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Highlights

Student alcohol vse was considered a serious or moderate problem by 11 percent of all public
school principals (Table 2). Thirty-three percent of secondary school principals and 2 peacent of
elementary school principals thought student alcohol use was a serious or moderate problem in
their school.

Student drug use was considered a serious or moderate problem by 6 percent of all public school
principals (Table 2). Sixteen percent of secondary school principals and 1 percent of elementary
school principals thought student drug use was a serious or moderate problem in their school.

For every 100 students, public school principals reported an average of about 6 in-school
suspensions due to disruptive behavior or student alcohol and drug use, possession, or sales
during the fall 1990 semester (Table 3). Principals also reported that, for every 100 students,
there were about 4 out-of-school suspensions, but less than 1 expulsion, transfer to an alternative
school, or police notification.

Over 90 percent of public schools—both elementary and secondary schcols—ofter referrals 10
social services outside the school system for disruptive students (Table 5). About 70 percent of
public schools offer such outside referrals for students using alcohol, drugs, or tobacco (Table
6).

Thirty-five percent of public school principals indicated that their ability to maintain order and
discipline in their school was limited to a great or moderate extent by a lack of or inadequate
alternative placements/programs for disruptive students (Table 8).

School alcohol prevention programs and policies were considered highly effective in reducing
alcohol use by 11 percent of public school principals, modrrately effective by 17 percent, not
very effective by 5 percent, and not at all effective by 1 percent (Table 9). Alcohol use was
considered not a problem in their school by the remaining 66 percent of principals.

General discipline programs and policies were considered highly effective in reducing disruptive
behavior by 33 percent of public school principals, moderately effective by 45 percent, not very
effective by 4 percent, and not at all effective by 1 percent (Table 9). Disruptive behavior was
considered not a problem in their school by the remaining 17 percent of principals.

Public schools offer drug use education in many se‘t'tﬁx‘.gs Over 90 percent offer drug use
education within the health curriculum; 86 percent at special assemblies or events; 74 percent
within the science curriculum; 63 percent throughout the curriculum; and 37 percent as a
separate course (Table 11).

The average number of hours drug use education was taught in each public school grade during
the 1990-91 school year ranged from about 10 hours in kindergarten to about 26 hours in grade 7
and to about 15 hours in grade 12 (Table 12).

According to 69 percent of public school principals, police provided assistance or educational
support to a great or moderate extent in promoting safe, disciplined, and drug-free schools (Table
15). About half of school principals indicated that social service agencies and parent groups
provided the same level of support.
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Introduction to the Data

This report is the second in a series of three E.D. TABS on safe, disciplined, and drug-
free schools. It presents statistics on public elementary and secondary school principals’ perspectives of
issues related to safety, discipline, and drug-use prevention in their schools. A national sample of 830
public school principals responded to questions concerning the extent of discipline problems within
their schools and the nature and effectiveness of their schools’ current policies and drug education

programs.

To the extent that student alcohol and drug use, violence, and disruptive behavior are
problems facing schools, they are impediments to learning. To address such problems, the nation's
Governors and the President endorsed a set of National Education Goals to be reached by the year
2000. National Education Goal Six calls for all schools in America to be free of drugs and violence and
to offer a safe, disciplined environment conducive to learning. To achieve this goal, policymakers,
educators, and the public need information about the current status of the nation's schools and the
extent to which various objectives are being met.

The tabular summaries in this report are based on data collected from the Principal Survey
on Safe, Disciplined, and Drug-Free Schools for the National Center for Education Statistics (NCES).
The survey was conducted by Westat, Inc., a research firm in Rockville, Maryland, through the Fast
Response Survey System (FRSS). FRSS was designed to provide data on policy-related issues
regarding emerging educational developments. The tables present data for all principals and for
principals by instructional level (elementary, secondary), type of school location (city, urban fringe,
town, rural), enrollment size (less than 300, 300 to 999, 1,000 or more), region (Northeast, Central,
Southeast, and West), and percentage of students receiving free or reduced-price lunches (10 percent or
less, 11 to 40 percent, 41 percent or more). Statistics in all tables are based on national estimates.

Two other surveys on safe, disciplined, and drug-free schools wcre conducted along with
the principal survey: a survey of school teachers and a survey of district superintendents. An E.D.
TABS report on the Teacher Survey on Safe, Disciplined, and Drug-Free Schools (NCES 91-091) has
been published, and an E.D. TABS report on the district survey is forthcoming. Finally, a report
examining the data from the three surveys will be produced.
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Definitions

Common Core of Data Public School Universe — A tape containing 84,968 records, one for each
public elementary and secondary school in the 50 States, District of Columbia, and five outlying areas,
as reported to the National Center for Education Statistics by the State education agencies. Records on
this file contain the name, address, and telephone number of the school, name of the school district or
other agency that operates the school, codes for school type and locale, the full-time-equivalent number
of classroom teachers assigned to the school, the number of students eligible for the federal free-lunch
program, and membership, by grade and racial/ethnic categories.

City — A central city of a Standard Metropolitan Statistical Area (SMSA).

Urban Fringe — A place within an SMSA of a large or mid-size central city and defined as urban by
the U.S. Bureau of Census.

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

Rural — A place with population less than 2,500 and defined as rural by the U.S. Bureau of Census.

Elementary school — A school whose lowest grade is 6 or lower, and whose highest grade is 8 or
lower. (Junior high and middle schools may be classified as elementary schools if their grade spans fall
within this range.)

Secondary school — A school whose lowest grade is 7 or higher.

Combined school — A school whose lowest grade is 6 or lower, and whose highest grade is 9 or
higher.

Full-time-equivalent (FTE) — Amount of time required to perform an assignment stated as 7
proportion of a full-time position and computed by dividing the amount of time employed by the time
normally required for a full-time position.

Drug use education — Refers to learning activities and related policies to prevent or reduce alcohol,
drug (e.g., marijuana, inhalants, cocaine), and tobacco use by youth. It does not include clinical
treatment or rehabilitation.

Disruptive behavior — Refers to serious and/or unlawful actions that may interfere with order ir.
school (e.g., physical attacks, property destruction, thefts). Alcohol, drug, and tobacco use,
possession, sales, and distribution are reported separately on the FRSS questionnaire and are not
included under "disruptive behavior.”

Misbehavior — Refers to less serious actions that may interfere with classroom teaching (e.g., student
talking in class, tardiness, class cutting).

Northeast region — Connecticut, Delaware, District of Columbia, Maine, Maryland, Massachusetts,
New Hampshire, New Jersey, New York, Pennsylvania, Rhode Island, and Vermont.

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

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

West region — Alaska, Arizona, California, Colorado, Hawaii, Idaho, Montana, Nevada, New
Mexico, Oklahoma, Oregon, Texas, Jtah, Washington, and Wyoming.

12



Table A.-Number and percentage of public school principals in the study sample and the estimated number and
percentage in the nstion, by school chamcteristics: United States, 1990-91

Samplc National estimate®
School characteristic
Number
Number Percent (in thousands) Percent
All schoOls ..oocviiiiiiiiiiiicni e 830 100 80,400 100
Instructional level
Combined...........cco.ooenirminniiiiviriniinennns 33 4 3,900 b
Blementary ........cooovvvnniiiiiieiineiiiinnenniine, $10 6! 57,100 n
SecOoNdary ......ccooovvviiiniiiiiiiienii 287 35 19,300 24
Location of school
CRY cooiceeneiiiiiiniiiie e 204 25 18,500 23
Urban fringe .........cooovvenneiiiiinniiiiininn, 212 26 19,000 24
g £ 1 PO PP 221 27 20,600 26
RUMMl ..ot e 193 23 22,200 28
Enroliment size
Lessthan 300 ............ cciviiiiiiiniiiieans 182 22 25,700 n
30010 99 ..o e 524 63 48,000 60
1,000 OF ITOTE ...uvviivernianeiieenninereneenneanes 124 15 6,600 8
Region
NOTNERSE ......vvevinirnviiiieneiinevseeiianenans 170 21 15,100 19
Centrnl ... 231 28 24,000 30
SoUthEaSt. ... i 197 24 17,500 22
VBB ooviniiss o e nae 232 28 23,700 30
Percentage of students
receiving free or
reduced-price lunches
10 percentorless........coovmmvininnnniinnninnnn. 208 25 17,800 22
118040 percenl.....c...ooovvvvimminnnninaenineinn 358 43 35,700 44
41 percent Or MOTe .......c.ovviiiiiineniiinnnen 256 31 25,500 2
Notavailable.........ooovviviiiiiiiiiciiieens £ 1 1,400 2

*Data presented in all tables are weighted to produce national estimates. The sample was sclected with probabililics
proportionate to the square root of the number of full-time-equivalent (FTE) teachers in the school. Schools with larger
FTEs have higher probabilities of inclusion and lower weights.

