem

-

‘ )

individuals by means of questionnaires or interviewsy and they

are cxpected to maintain professional ‘ethical standards of
o -
confidentiality regarding what they hear and observe. All such,

*

information is privileged information.

-~

As professsional interviewers working on a social scierce

e researcn projact, vou may‘%ot discuss any aspects of Lhe study

coencerning individuzl respondents with anyone o

ot

1.
her tha

23

pro-
ject staff. Failure to adhcre rigorously to Lhis policy will Le
- .

<

cause for disnmissal.
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involved classroars

e

4. Rescarch Assistonts meet

with Principals

0

5. Resecarch nRssistants meet
with Teachars

J/ .

S, O ST P
6. Rescaxch nssistansts visit
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SAFE SCHOOTS PRYJICT

: ’ , PILOT-PRETESTS

70 L. visit 3 districts (3,17,19)
2. 4 sclools por distict

3. District 3: 3 elcnantary+ 1 h.s.

Vvisit ¥o. t
. K X one elc';\. schxol, 2-haveroows:
. 2 one elem. school, 2 Iﬂcmmzs
. ‘ ’ \ 3 one elen, sclool, 2 homerooss
,
~ . 4, } high school, 4 division rooms
?a N -5 | % high school, 4 division rooms
6: followup, absshtees, onz elem. school
7 followep, absgntees, high school
’ 8. intervicws, cne elem. school '
9. interviews, cne clem. school
‘ 10. interviews, cne elen. school
- « 11 interviews, high school
’ 12 interviews, ono hig!\. schocl
. 4. Total twoleve visits, averacse tire of 3.hcurs. Teanm of
: hours: 12 % 3 = 36 x 2 = 72 hows per dietrict
-, .
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Foit st»unr LOLSTICHNLTINE

1. Count nuwrler of students in roca.

Z. Pass out pencils, using one or two situdents to do so.
- 3. Pass out exact nuber of questionnaires, using the same or other studenta.

Clowly read the intro-

4. hsk students to.oren questionnaire to aue .
fre. the written text.

h]
ductlon to students., Please do not ccvi

5. hsk students to ¢o to rext page (instruct
read thic inctiucticns wind sanp
-

‘6, Ask students if thev have any guesticns. Answer questions as clearly and
concisecly as possible.
7. Tell students to raise hands if they have any questions while doing the
guestionnaire.,
" 8. Tell students to place the questionnzire in the c: welope on the tcacher's

“ desk when they have completed it, and cthea return to theiyr seat. .

ted questionnaires, give them Hardsus »

9, As the students tura in ccmple
ing for the other students to complete Lic

to read while they are waisi
instrusent, .
30, TYive miruies befere the time period is up, give students a "five minutes
to go" notice.
1i. ¥hen the time period is up, give slower respondents a few more ninutes

Lo complete tha instrusent.

. 12. hsk students to reiturn pencils to desk as they lcave the roem.

»

13. Should all s& dents complete the instrument nrior to th2 end of the
scheduleld tine period, provide “hem with a gereral cverview of tie
Safe Schcols/ﬁiuav to £i11 cut the peri

14. Coins the returied cues“'onraircs. Hak fure ycu have received the sar

nurler of 1n3tﬁhncnts that you dist

"K

'..

s 0
t

™
Qa

.

15, _Determine the awzber of students assigne
I3 = ?

d to the testel orour (hisrorown,
o . divisicn roon, etc.) who were net oresent to taXe the viesticonnuirs, Q-
tain the names of these studcncs for follow up at a later Jate,
. 16. Check cut at schcol office.
3
! .
.. 17. Returred corpleted forms to Reccarch and JEvaluation.
i
. ¢
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A)l\l .n UPI- }Jll-. & PR

* ‘- RDHMTNISTRND TN TUOY PILOT/PIAIEST

or .