NOTE: Percentages may not sum to 100 and numbers may not sum to totals because of rounding.

SOURCE: Fast Response Survey System, Public School Principal Survey on Safe, Disciplined, and Drug-Free Schools,
FRSS 41, U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, 1991.
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Table 1.—-Percentage of public school principals indicating the extent of certain problems in their school: United

States, 1990-91
Problean Extent of problem
Serious Modcnte Minor Not a problem

Student tardiness...........c.ocooeneninnnnns 6 28 46 20
Student absentecism/class cutting ....... s 20 40 3s
Physical conflicts among students ...... 3 20 53 24
Robbery or theft of items over $10..... (+) ? 31 862
Vandalism of school propesty ........... 1 10 42 46
Student alcohol use..........cooevnnnnnnnes 3 8 18 73
Student drug use ...........co.coveeninnnnnne 1 5 21 73
Sale of drugs on school grounds ........ (+) 1 11 88
Student t0bACCO USE ......ocoveiuvninriinins 3 10 25 62
Student possession of weapons.......... {(+) 3 17 81
Trespassing ..........ccoooeeneevieirrnnnenn. 1 6 27 66
Verbal abuse of teachers.................. 2 9 44 45
Physical abuse of teachers................ +) 1 8 %0
Teacher absentecism.............c..vvmenss 1 13 k] 48
Teacher alcohol or drug use ............. (+) 1 10 89
Racial tensions .............c.oceveviiviannns (+) 5 21 75
(+) Less than 0.5.

NOTE: Peien'ages are computed across cach row, but may not sum to 100 because of rounding.

SOURCE: Fast Response Survey System, Public School Principal Survey on Safe, Disciplined, and Drug-Free Schools,
FRSS 41, U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, 1991.

14




Table 2.--Percentage of public school principals indicating that certain problems in their school wers serious or
moderate, by instructional level and location of school: United States, 1990-91

School characteristic
Problem Total Instructional level® Location of school
Elementary | Secondary City | Urban fringe Town Rural

Student tardiness............... k1 28 51 48 33 30 27
Student absentecism/

class cutting .............. .. 25 19 39 36 24 23
Phyasical conflicts amoang

students .. .............. ... 22 23 21 29 26 22 14
Robbery or theft of items

over$10..........occvvnennee 7 s 13 9 6 4 9
Vandalism of school

PIOPEIY .....ovvvvrnnninnnns 12 1 14 18 10 7 i1
Student alcohol use............ 11 33 9 7 9 16
Student druguse................ 6 1 16 7 4 6 6
Sale of drugs on school

grounds ...........oeeeeenn. 1 (+) 2 1 2 0 1
Student tobacco use ........... 13 3 40 12 10 13 17
Student possession of

WEAPONS.....ouvirairnnranes 3 2 4 7 1 2 1
Trespassing .......c.c.oovvennnns 6 8 13 7 3 5
Verbal abuse of teachers..... 11 9 14 17 10 10 7
Physical abuse of teachers ... 1 1 5 {(+) 1 0
Teacher absentecism.......... 14 12 19 20 14 11 12
Teacher alcohol or drug use 1 1 1 2 2 (+) 2
Racial tensions ................. 5 4 6 8 5 4 3
(+) Less than 0.5,

*Some schools have both elementary and secondary grades. Theso schools are not listed scparately because their number is
small; they are included in the total and in analyses with other school charscteristics.

NOTE: Percentages in the "tofal” column were computed by adding the percentages from the "scriows” and "moderate”
columns from Table 1. They may vary between tables because of rounding.

SOURCE: Fast Response Survey System, Public School Principel Survey on Safe, Disciplined, and Drug-Free Schools,
FRSS 41, U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, 1991.
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Table 3.—Total and average number of times certain school actions were taken for disruptive behavior or student alcohol and drug use, possession, or
sales during the fall 1990 semester, by school characteristics: United States, 1990-91

School action
Transfer to an In-school . . Notification
alternative school suspension Suspension Expulsion of police
School characteistic Average Avenge Average Average Average
Total number of Total number of Total number of Total number of Total number of
(in occurrences (in occusrences {in occurrences {in OOCUITENCES {in OSCUITeNnces
thousands) | per 100 | thousands) | per 100 | thousands) | per 100 | thousands) | per 100 thousands) per 100
students students students students [ stucents
All schools .................. 107 0.3 2,412 6.3 1,463 37 37 0. 133 03
Instructional levet!
Elementary.................. 43 0.2 1,057 4.3 589 23 10 (+) 47 0.2
Secondary .........ocouuiinn 62 0.5 1,219 10.0 801 6.2 25 0.2 82 0.6
Location of school
CRY oo, 52 0.4 941 8.1 537 44 15 0.1 66 0.5
Urban fringe ................ 29 0.3 478 4.4 406 36 9 0.1 29 03
Town ...... c.oovvvninnnnns 17 0.2 576 6.4 329 34 9 0.1 24 0.3
Ruml..........cciiiena 9 0.1 417 64 191 29 4 0.1 14 0.2
o Enrollment size
Less than 300............... 6 0.1 196 4.7 158 37 5 0.1 13 03
0010999......ccennne 50 0.2 1,411 56 815 1.1 16 0.1 69 0.3
1,000 or more .............. 51 0.6 805 93 491 54 17 0.2 52 0.6
Region
Northeast .............cueneet 15 0.2 333 41 250 32 2 (+) 18 0.2
Central ........ccoonveiianns 13 0.1 369 4.1 356 38 9 0.1 40 0.4
Southeast.............oeune.. 20 0.2 938 9.6 500 49 13 0.1 18 0.2
West ....oooovvviiniirerinines 60 0.5 77 6.5 356 29 14 0.1 57 0.5
Percentage of students
receiving free or
reduced-price lunches
10 percentor less.......... 25 0.3 478 4.8 342 33 4 (+) 27 0.3
11 to 40 pereent............ 43 0.3 1,044 6.7 485 29 17 0.1 49 0.3
41 percent or more ........ 39 0.3 883 7.3 627 5.0 16 0.1 58 0.5
(+) Less than 0.05.
16 1Some schools have both clementary and secondary grades. These schools are not listed scparately because their number is small; they are included in the total and in
analyses with other school characteristics. 17

2A few principals did not report school data on students receiving frec lunches; therefore, number of school actions for this characteristic may not sum to number of
school actions for all schools.

NOTE: Numbers may notf sum to totals because of rounding.

SOURCE: Fast Response Survey System, Public School Principal Survey on Safe, Disciplined, and Drug-Free Schools, FRSS 41, U.S. Depanment of Education,
National Center for Education Statistics, 1991,




Table 4.-" .l number and percentage of different students for whom certain school sctions were taken for
disruptive behavior or student alcohol and drug use, possession, or sales during the fall 1990 semester,
by school characteristics: United States, 1990-91

Students involved in disciplinary action

Transfer to an In-school ) ) Natification

aiternative school|{  suspension Suspension Expulsion of police
School characteristic

f

Total Total Total Total

(in Percent v Percent (in Percent Gin Percent (in Percent
Ppounnd:) rbouu Is P)OIIIMI rhamnd.l) M
All schools................ 107 03 1,44 38 1,037 2.6 37 0.1 154 0.4

Elementary .................. 41 0.2 647 26 416 1.6 9 (+) S1 0.2
Sccondary ................... 64 0s 716 59 551 43 25 0.2 96 08
Location of school
City ..o, 49 04 549 4.7 398 33 15 0.1 73 0.6
Urban fringe ................ 31 0.3 319 3.0 268 2.4 9 0.1 33 0.3
Town ......ooovvivnniaenn. . 18 0.2 363 4.0 224 23 9 0.1 31 0.3
Rural......c.oooiviinnnn. 9 0.1 211 32 148 22 s 0.1 17 0.3
Enrollment size
Less than300............... 6 0.1 104 2.5 87 2.0 5 0.1 14 0.3
3000999.........cce.e. 47 0.2 849 34 573 22 16 0.1 78 0.3
1,000 ormore .............. 54 0.6 488 56 mn 4.1 17 0.2 62 0.7
Region
Northeast .................... 15 0.2 182 2.5 158 20 2 (+) 21 0.3
Central ..........oooeuveeen, 14 0.2 257 28 247 26 9 0.1 44 0.5
Southeast..................... 21 0.2 550 56 357 3s 13 0.1 22 0.2
West ....ooooovenniinieniinns 58 0.5 452 38 276 22 13 0.1 67 0.5
Percentage of students
receiving free or
reduced-price lunches2
10 percentorless.......... 25 03 280 2.8 232 23 4 (+) 33 0.3
11 to 40 percent............ 46 03 626 4.0 374 22 16 0.1 61 0.4
41 percent or more ........ 36 03 533 4.4 425 34 16 0.1 60 0.5

(+) Less than 0.0S8.

1Some schools have both elementary and secondary grades. These schools are not listed scparately because their number is
small; they are included in the total and in analyses with other school characteristics.

2A few principals did not report school data on students receiving free lunches; therefore, number of students involved 1n
disciplinary actions for this characteristic may not sum to number of students involved in disciplinary actions for all schools.

NOTE: Numbers may not sum to lotals because of rounding.

SOURCE: Fast Response Survey System, Public School Principal Survey on Safe, Disciplined, and Drug-Free Schools,
FRSS 41, U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, 1991.
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TableS.—PemanngeofpublicMWMM«MrWNWWomeMWWM@MN
district specifically for di ive students: United States, 1990-91

< or ure Services for disruptive students
Yes No Not neoded
Total Ele.acntary | Secondary Total Elementary | Secondary Total Elementary | Secondary

Individual or group counseling

PTOGIRIS. ....oevvumunnnrmurenrrainnaarsereeanns 82 82 83 12 12 13 6 6 5
Peer counseling program ...................... 34 30 47 59 62 50 7 8 3
In-school suspension...........cccceeeervennnnn. 75 75 L) 19 18 23 6 7 4
Procedure to identify high risk

e P T 81 81 83 1§ 15 15 4 4 2
Procedure to refer to altemative

programs or schools®....................... 67 67 68 26 25 27 6 7 2

oo Academic assistance programs............... n 69 n 24 26 21 4 5 2

Support groups for students (student

assistance programs or SAPy)............. 42 39 4 52 43 8 9 3
Commumity service projects................... 40 41 40 52 50 56 8 10 4
Health sefvices........coccvvevrivvninniirinnnnnn 73 74 0 23 22 28 3 3 2
Referral to social services outside

the school system .......ccouvueiiiniennnnn, 91 91 92 6 6 6 3 3 2
Parent participation in school

decisions about students..................... 82 83 81 15 14 17 3 3 1
Outreach or educstion programs for

PATEIMS. ...ocovvvinnnnrninnninrnrarannnannenaens 50 56 36 46 40 61 4 4 3
Classroom instruction in conflict

MANKGEIMEM . ...coevvviiiirierernnnanannanns 54 57 47 42 39 50 4 5 3

‘Apptoximllely1mufﬂwmponduﬂlwmpﬁncipahuahemﬁwscboohmd,thm,didnotmwcrlhisitcm.
NOTE: Percentages arc computed across each row, but may not sum to 100 because of rounding.

SOURCE: Fast Responsc Survey System, Public School Principal Survey on Safe, Disciplined, and Drug-Free Schools, FRSS 41, U.S. Department of Education,
19 National Center for Education Statisties, 1991. '




Table 6.—Percentage of public school principals indicating whether their school has certain types of services and procedures sponsored by the school or
district specifically for students using alcohol, drugs, or tobacco: United States, 1990-91

Scrvices for students using alcohol, drugs, or tobacco

. Yes No Not needed
Service or procedure
Total Elementary { Secondary Total Elementary | Secondary Total Elementary { Secondary
Individual or group counseling
PTOGTRIMIS. ....ovvvrtrerinenierirnrsaernarranss 57 47 83 16 18 12 27 35 5
Peer counseling program ...................... 27 20 47 4 43 47 28 36 6
In-school suspension.................coeeneinis 44 38 57 26 23 36 30 38 7
Procedure o identify high risk
Students ......coooiiiiii e 56 48 78 20 20 18 24 Ly 4
Procedure tv refer to alternative
© programs or schools® ....................... 47 42 64 25 29 25 i3 s
Academic assistance programs............... 46 39 63 27 26 3 27 s 6
Support groups for students (studemt
ssgistance programs or SAPS)............. 37 29 57 37 37 K} 26 34 6
Community service Projects................... 2 26 37 43 38 56 28 36 7
Health services.........oooovvivinvnnininininnnen, S4 48 69 2 20 26 24 K} | 4
Referral to social services outside
the school system ..........ccoeeuveernnnene. 68 60 89 8 8 6 24 32 5
Parent parsticipation in school
decisions about students...................... 58 H 76 17 16 19 25 33 4
Outreach or education programs for
PRICOIB........ovvnenniniieeraannnnrnenesaeannes 37 36 40 38 32 55 24 2 4
Classroom instruction in conflict
MANAGEMEM ........corvuvriierienrrenisarnanss g 36 42 37 3] 53 25 Kk ) ]

*Approximately 1 percent of the respondents were principals at alternative schools and, thus, did not 1.aswer this item.
NOTE: Percentages are computed across each row, but may not sum to 100 because of rounding.

SOURCE: Fast Response Survey System, Public School Principal Survey on Safe, Disciplined, and Drug-Free Schools, FRSS 41, U.S. Department of Education,
National Center for Education Statistics, 1991.
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Table 7.~Percentage of public school principals indicating the extent to which certain factors limit the ability to
maintain order and discipline in their school: United States, 1990-91

Limits ability to maintain order and discipline
Factor

Great extent | Moderste xteat |  Small exsent Not at all

Lack of or inadequate number of sccurity

personnel ... 2 S 1S
Lack of or inadequate teacher training in

discipline procedures and school law .......... 3 14 37
Lack of or inadequate alternative placements/

programs for disruptive students................ 12 22 30 36
Likelihood of complaints from parents ............ 3 16 3 42
Lack of teacher support for policies................ 1 6 29 64
Faculty's fear of student reprisal.................... (+) 3 17 80

(+) Less than 0.5.
NOTE: Percentages are compuled across each row, but may not sum to 100 because of rounding.

SOURCE: Fast Response Survey System, Public School Principal Survey on Safe, Disciplined, and Drug-Free Schools,
FRSS 41, U.S. Depantment of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, 1991.
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Table 8.—-Percentage of public school principals indicating that certain factors limit to a great or moderate extent
- the ability to maintain order and discipline in their school, by instructional level and location of school:
United States, 1990-91

School characteristic
Factor limiting the
ability to maintain Total Instructional level® Location of school
order and discipline
Elementary | Secondary City | Urban fringe Town Rural
Lack of or inadequate
aumber of security
personnel ..................ll 2 5 11 15 7 3 3
Lack of or inadequate
teacher training in
discipline procedures
and school law.............. 17 17 18 26 15 13 15
Lack of or inadequate alter-
native placements/
programs for disruptive
students ............oceeeen 35 34 38 43 32 33 31
Likelihood of complaints
from parents ............... 19 21 16 24 17 13 23
Lack of teacher support
for policies .................. 7 6 10 11 6 8 5
Faculty's fear of student
reprisal .....c.cvererennnnne. 3 2 s 5 2 3 3

*Some schools have both elementary and secondary grades. These schools are not listed separately because their number is
small; they are included in the total and in analyses with other school characteristics.