1. Pick

up Student Cuenticnncires and bhox of roft
Regsearch and Evaluation, unt

Log~-out instrum

2. Call target school cne day prior to schecduled arrival to confi ™, cheching
:g:fhoth'&atc and time of a:rival.

3. Go to designated school.

4. Report to scheol olfice. Show lettey of introducticn. .

5; Administer questidnnaire (sce detailed administration rrocedure shect

6. Deliver completed questionnaires to Research and Evaluation. Log-in

the instrunents,

N
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SATE SCHOOLS STUDY ~

PILC?/v1 ETLSTS

DISTRICT

WELX OF CCT,

15 - 19TH:

HOUDAY TUEEDAY WEDMNESTAY THURSDAY FRIDAY
- 7
WEEK OF OCT. 22 - 26TH:
HONDAY TUCSDAY WEDIUESDAY TEURSDAY FRIDAY
WEEK OF OCT. 29TH -~ NOV. 2% f
h )
—
MONDAY TUESDAY WEDNESDAY PHUPSCAY FRID:NY

455




- - - . { " FICEE T

— .

Frlo

A

LRST

o
o

T

-
e
e ‘LJD"\Y
-—
-
«
.
-

o ETT v

M)

LR —

§ e ,’\f‘.Y

-
H

e
—_
+

-
e

e .
-
“r
.

456

TR U W Ahaunk h g -
R -
. ot - TP s e » CN
DA — ommeml? RS Shetn " - ORI M r A s et s rust v et® . wes wmmrnenase e e me, m i g
- I b o TEID RN U vy - . u N 1\.
= - hand - . . . i
At o B ma Era 8 em e Rt T Sy s tentunr o o S - e L s @ aa - — e

~ |

173 ’ « . _

E

..
’
.
.
.
.




NS STUDY

BITOY/ PRETESTS

ATINT TG

I
!
'DI::- .

NIT

L7 LT

-

PREX)

vl G CUT | FIELD
HATRUVGILS | DAIE | WORKER

' R '
!
X I |
1 i
l |
h e S a2 12 75 Saton o L }
[ |
] i ;
i ::
i , M :
- ' i N : . i
o l !
| ' |
oy
=L . i
- !
s :
* ¥
| | i
! - , :
i ! - « ;
[ { H i
u f f
1 1
i . i ' | | i ,
" ! i o i 5 :
— j . 1 : H H
P ; | g ! | .'
! i i | i .
L 5 I J f ! ; l !
? “
) : . v 459
- =




o . COTEINS ver 1L/ """‘E ree

\ TASK .

\ ’ sracs & SLATY -
1 Selaction of cditors
.o 2 “Orientation I -~ First mzeting of editing staff,
przjuct dircctoxr, and pdlting ripervicor, !oct

R 1izh editors to presont bachground and objectives
’ of study. Points o discuusion:

LY <
. . 2. historv-kackground of study
o 5. objectives ané conception of design
c. subject matter and definiticns
v ¢é. the sample and universe it represents
. ¢. guestionnaire design
’ . . ) f. handouts: questionnaires

N »

3 Orientation II « Second mecting of edi}ing staff
A\ .
\ . ; a. verifying that respondent f£ollowed instructiecns
. - b. pre-code ccmplex variables
c. cheﬂh-d§ error responses
. . d. incoasistency checks
e. coding assignménts: ccder error-bias
.. £. handout editing lbcok

4 " Practice session I - Editors given copy of completcd
questionnaires to edit independently.
; 5 * Round Robin I -~ Discussion of questions which arise
N . from practice session.
¥ B

6 Practlce session II - Editors given cxamples of
\ganc que““io.nalre to edit, Example questionnuaire
\Pdl ted by odit supervisor; cemparison of il edited
;nstxum%ntu and discussicn of discregoncles,

0 N

cult areas of editirg.

8 v Production editing .
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;()Dllf’J PCR PILOT/Preliny

TASK .

.)il)(.‘['l :].;{)SK .

-t . o

NW A e e ———— S o< & .