NOTE: Percentages in the “total” column were computed by adding the percentages from the "great extent” and "moderate
extent” columns from Table 7. They may vary between tables because of rounding.

SOURCE: Fast Response Survey System, Public School Principal Survey on Safe, Disciplined, and Drug-Free Schools,
FRSS 41, U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, 1991.
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Table 9.—Percentage of public school principals indicsting specified levels of effectiveness for their school's
alcobol, drug, and tobacco prevention programs and policies and genenal discipline programs and
policies in reducing certsin problems: United States, 1990-91

Policy effectiveness

I Highly Modertely Not very Not at all Use or behavior
effective effective effective effective not a problem
Alcohol use®.................... 11 17 5 1 66
Druguse®.........ccaueeueeenee. 14 15 4 (+) 66
Tobacoo use®.................. 11 18 9 3 59
Disruptive behavior........... 33 45 4 1 17
Misbehavior .................... 3s 50 4 (+) 11
(+)Less than 0.5.

*The percentages reported in the “use or behavior not a problem” column are slightly lower than those in Table 1. Some of
the respondents that indicated in Table 1 that alcohol, drug, or tobacco use was not a problem chose to indicate here that their
school policies were highly effective. Less than 1 percent of the principals reported that their school had no aleohol, drug, or
tobacco prevention programs or policies and, thus, did not answer this item.

NOTE: Percentages are computed across each row, but may not sum to 100 because of rounding.

SOURCE: Fast Response Survey System, Public School Principal Survey on Safe, Disciplined, and Drug-Free Schools,
FRSS 41, U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, 1991.
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Table 10.--Percentage of public school principals indicating that their school's alcobol, drug, and tobacco
preveation programs and policies and general discipline programs and policies were not very or not at
all effective in reducing certain problems, by instructional level and location of school: United

States, 1990-91
School characteristic
Student problem Total Instructional level® Locaticn of school
Elementary | Secondary City | Urban fringe Town Rural
Alcohol use ..........ooocnnnes 6 2 19 6 3 8 6
Druguse......cccocovvrervvvennn 4 1 11 4 2 5 5
Tobscco use ..........ceevnvnnee 11 4 29 11 10 10 15
Disruptive behavior ........... 5 5 6 3 5 5
Misbehavior .................... 4 4 5 5 3 5 4

*Some schools have both clementary and secondary grades. These schools arc not listed scparately because their number is
small; they are included in the total and in analyses with other school characteristics.

N. .. Percentages in the "total” column were computed by adding the percentages from the “not very effective” and "not
at all effective” columns from Table 9. They may vary between tables because of rounding. Perventages were
calculated with all principals in the denominater, including those who indicated (Table 9) that the use or behavior
was not a problem in their school.

SOURCE: Fast Response Survey System, Public School Principal Survey on Safe, Disciplined, and Drug-Free Schools,

FRSS 41, U.S. Department of Education, National Center for BEducation Statistics, 1991.
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Table 11.—Percentage of public school principals indicating that their school offers drug (including alcobol and
tobacco) use education in cestain ways, by school charscteristics: United States, 1990-91

Way of offering drug use education
School characteristic Within Within Asa Throughout At special
health science sepante the asscmblics
curriculum curriculum course curriculum or cvents
All schools................ 93 74 37 &3 86
Instructional level®
Elementary .................. 92 73 43 65 86
Secondary ................... 98 m 20 56 86
Location cf school
L of 1V PR 92 75 45 61 88
Urban fringe ................ 90 74 43 62 81
TOWN oo, 95 78 30 66 86
Rumal............onn, 93 73 30 62 87
Enrollment size
Lessthan300............... 93 76 30 66 83
3000999 .....ccovnenenen. 92 73 41 62 87
1,000 ormore .............. 94 75 27 57 88
Region
Northeast .......ooecvvvnn. 93 75 k} ! 57 86
Central ...........ccoeennnns 95 T2 30 65 86
Southeast..................... 94 80 k1] 65 87
West ..o B8 73 43 62 85
Percentage of students
receiving free or
reduced-price lunches
10 percentorless.......... 89 70 33 55 82
11to 40 percent............ 95 75 39 63 86
41 percent or more......... 93 75 36 69 90

*Some schools have both elementary and secondary grades. These schools are not listed separately because their number is
small; they are included in the total and in analyses with other school characteristics.

NOTE: Percentages do not add to 100 because principals could select as many ways of offering drug use education as
applied in their school.
SOURCE: Fast Response Survey System, Public School Principal Survey on Safe, Disciplined, and Drug-Free Schools,
FRSS 41, U S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, 1991.
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Table 12.~Average number of hours drug (including aicohol and tobacoo) use education was tsught in each grade
during the school year: United States, 1990-91

Gnde
School characteristic
K 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12
All schools .................. 99 122 134 152 199 236 250 255 240 241 22 166 151

Table 13.—-Average number of hours drug (including alcohol and tobacco) use education was taught in each grade
span during the school year, by school characteristics: United States, 1990-91

Grade span
School chancteristic
K-3 46 79 10-12

Allschools ..........oooviviiiiiinniniiniie e, 12,9 223 24.8 18.0
Instructional level®

Blomentary .........oovvmeiiiiiiiinnicniininnn, (2.1 217 24.2 -

SOCONARTY ....ooovvniiiiiiiiiiiinin e - - 26 16.7
Location of school

Lo TN 113 20.8 239 14.8

Urban fringe ........coooviiviviiinnnneiviinnivanans 14.5 231 16.5 14.2

TOWH coeeenieiiciniieiiertenr i 11.4 20.2 249 16.8

117 eerrerrraneeannaan 139 24.8 28.6 218
Enrollment size

Lessthan300.........c.oooivinieiiiiiiiniiiineinnes 134 237 31.7 2.9

30010999 ..o 12.§ 21.6 20.8 14.3

1,000 0r more .....cccvvvvvvveviininiiiennccnnnane. (+) {(+) 21.6 15.2
Region

Northeast .......oooovviiiiiiiiiiiiiinrcreieenceenane. 11.6 19.2 25.1 17.6

Central ...t i 11.9 20.0 25.0 16.8

Southeast..........coovvvviriiiiirniiciice s 11.6 20.9 18.7 15.4

WESt ...t 159 27.6 28.2 21.6
Percentage of students roceiving
free or reduced-price lunches

10percent Orless.........ccoovvveinininneiinninis 13.0 21.8 18.2 133

11tod40percent..........ccovvvvvviinnnnrnnnnnnns 11.4 21.7 24.2 17.3

4] pErcent OF MOTE .........couuvieerninenrvunaanens 14.1 228 29.6 27.4

—Not applicable. Elementary schools were defined as those schools whose highest grade offered is 8 or lower, and whose
lowest grade is 6 or lower, Secondary schools were defined as those schools whose lowest grade is 7 or higher, and whose

highest grade is 9 or higher.
(+) Too few cases for a reliable estimate.
'Somenhohhwbothebnn:u.r{ scoondary grades. These schools are not listed scparately because their number is
small; they are included in the and in analyses with other school charsctoristics.

SOURCE: Fast Response Survey System, Public School Principal Survey on Safe, Ducxplmed lndDm Free Schools,
v FRSS 41, U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, 1 &
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Table 14.--Percentage of public school principals indicating the extent to which certain organizations in their
community provige assistance or educational support to promote safe, disciplined, and drug-free
schools: United States, 1990-91

Extent of support provided
Community organization

Great extent Moderate extent Small extent Not at all
Parent groups...........cooeviiiiinini 18 K} s 16
Private corporstions and businesses................ 7 24 36 k2
Social service agencies.............coooevvviinnnnnin. 16 40 3 13
Police.......covcvviiirniiiiiiinin e 35 34 23 ' 8
Civic organizations/scrvice clubs ................... 10 28 k7 27
Collcges/universities............cccoeeeinvnnnireennnnse 2 10 px/ 65
Religious organizations..............c.coceevenuiennnns 5 13 27 54

NOTE: Percentages are comguted across each row, but may not sum to 100 because of rounding.