- e
1 Selection of colers
- 2 Orientition 1 - Pirst meeting of ceding ctnff, projesct
. direce:r and ceding supsrvicdr. luot with coders to
present backgreund and objectives of study. Points
of discussion: .
a. ldistory-backgreund of study
b. ObJOCuLV s and ccncgpticn of design
C. fefini
C. ni represents
e. cuestlounwlrc dc ign
£. handouts: sample cuestionnaires . .
3. Orientation II - Second meeting of ceding staff .
- a. General discucsion of cuestionnaire
b. point by peine 6 gcussion of ¢uestionnaire
e. relaticnship between questions and cbjectives -
d. handcut code:loox .
G.-general discussicn of codebook
4, Practice secsion I -~ Cecders giveniexansle cony of con-
rleted @ stlc."ai-a to-.ccde inderendently. -
5, Rourd Robin I'=~ Discussicn of cquesticns vhich arise
rom practice sessiqa; discussion &F cede and cach
category within it
‘ L]
6 Practice session II - Coders given example of same .
questionnaire to cecde. Euample uesticnnaire coded by
code’ superviser; cemparisen of all ceded insuruments
and discuscion of discrepgencies. S
7 Second Round Fobin II - Pevisien and clarificaticn of
fficult avoas in ccia; clezing open-arded aucstions;
dealing with un-nticijated respenses,
8 Production codiny -
N N

l{llC | - 461 " .
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CODING SUPITRVILOR

overall supervision of coders and coding nprocess
angwer subgtantive questions

nmaintain record of coding decisions

cheek code randemly

recode samplc of cach coder's work periodically

consulz\vith rreject director about problen areas and coding
revisions-additions

(XN

maintzin code production beok




. ERIC

Sarec ScHXOoOL S 5TULCTY

FOCUS GEONT: CLASOROMY TEICITLS )

I. DISCUSSICH QULITICUS:

A.

M.

M.

"students? ‘

Do counselors ever give you advice about handling i L.ohaving -

Do principals ewver give you advice about handling mishchavin:
students?

\.)

Do school psychologists ever give you advice about handling :iis-
behaving gtudents?
7

>

Do you receive any advice from anyone in the school system about
handling misikehaving students?

In your school, do parents have a Say in how the school is run?

Jn your school, ¢o parent groups (such as PTAs) have a say in
how the school is run? .
R

In your school, do studenits have 2 say zboat how the school iz run?

What are the cfficially approved and reccriended praciices, if zny,
regarding the handling of misbehfving studencs in classroous?

}

'1
o

out of the c)ao,{ i

How often do vou v
tice at your school? Iin

You s
do thoy go? Is thi
the school system?

How often do you give addltlonal school work to michehavips stadonis?
Is this a routine accepted pra’t*cc at yveur scnwol? In thp sc
system? ' :

)
1
H

1

llow often do you use or threaten physical -punisiment? Fhat kind of
Punishment? Is this a routine accapted practicz at your ‘schenl? In

thae school systen? Is it an officia 1ly approve.d practice, or one N
that is tacitly approved? ‘

- N 1 H

] w 'y

!
How often do you lewer grades' for students who conaigteontly ni bl
Is this a routine acoopted practice at yvour sca.ol? In the schoal
systom?

3
.

ow often do you give speecial privileqes as r--ards, to
or incvan:e rositive invelvervnt in thw clasareray Is vhir o form oo
acGepted practd 1 SCLSO nysten? -