SOURCE: Fast Response Survey System, Public School Principal Survey on Safe, Disciplined, and Drug-Free Schools,
FRSS 41, U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, 1991.

29

16




Table 15.--Percentage of public school principals indicating that certain organizations in their community provide
assistance or educational support to a great or moderate extent to promote safe, disciplined, and drug-
free schools, by instructional level and location of school: United States, 1990-91

School <t -~

Community organization Total Instructional Jevel* Location of school

Etementary | Secondary | City | Urban fringe | Town Rural

Parent groups................... 49 S1 43 47 63 48 41
Private corporations and

businesses ................... 30 3 29 39 13 3 21
Social service agencies....... 56 55 60 57 57 61 51
Police..........ccooeervenniiie. 69 70 70 74 T 68 58
Civic organizations/service

clubs ...ooeeiiiiiiiian, 39 3 38 37 38 42 37
Colleges/universities .......... 12 12 12 15 8 12 12
Religious organizations....... 18 15 24 15 13 2 24

*Some schools have both clementary and secondary graces. These schools are not listed separately because their number is
small; they are included in the total and in analyses with other school characteristics.

NOTE: Percentages in the "total” column were computed by adding the percentages from the "great extent” and “moderate
extent” columns from Table 13. They may vary between tables because of rounding.

SOURCE: Fast Response Survey System, Public School Principal Survey on Safe, Disciplined, and Drug-Free Schools,
FRSS 41, U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, 1991,

17




Survey Methodology and Data Reliability

Sample Selection

A stratified sample of 890 schools was drawn from the 1988-89 list of public schools
compiled by the National Center for Education Statistics (NCES). This file contains about 85,000
listings and is part of the NCES Common Core of Data (CCD) School Universe. Regular, vocational
education, and alternative schools in the S0 states and District of Columbia were included in the survey
universe, while special education schools were excluded from the frame prior to sampling. Schools not
operated by local education agencies and those including only prekindergarten or kindergarten were
also excluded. With these exclusions, the final sampling frame consisted of approximately 81,100
eligible schools. The schools were stratified by type of locale (city, urban fringe, town, rural) and level
of instruction (elementary, secondary, and combined schools). Within each of the 12 strata, schools
were sorted first by state, then district (within each state), and then enrollment size (within each
district). Next schools were selected with probabilities proportionate to the square root of the number
of fulltime-equivalent (FTE) teachers in the school.

Response Rates

In mid-April 1991, questionnaires (see Appendix B) were mailed to the 890 principals in
the sample. Six of the schools were found to be out-of-scope, leaving 884 principals in the sample.
Telephone followup of nonrespondents was initiated in mid-May; data collection was completed by the
end of June. For the eligible principals that received surveys, 8 response rate of 94 percent (830
responding principals divided by the 884 principals in the sample) was obtained (see table B). Item
nonresponse ranged from 0.0 percent to 3.1 percent.

Sampling and Nonsampling Errors

The response data were weighted to produce national estimates. The weights were
designed to adjust for the variable probabilities of selection and differential nonresponse. The findings
in this report are estimates based on the sample selected and, consequently, are subject to sampling
variability.
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T%B.—NWMWMMMMMWMW,WMW@:
United States, 1990-91

School characteristic Sample Out-of-scope Nonrespondents Respondents

AN SChOOIS ...t eeererensnieees 890 6 54 830
Instructional level

Combined .......covivniiviee v K} 3 4 k)

BIEMENATY ..oooovnniiniiieiiininre e rennnenaes 545 1 32 510

SECONATY ..o..covviiirnmiiirriire e, 314 2 18 287
Location of school

CHY .oveereeririiierir st 230 3 23 204

Urban fAnge ........ooovvrimriiiiiiernienieeienn 234 3 19 212

T OWIY oo eeeree e it eaasrreatabsassraraes 200 0 7 221

RUTBD oo ettt te sttt e e 226 0 S 193
Enrollment sizc

Less than 300, ....oooiiniiiiiiiacereraaiinnins 192 5 5 182

B00 10 999 . ..onen i teeiiieeirr e 5§58 1 33 524

1,000 OT MOTE ....oovmenreniniinnirrvnernranssnns 140 0 16 124
Region

NOMREASL ...o..oeieeiiivieaeeraaecriasiniieairanaas 186 0 16 170

oSt i e ) TP UT U PPN 242 | 10 21

SOULMERIT ..o.vnveneieeneiiaiaereevrneaaietrenans 210 2 11 197

Y PR 252 3 17 232

NOTE: The rcsponse rate is calculated by dividing the number of respondents by the number of eligible principals (the
number of principals in the sample minus the number of out-of-scope principals).

SOURCE: Fast Response Survey System, Public School Principal Survey on Safe, Disciplined, and Drug-Free Schools,
FRSS 41, U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, 1991.

The survey estimates are also subject to nonsampling errors that can arise because of
nonobservation (nonresponse or noncoverage) errors, errors of reporting, and errors made in collection
of the data. These errors can sometimes bias the data. Nonsampling errors may include such problems
as the differences in the respondents’ interpretation of the meaning of the questions; memory effects;
misrecording of responses; incorrect editing, coding, and data entry; differences related to the particular
time the survey was conducted; or errors in data preparation. While general sampling theory can be
used in part to determine how to estimate the sampling variability of a statistic, nonsampling errors are
not easy to measure and, for measurement purposes, usually require that an experiment be conducted as
part of the data collection procedures or that data external to the study be used.
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To minimize the potential for nonsampling errors, the questionnaire was pretested with
principals like those who completed the survey. During the design of the survey and the survey pretest,
an effort was made to check for consistency of interpretation of questions and to eliminate ambiguous
items. The questionnaire and instructions were extensively reviewed by the National Center for
Education Statistics, as well as the Office of Educational Research and Improvement, the Office of the
Undersecretary, and the Drug Planning and Outreach Staff, Office of Elementary/Secondary Education,
in the Department of Education. Manual and machine editing of the questionnaires were conducted to
check the data for accuracy and consistency. Cases with missing or inconsistent items were recontacted
by telephone. Imputations for item nonresponse were not implemented, as item nonresponse rates were
less than 5 percent (for most items, nonresponse rates were less than 1 percent). Data were keyed with
100 percent verification.

Variances

The standard error is a measure of the variability of estimates due to sampling. It
indicates the variability of a sample estimate that would be obtained from all possible samples of a given
design and size. Standard errors can be used as a measure of the precision expected from a particular
sample. If all possible samples were surveyed under similar conditions, intervals of 1.96 standard
errors below to 1.96 standard errors above a particular statistic would include the true population
parameter being estimated in about 95 percent of the samples. This is a 95 percent confidence interval.
For example, the estimated percentage of principals who consider student alcohol use a serious or
moderate problem in their school is 11 percent, and the estimated standard error is 1.0 percent. The 95
percent confidence interval for the statistic extends from 11 - (1.0 times 1.96) to 11 + (1.0 times 1.96),
or from 9 to 13 percent.

Estimates of standard errors were computed using a technique known as jackknife
replication. As with any replication method, jackknife replication involves constructing a number of
subsamples (replicates) from the full sample and computing the statistic of interest for each replicate.
The mean square error of the replicate estimates around the full sample estimate provides an estimate of
the variance of the statistic (e.g., Wolter, 1985, Chapter 4). To construct the replications, 30 stratified
subsamples of the full sample were created and then dropped one at a time to define 30 jackknife
replicates (e.g., Wolter, 1985, page 183). A proprietary computer program (WESVAR), available at
Westat, Inc., was used to calculate the estimates of standard errors. The software runs under IBM/OS
and VAX/VMS systems.
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Background Information

The survey was performed under contract with Westat, Inc., using the Fast Response
Survey System (FRSS). Westat's Project Director was Elizabeth Farris, and the Survey Manager was
Wendy Mansfield. Judi Carpenter was the NCES Project Officer. The data requestor was Mary Frase,
Data Development Division, NCES; outside consultants were Oliver Moles, Office of Research, Office
of Educational Research and Improvement (OERI), and Kimmon Richards, Planning and Evaluation
Service, the Office of the Undersecretary.