ingoersa

ve i your schoci? 1n Lhe so

AL your wehoel, how i cach of the Tollawins mi-nwwres dotey-on W
{l.0., L ar-murie aisinineyauice rurr, snnesal polusr 1ol et
proted Ly Loasfers, by tearlding eotisng tasrs nun proliies, etoa -
-
1. deciding on standerds for janming or fu.ling .
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2. controllinyg clasurocn divowder
© 3. dealing with derious be havier prellens zuch as ‘
] fighting or disoludicnce
> 4. discuzsing matters arutt student boehavie: vrth parene,, .
o)
« 0. What is the average number of students in the classes you teuch?
P. Of the studeuts you teach, vhat perceant are: i
1 1. Black
o2, Spanlsh—nxerlcan {exican, Puerto Rica, etc.) )
3. White (other than Spanish-Amarican) '
4. American Indians ' )
5. hsian-Amz rlcand T .
6. What other ethnic groups or races? - - .
0. Of the students you teach, what percentage would yeu say are:
1. high ability? l )
¢
. 2, average ability
3. low ability ) .
.
R. Or the students you teach, what percentage would you say are: ‘
1, undergchieve:s ] ' .
2. behavior protilins ’
l 3. gcnuinely’intercstod in school '
- S. How extensive is fear of crime and violenc:a am~ng btcachers at your
school? Among etvdents at your schaool? .o
g T Do vou feel that the school i5 loss safe, or safer than Lhe cariunity
in which tha schiesl is locatod?
U. Hew mush support do you ozt from princinals in at.oomrting e dal
w~Lh misbehaving atudents? .
V. llow well do v Yeel your nrincijal Gininv.o . or Sovaons '2::, wheoas
Wo tiow weell decs your principal deal wath the prabie ey n} RS R AR
o :

: (_ . ,_‘,17‘9" 4“4




THE ABSENTEE SAMPLE AND VICTIMIZATION RATES

\

L
A total of 300 students who were absent when the student question-

‘naire was administered in their classrooms were sought out at~a later

~

date to be gixgn questionnaires. Only 245 of the 300 students were

present when the field workers revisited the schools. By sampling a

portion of absentees, it was hoped that any difference in victimization

3
¥

rates between absentees and students ;n-éttendance could be detected.
Tpe assumption was made ‘that absentees as a group were more likely to
repor£~victimization than students present in thé classroom when the
survey was conducted since, among the absentees, there would be a por-
tion‘who were chronically absent and on the streets duﬁing school hours,
or who were absent because of fear ofvvictimization;

As the data in Table 1-1 indicates, the absentee sample contains

more females and less males than the main sample.

Table 1-1 A Comparison of the Absentee Sample
and the Main Sample by Sex of the !
Respondent -

&

Percent of Responses

Sex of Absentee - Main
Student Sample Sample
Male 43.3 48.5
Female 57.2 48.5
No Answer 4.1 - 3.0
( -
(N=245) (N=12882)
d Ll
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During the course of the survey (March to early June, 1980), more
males than females were absent frqm the classrooms in which question~
naires were administered. One explanation for the sex ratios in the
absentee sample may be that more male students are chronic absentees and
were not present on either occasion when field workers visited the school.

* The racial distributions in the absentee sample and the main sample

are contrasted in Table 1-2.

y Table 1-2 A Comparison of the Absentee Sample l
and the Main Sample by Race of the
Respondent : I

Percent of Responses

Race of Absentee - Main
Student Sample . Sample
American Indian 1.2 1.6 i
‘ Asian . 1.6 2.3
gispanie = 15.9 18.0
‘ ‘Black o 4L3 52.1
. White 23.6 18.5
*No Answer 16.3 7.5
(N=245) (N=12882)

Once again, it should be pointed out that "chronic" absentees might
not be picked up by th; field workers who revis%ted a school, since they
would have‘been absent on both occasions when site visits were made.
This means that the absentee sample cannot be viewed as rando?, since

chronic absentees do not have an equal chance to be represented.
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The most important comparisons between the absentee sample and the
main sample have to do with iikelihood of victimization, Tt is here that
the hypotheses concerning greater likelihood of victimization for absen-

, tees can be checked. The informatiq? is illustrated in Table 1-3.
-

Table 1-3 A Comparisofi of the Absentee Sample
and the main Sample with respect to

j Victimization §
{ o !
e — = ]
i ’ !
' Percent of Respcnses i
Students Reporting’ Absentee Main
Victimization for: Sample Sample
. . .
_A. Theft 17.6 26.0 7
B. Assault .
L { . R
Actual 1.2 3.3 .
) L ]
At.tempted 2.0 . 8.5 ﬁéf” .