The report was reviewed by Anthony Adams, OERI Fellow, Assistant Professor of
Sociology, Eastern Michigan University; Wendy Bruno, Statistician, Bureau of the Census; James
Keefe, Director of Research, National Association of Secondary School Principals; Oliver Moles,
Office of Research, OERI; and Kimmon Richards, Planning and Evaluation Service, the Office of the
Undersecretary. Within NCES, report reviewers were Macknight Black, Postsecondary Education
Statistics Division, and Edie MacArthur, Data Development Division.

For more information about the Fast Response Survey System or the Surveys on Safe,
Disciplined, Drug-Free Schools, contact Judi Carpenter, Office of Educational Research and

Improvement, National Center for Education Statistics, 555 New Jersey Avenue NW, Washington, DC
20208-5651, telephone (202) 219-1333.
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Appendix A: Standard Error Tables
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Table ll.—Smduﬂmnofhpumngoofpublicschoolpﬁncipdsindiaﬁngtheaxtcntofmﬁnpmbhms
in their school: United States, 1990-91

o
Problean Extent of problem
Serious Moderate Minor Not a problem

Student tardiness ............................ 0.7 2.1 1.9 1.7
Student absenteeism/class cutting........ 1.0 1.5 18 1.5
Physical conflicts among students ...... 0.5 1.5 1.7 1.6
Robbery or theft of items over $10..... - 0.8 1.5 1.9
Vandalism of school property ........... 0.4 1.0 1.2 1.4
Studeat aloohol use......................... 0.5 0.9 1.4 1.6
Studentdrug use................cceouenennn. 03 0.6 1.2 1.3
Sale of drugs on school grounds ........ - 0.2 1.1 11
Student tobscco use ........... .............. 0.5 0.9 15 1.6
Student possession of wes.pons .......... - 0.3 0.9 1.0
Trespassing .............. .ccooeeveernnnnnnn. 03 0.9 1.6 1.8
Verbal abuse of teachvrs.................. 04 1.0 1.7 1.7
Physical abuse of teachers................ - 04 1.0 1.1
Teacher absenteciam...................... 0.4 1.2 1.2 1.6
Teacher alcohol ordrug use ............. - 0.5 1.2 1.2
Racial tensions ...............ccooevenennn... - 0.7 14 1.4

- Estimate of standard error is not reported because it is based on a statistic rounded to 0 percent.

SOURCE: Fast Responsc Survey System, Public School Principsl Survey on Safe, Disciplined, and Drug-Free Schools,
FRSS 41, U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, 1991.
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TableZa.—Sundmdenomofthepe:mugeofpublicschoolpﬁnciplsindiatingthalwninpmbleminm
school were serious or moderate, byins&ueﬁonﬂlevdmdloaﬁmohchool: United States, 1990-91

School characteristic

Problem Total instructional level® Location of school

Elementary | Secondary | City | Urban fringe | Town l Runl

Student tardiness............... 22 28 2.7 4.2 42 2.7 29
Student absenteeism/

classcutting ................. 1.8 2.0 26 36 s 2.2 2.6
Physical conflicts among

students .........o.oeeeeennn 1.4 1.8 1.9 28 31 2.5 33
Robbery or theft of items

over$10 ... 0.8 0.9 19 1.5 1.4 1.2 1.9
Vandalism of school

PIOPERY ...ccovinrrcninnannne 1.2 1.5 2.1 29 1.9 1.7 31
Student alcohol use............ 1.0 0.8 29 1.9 1.2 1.5 24
Studemt druguse............... 0.7 0.5 2.1 1.5 1.1 1.4 1.8
Sale of drugs on school

grounds .......cceciiiinen 0.2 - 0.7 0.4 0.6 0.0 05
Student tobacco use ... 1.1 0.6 3.0 2.1 1.6 2.1 2.0
Student possession of

WEAPONS ... .ooverrnnriasnns 03 0.5 0.9 1.4 0.6 1.0 0.6
Trespassing . «..............o-.. 1.0 1.2 1.4 2.1 1.7 1.1 1.8
Verbal abuse of teachers. ... 1.1 1.1 1.5 24 1.7 2.3 1.8
Physical abuse of teachers ... 0.4 0.4 0.4 1.6 - 0.8 0.0
Teacher absentecism.......... 1.1 1.3 2.1 2.8 18 1.9 2.2
Teacher alcohol or drug use 0.5 0.5 05 0.9 1.5 - 1.2
Racial tensions ................. 0.7 0.9 1.2 2.0 1.1 1.3 14

»Some schools have both elementary and secondary grades. These schools are not listed separately because *heir number is
small; they are included in the total and in analyses with other school charactenstics.

— Estimate of standard error is not reported because it is based on a statistic rounded to 0 percent.

SOURCE: Fast Response Survey System, Public School Principal Survey on Safe, Disciplined, and Drug-Free Schools,
FRSS 41, U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, 1991.
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Table 3a. - Standard errors of the total and average number of times certain school actions were tak.n for disruptive behavior or student alcohol and
drug use, possession, or sales during the fall 1990 semester, by school characteristics: United States, 1990-91

School action
Transfer lo an In-school . . Notification
alternative school suspension Suspension Expulsion of police
School characteristic Amgc Average Average Average Average
Total number of Total number of Total number of Total number of Total number of
{in occurrences (in occurrences (in occurrences (in occurrences (in occurrences
thousands) | per 100 | thousands) | per 100 | thousands) | per 100 | thousands) | per 100 | thousands) per 100
students students students students students
All schools ...................... 11.7 0.03 212.6 0.57 121.7 0.31 4.3 0.01 11.4 0.03
Instructional level*
Elementary .................. 7.8 0.03 137.2 0.57 68.1 0.26 1.6 - 58 0.02
Secondary ................... 9.3 0.08 140.0 1.08 110.4 0.85 37 0.03 9.7 0.07
Location of school
CRY coovvvrerveiiiianiieannn 9.8 0.09 179.7 1.51 69.7 0.57 33 0.03 11.1 0.09
Urban fringe ................ 5.7 0.05 62.3 0.59 49.5 0.43 24 0.02 4.7 0.04
2 TOWN ceeovverininerinnrannnns 38 0.04 82.0 0.84 83.0 0.88 1.5 0.02 39 0.04
Ruml......cooiviiinnnnnn, 2.1 0.03 68.3 0.99 38.1 0.52 09 0.01 2.5 0.04
Enrollment size
Lessthan 300............... 1.4 0.03 43.0 1.03 579 1.30 1.2 0.03 29 0.07
30010999....ccvennennns 7.9 0.03 164.5 0.64 7.7 0.29 24 0.01 10.8 0.04
1,000 or more .............. 7.9 0.09 135.9 1.49 62.5 0.64 32 0.03 1.9 0.07
Region
Northeast .................... 2.5 0.03 60.0 0.76 46.2 0.55 0.7 - 28 0.03
Central ........oooveevvenennn. 24 0.03 59.5 0.55 69.0 0.73 2.1 0.02 1.5 0.09
Southeast..................... 4.1 0.04 159.1 1.53 68.5 0.62 B | 0.03 30 0.02
West ..o, 10.7 0.09 151.3 1.29 41.0 0.32 24 0.02 6.8 0.08
Percentage of students
receiving free or
reduced-price lunches
10 percent or less ......... 6.5 0.07 75.9 0.67 1. 0.74 0.7 - i3 0.03
11 to 40 percent............ 7.0 0.04 163.6 0.97 518 028 32 0.02 59 0.03
41 percent or more ... 7.1 0.06 1358 1.16 85.7 0.69 35 0.03 10.4 0.08

*Some schools have both elementary and secondary grades. These schools are not listed separately because their number is small; they are included in the total and in
analyses with other school characteristics.

39 - Estimate of standard ervor is not reported because it is based on a statistic rounded to 0 percent,

SOURCE: Fast Response Survey System, Public School Principal Survey on Safe, Disciplined, and Drug-Free Schools, FRSS 41, U.S. Department of Bduunon4 0
National Center for Education Statistics, 1991.




Table 4a.—Standard errors of the total number and the percentage of different students for whom certain school
actions weve taken for disruptive bebavior or student alcohol and drug use, possession, or sales during
the fall 1990 semen: v, by school characteristics: United States, 1990-91

Students involved in disciplinary action
L Transfer to an In-school ] ) Notification
School chamcteristic alternative school suspension Suspension Expulsion of police
Total Total Total Total Total
Gn Peroent @in Percent (in Percent (in Percent (in Percent
fhmnd:] Lh@mﬁ) pou-ndn M} #bw.nd-)
All schools................ 108 0.0 1233 032 825 020 42 0.01 12.2 0.03
Instructional level®
Elementary .................. s9 003 859 03Ss 466 0.18 1.6 - 6.4 0.03
Secondary ........cooeiieees 93 0.08 74.1 0.57 66.2 0.49 3.7 0.03 10.3 0.07
Location of school
CRY .oooovevnnnnirnnnninnneenes 83 0.07 918 075 43.7 0.35 33 003 11.7 0.0
Urtan fringe ................ 6.1 005 345 033 308 027 24 002 54 0.04
TOWR ..oovvivvneecnieranianes 40 004 548 055 404 042 1.5 0.02 52 0.05
Rural......oocovvvivinnrnnnnen. 21 0.03 228 038 334 045 09 0.01 2.6 0.04
Enroliment size
Less than 300............... 1.4 003 142 036 24 049 1.2 003 2.5 0.06
30080999 .......cooeennnann 62 0.03 979 0.38 s66 021 24 001 10.3 0.04
1,000 ormore............... 83 0.09 66.7 0.70 445 048 32 o003 9.4 0.09
Region
Northeast ..........co.eneee 25 0.03 30.1 039 243 029 0.7 - 3.1 0.08
Central ........ccovvvvvnnnnen, 24 0.03 460 047 370 042 21 002 6.9 0.04
Southes®.............ceeeees 43 004 98.1 0.85 493 043 31 0.03 4.0 0.03
L, SRR 96 008 63.1 053 332 026 24 0.02 7.9 0.06
Percentage of students
receiving free or
reduced-price lunches
10 percentor fess .......... 64 006 377 032 460 0.43 0.7 ~ 43 0.04
11 to 40 percent............ 72 0.04 805 047 43 024 3.1 0.02 8.4 0.05
41 percent or more ........ 51 004 79 0.64 $6.0 0.44 3§ 0.03 10.9 0.08

*Some schools have both elomentary and secondary grades. These schools are not listed scparalely because their number is
m;mmmwmmmmmmmmmmnmm.

— Estimate of standard ervor is not reported because it is based on 3 statistic rounded to 0 percent.

SOURCE: Fast Responsc Survey System, Public School Prircipal Survey on Safe, Disciplined, and Drug-Free Schools,
FRSS 41, U.S. Depastment of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, 1991.




Table 5a. - Standard errors of the percentage of public school principals indicating whether their school has certain types of services and procedures
sponsored by the school or district specifically for disruptive students: United States, 1990-91

Services for disruptive students
. Yes No Not needed
Service or procedure .
Total Elementary { Secondary Total Elementary} Secondary| Total Elementary | Secondary

Individual or group counseling

PIOGIAMS. ....oooiiviiininenininannninnes 14 1.6 23 1.0 1.1 22 0.9 0.9 1.2
Peer counseling program ...................... 2.2 2.2 31 2.1 22 33 09 1.2 1.1
In-school suspension............................ 1.6 2.0 25 1.1 1.4 2.3 0.9 1.1 13
Procedure to identify high risk

SIUAERES ..o e e 1.5 1.9 2.0 14 1.7 2.1 0.6 0.7 0.9
Procedure to refer to alernative .

w programs of schools® ....................... 1.7 20 2.7 1.7 1.9 24 0.7 1.0 1.1
= Academic assistance programs ............... 1.4 1.8 22 1.4 1.9 25 0.8 0.9 1.0

Support groups for students (student ........

assistance programs or SAPy)............. 1.6 2.1 2.7 1.6 2.1 31 1.0 1.3 1.2
Community service projects................... 20 24 2.7 1.8 2.3 29 1.2 1.5 1.2
Healthservices.........ooevvevvinniiinnnnnns 1.5 1.9 22 1.5 1.8 24 0.8 0.9 1.1
Referral to social services outside

the school system ..........c.ooeveevnnnnnnn. 1.1 1.2 1.7 08 1.0 1.2 08 0.9 1.0
Parent participation in school

decisions about students.................... 1.2 1.6 23 1.1 1.3 22 0.6 0.7 0.7
Outreach or education programs for

PRICMS....covvvinimininiiniiieninitier e 1.5 2.0 2.3 1.4 1.9 24 0.7 08 1.1
Classroom instruction in eonflict

MARSZEMENL .......ooooovrimrennriinnnniinns, 1.6 1.9 3.0 1.6 2.0 33 0.8 1.0 1.3

'Appmxixmﬁelylpcmuofuxemcpondmmprimipahnmamﬁvudmhmd.thm,didnotmwuﬁsiwm.

SOURCE: Fast Response Survey System, Public School Princioal Survey on Safe, Disciplined, and Drug-Free Schools, FRSS 41, U.S. Department of Education,
National Center for Education Statistics, 1991.
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Tubleéa.-Mrdmofmepamugoofwb&icschoolMmmmmmmmofmmdpm
sponsored by the school or district specifically for students using alcohol, drugs, or tobacco: United States, 1990-91

Services for students using alcohol, drugs, or tobacco

. Yes No Not needed
Service or procedure
Total Elementary | Secondary Total Ekman){ Secondary Total Elementary | Secondary

Individual or group counseling

PIOETRAMIS. .....covvvrrnurrnrrnrrnnennnnenenensss 1.7 2.1 24 1.2 1.5 2.2 1.6 2.1 1.3
Peer counseling program ...........co.ceeeee. 1.8 1.9 2.6 1.9 22 3.0 1.9 2.2 1.5
in-school suSpension ...............coeeueereene 1.8 2.1 2.8 1.1 1.2 3.0 1.9 23 1.8
Procedure to identify high risk ............... -

BUBEDES ... eeerir s 1.8 2.0 23 1.3 1.4 24 1.7 20 1.2
Procedure to refer to semative .............

w programs or schools®....................... 1.1 1.8 2.1 1.4 1.9 2.6 1.7 2.2 1.6
» Academic assistance prognms ............... 1.6 1.7 2.9 1.6 2.1 .l 1.7 2.3 14

Support groups for students (student ........

assistance programs or SAPY)............. 1.7 2.0 29 1.6 2.4 2.7 1.8 23 1.6
Commuaity service projects.................... 1.5 1.8 2.8 19 2.6 2.8 1.7 2.1 1.9
Health scrvices..........ccceveeenivenennnnnnnnn, 1.6 2.1 22 13 1.6 2.3 1.7 22 1.5
Referral to social services outside

the school system ...........ooeuvvivnnnnnne. 1.7 20 2.1 1.0 1.2 1.4 1.7 21 1.5
Parent parsticipation in school

decisions about students.................... 1.7 21 2.5 1.2 1.3 25 1.7 22 1.3
Outreach or education programs for

PRICHIS. ...o.oovinninniiiniiiniiiiinnenniens 1.4 1.8 2.7 1.5 2.1 2.6 1.8 2.2 1.5
Classroom instruction in conflict

MANBGEMENE........ovrrrerranrianarraniionsres 1.2 1.6 3.0 14 1.8 3.0 1.8 23 1.5

'Appmxmlelylmofmmmpﬁmﬁnhnmcmﬁvewhmhm.MN.dﬁnmﬂmmm.