C. Robbery ..

Actual 1.6 2.%
Attempted 1.6 6.7
(N=245) (N=12882)

The data indicates that the absentees exparience less victimization

iastead of more victimization for all three incidents. However, given

the small number of cases in the absentee sample, any interpretation
Y

‘ given the data in Table lf3 shc 1ld be made with great caution. 1In retro-

spect, a larger sample of absentees should have been taken. Unfortunately,

time and budget constraints prevented the taking of a larger sample.
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THE .STUDENT INTERVIEW SAMPLE )

A sample of 600 students who had previously been given the
student questionnaire (Ql) were given follow-up.interviews. These _
interviews were designed to measure the level of understanding of
student respondents with respect to the questions asked them on
tpe questionnaire (see Student Interview Schedule in this volume) .
In designing the questionnaire[concern was expressed by project
consultants about (a) the reading level of some students in the
sample, (b)‘the likelihood of misinterpretation and misunderstand-
ing with respebt to certain words and phrases, a;d (c) the amount
of éxaggeration which could be expected frém younger respondents.
S%nce the primary concern focused on 7th and 8th grade students,

these respondents were oversampled in the interview sample, as

illustrated in Table l-4 below.

"Table 1-4 Students in the Interview Sample
by Grade Level of Respondent,

. Grade
Level N Percent of Sample
7th 179 29.8
8th 161 26.8
' 9th 102 17.0
10th 63 10.5
lith 47 7.9
12th 48 8.0

600 100.0

Student Understanding of the Incidents Described - Each student

interviewed was given "Handout A" which contained the four central
questions concerning crime victimizaticn found in the questionnaire

{see Handcut A in the section of this volume entitled sStudent Inter-

view Schédule).
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Assault ~ The first gquestion about specific victimization in the
questionnaire and in Handout A concerned assault:

"During the last two months, did anyone attack you or
threaten to attack and injure you at school or or the
way to or from- school?"

The interviewer askéd the student to describe iﬁ his or her
own words what the question was asking about. If the respondent
was able to provide an adequate verbal explanation of the question
without merely feeding back what was written (i.e, they were able
to usefﬁheir own words to‘describe assault) the respondent received
a rating of "4". As further probes were required to elicit an ade-
quate answer, the number of points in the rating decreased from 4
to 3, to 2, to 1, and finally to zero. The number of respondents
who were able to snpply an adequate answer on the first attempt

are found in Table 1l-5. (The same procedure and rating system were

used for the incidents of theft, robbery, and rape). \

- v

Taple 1-5 | Students.in the Interview Sample ;
- who were able to Provide an, Adequate
answer on the first attempt

Percent of Respondents Scoring ngn

Grade Level Question Concerning

l(Respondent) Assault Theft Robbery Rape
7th 84% 82% 7% 67%
8th 87 90 89 82
9th 97 94 93 89
10th 98 97 97 100
1lth . 100 100 98 100 h
12th 100 100 100 100

¥
[

I
Note: Percents rounded to whole numbers

It is obvious from the data in Table 1-5 that the level of un-
derstanding of the four incident questions in the student question-

naire are a function of grade level, and therefore of age.

L
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Student Understanding of what is a "Regartable Assault"” - Each

student interviewed was read a series of incidents and asked to
state whether he or she would report any of these incidents as
an "assault" on the student questionnaire. The results are illus-

trated in Table 1-6. T

’

T T T Tabre =6 Students in the Interview Sample—Who Would -
’ Report any of the following Incidents as an
i "Assault" on the Student*guestionnaire

- . Percent of Student Responses
Grade Level or Respondent

Incident 7 or 8 9 or 10 11 or 12

Someane pushes you ‘
in the Cafeteria line 9% 4% 3%

Someone shoves you
on the playground 30 15 -t 8

Someone pushes you
so hard you fall down 88 24 13

Someone kicks you af-
ter pushing you down 92 59 67

Two students are
friends. They argue
about rules of a game
they are playing and ,
‘ one student pushes or
‘ shoves tbe other 90 50 56

. Two students get into
an argument. One stud
dent hits the other
with his fist, knock-
ing him down. 59 38 z22

Two students pass

each other on the way

home from school. One

student hits the other
several times with his
fists or a weapon 97 98 . 926

Note: Percents rounded to whole numbers
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Student Understanding of the difference between Theft and Robbery
&

/

i
Students interviewed were asked to state whether each of the follow~
ing two incidents could be classified as "theft" or "robbery"

First Incident - You put a book down on your desk and
When you come back,

>
leave the room for a few mlnutes
’ someone--has-taken the book.
Second Incident ~ You are sitting at your desk with a
book in your hand. Someone comes up to you and demands
that you give him the book or he will hurt you. You give
/
- //

/
/

=S

7

him the book.
Table 1-7 illustrates student responses to these incidents
/

The lower the grade level, the more likely a student will fail to

distinguish between theft and robbery
Students in the interview Sample Who
Did Not Ristinguish Between The¢t and

{  Table 1-7
Robbery, by Grade Level
Percent of Students who thought
Grade Level Theft was Robbery Robberx.was Theft
7th ! 11% ‘ 19%
! gth - 9 12
9th 10 11
10th 8 13
1llth 4 4
12th 5 <
~ N " Note: Percents rounded to whole numbers ..
¥ R .
Note that although the level of understanding increases with
grade level, and therefore with age, there are some variations in
the association between failure to distinguish and grade level. .
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Student Understanding of some Words on the Questionnaire - Based on

the pretest of the student quéstionnaire, it was anticipated that
some students would have difficulty w1th certain words used in the
instrument. Table 1-8 provides information on student failure to
ynderstand these words (In the interview, students were asked the
meaning of each of the -words, and the Table provides the percentage

of students who failed to adequately define the words).

r -
1 - 4

i Table 1-8° Students in the Interview "Sample who

Could Not Adequately define Certain Y

. Words contained in the Questiopnaire
By Grade Level :
= %5
2ercent of Students Who Could Not
Define Certain Words . :

Ry

’ . Grade Level of the Respondents .
" Word ‘ 7 or 8 9 or 10 11 or 12
Grudge 53% ¢ 32, © 278
-" Threaten 31 23 12,
Marijuana 54 27 2 E
Competition” /- 49 . 18 6
Nationalities 59 44 ) g
Racial Minority 52 24 R 2

"Uppers and
Downers" 1 47 11

[

; 7 z
‘Note: Percentages-r?unded to whole numbers

13

. * s

The Question of Student Understanding and ‘the Validity of Responses

It is obvious that serious threats to validity are posed by
failure of student respcndents\to know what they are reading when
filling out the questiohnaire, ?hesc threats are most serious in
tie lower grades, especially'in\grades 7 and.8. However, with res-
pect to victimization, only one ef the eight words listed in Table
8-1 is found in questions concerning incidents, and that is the word
"threaten" which is used in the questions concerning both assault

and robbery. Failure on the part of student respondents tp distanguish
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'.These questions are raised here, but not answered. The reader must

between the incidents of "theft" and "robbery" also pose a threat
to the validity of student responses, and ofice again, the primary
problem is found in the lower grades. Finally, student interpreta-
tions of what constitutes a "reportable“ assault poses a probiem,
and this problem is most evident 1n the lower grades. One is then °
left with the problem of how much weight to place on victimization
rates determined by the Chicago Safe Sthool Study, especially as
these rates apply to students in grades 7 and.8. This question is
espec1ally 1mportant in light of the fact that these student re-

port higher victimization rates than do students in the higher grades.

exerclse his or her own judgement based on the findings of the student .

Tnterviews. ) .
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