SOURCE: Fast Response Survey System, Public School Principal Survey on Safe, Disciplined. and Drug-Frec Schools, FRSS 41, U.S. Department of Jducation,
National Center for Education Statistics, 1991,
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Table 7a.--Standard errors of the percentage of public school priv ipals indicating the extent to which certain
factors limit the ability to maintain order and discipline .u their school: United States, 1990-91

Limits ability to maintain order and discipline

Factor
Great extent Moderate extent Small extent Not at all
Lack of or insdequate number of security
personnel ..ot 0.4 0.8 1.2 1.5
Lack of or inadequate teacher training in
discipline procedures and school law .......... 0.6 1.3 1.8 1.4
Lack of or insdequate alternative placementa/
programs for disruptive students ................ 1.0 1.3 1.2 1.7
Likelihood of complaints from parents ............ 0.7 1.2 1.5 17
Lack of teacher support for policies................ 0.4 0.8 14 1.4
Faculty’s fear of student reprisal.................... - 0.5 1.4 1.4

~ Estimate of standard error is not reported because it is based on a statistic rounded to 0 percent.

SOURCE: Fast Response, Survey System, Public School Principal Survey on Safe, Disciplined, and Drug-Free Schools,
" FRSS 41, U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, 1991.
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Table 83.—Standard errors of the percentage of public school principals indicating that certain factors limit to a
great or moderate extent the ability to maintain order and discipline in their school, by instructional
level and location of school: United States, 1990-91

fichool characteristic
Factor limiting the
ability to maintain Total Instructional level® Location of school
order and discipline
Elcmentary | Socondary City | Urban fringe Town Rural
Lack of or inadequate
number of security
personnel ...l 0.9 09 1.7 1.9 1.4 1.3 1.0
Lack of or inadequate
tcacher training in
and school law.............. 1.5 1.8 2.3 31 2.2 2.7 29
Lack of or inadequate alter-
native placements’
programs for disruplive .
students ................eees 1.6 1.9 2.4 34 32 34 3.7
Likelihood of complaints
from parents ................ 1.6 2.0 1.9 31 2.7 1.9 3.0
Lack of teacher support
for policies .................. 0.9 1.0 1.9 22 1.5 1.6 1.4
Faculty's fear of student
reprisal ...........oeeiienis 0.6 0.6 1.2 1.4 0.8 1.0 1.1

*Some schools have both clementary and secondary grades. These schools are not listed sepanaiely because their number is
small; they sre included in the total and in analyses with other school characteristics.

SOURCE: Fast Response Survey System, Public School Principal Survey on Safe, Disciplined, and Drug-Free Schools,
FRSS 41, U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, 1991.

47

34




Table 9a. — Standard errors of the percentage of public school principals indicating specified levels of effectiveness
for their school's alcobol, drug, and tobacco prevention programs and policies and genera! discipline

programs and policies in reducing certain problems: United States, 1990-91
Policy cffectiveness
Student problem Highly Moderstely Not very Notstall | Useor behavior
effective effective effective effective not a problem
Aloohol use®.................... 1.2 1.1 0.8 03 1.6
Druguse*...........cceeeeeeee 1.4 1.1 0.7 - 1.8
Tobacco use*................... 1.3 1.3 0.8 0.5 1.6
Disruptive bebavior ........... 1.5 1.6 0.9 0.3 1.3
Misbehavior .................... 1.2 14 0.7 - 1.0

*Less than 1 percent of the principals reported that their school had no alcohol, drug, or tobacco prevention programs or
policies and, thus, did not answer this item.

— Estimate of standard error is not reported because it is based on a statistic rounded to 0 percent.

SOURCE: Fast Response Survey System, Public School Principal Survey on Safe, Disciplined, and Drug-Free Schools,
FRSS 41, U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, 1991.
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T:Nel&.-swmmofmepmmmofpublicwhodpﬁndpahm&uﬁuMmeirschoo!'sdcobol.

drug, and tobacco provention programs and policies
were not very or not at all effective in reducing certain

of school: United States, 1990-91

and policies

programs
problems, by instructional level and location

Schoo] charscteristic
Student problem Total Instructional level® Location of school

Elementary | Secondary City | Urban fringe Town Rural
Alcoholuse .........ccoveennnen. 0.8 0.4 2.2 2.2 1.0 1.4 1.5
DIUG USE. ....oevraeeierecinee 0.8 0.5 2.1 2.2 0.8 1.0 1.3
TobRCCO USE ...covvvvnrannanns 0.9 0.7 2.6 2.4 1.7 1.6 2.0
Disruptive behavior ........... 1.0 1.1 1.5 1.5 1.1 1.3 1.7
Misbehavior ........ccooeeaens 0.8 0.9 1.3 1.3 14 1.5 1.6

#Some schools have both elcmentary and sccondary grades. These schools are not listed separately because their number is
small; they are included in the total and in analyses with other school characteristics.

SOURCE: Fast Responsc Survey System, Public School Principal Survey on Safe, Disciplined, and Drug-Free Schools,
FRSS 41, U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Educativsi Statistics, 1991.
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Table 11a. -- Standard errors of the percentage of public school principals indicating that their school offers drug
(including alcohol and tobacco) use education in certain ways, by school characteristics: United

States, 1990-91
Way of offering drug use education
School characteristic Within Within Asa Throughout At special
health scienco scparate the asscmblies
curriculum curriculum course curriculum or events
All schools ................ 1.0 1.6 1.9 1.7 1.6
Instructional lcvel®*
Elementary .................. 1.4 2.2 2.4 2.0 18
Secondary .................u. 1.3 2.6 22 0 23
Location of school
CHY coeeeeeeeeeeeeeene 2.0 3.3 3.4 3.7 3.2
Urban fringe ................ 2.1 30 34 g 2.9
Town .o, 1.5 35 2.9 32 2.1
Rumal.........c.ocevnnnnns 23 3.7 4.0 37 24
Enrollment size
Lessthan 300............... 2.0 29 4.1 36 2.8
30010999 ... 1.3 2.2 1.9 2.2 1.7
1,000 or more .............. 2.1 3.6 4.0 4.6 3.2
Region
Northeast .................... 2.3 3.2 32 s 34
Central ....................... 1.6 2.9 2.9 34 2.2
Southeast..................... 1.8 2.9 2.8 4.1 2.4
West..ooiiieiienee, 24 3.7 3.7 34 2.5
Percentage Ht students
receiving free or
reduced-price lunches
10 percentor less.......... 24 34 38 4.4 33
11 to 40 percent ............ 1.5 2.2 2.9 2.5 1.9
41 percent or more........ 1.7 32 28 2.8 1.9

*Some schools have both elementary and secondary grades. These schools are not listed separatcly because their number is
small; they are included in the total and in analyses with other school characteristics.

SOURCE: Fast Response Survey System, Public School Principal Survey on Safe, Disciplined, and Drug-Free Schools,
FRSS 41, U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, 1991.
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Tnbielh-Wmdemdmm(MMMlMM)mMmm
taught in esch during the school year: United States, 1990-91

Grades
School characteristic
K123456‘789L101112
All schools ...ooeveeenenne 076 093 098 099 140 152 143 19 179 264 273 231 2.M

Table 133.~Smdudmofmelwmmbuofhoumdmg(indudingalcoholmdwbmo)useeducaﬁonwas
M:mmmmmm,wmmmsﬁw United States, 1990-91

Grade span
School characteristic
K-3 l 46 79 10-12

AU BChOOIS ..covvvivnieeiiiriniririiraeiacenian, 0.85 1.18 1.70 2.37
Instructional level®

BICMEMALY ...cocvovavnversnscsesicansisasesssssssens 0.84 1.26 237 -

SECONAATY ....covnvnnrriiieniniicrniiieieeaiann - - 1.89 1.86
Location of school

CHY voneeeieerenimir e 1.16 1.54 2.59 3.23

Urban fringe .........coonviininnenennn 1.93 2.03 1.67 1.65

TOWI .eeveeenenieeaeeeaieranerrnacinassannnnnaanes 1.08 1.92 2.95 2.3

RUFBL oot ettt 2.27 3.01 4.29 4.74
Enroliment size

Less than 300..........coevemmieniiriirnnianeeiane 2.14 2.52 4.26 5.34

30080999 .. .ouiiiiiiiirin e rn e s 0.£6 1.54 1.54 1.43

1,000 07 MOTE ...coovuinnnrmiinnrnnneecceiiiiannas (+) (+) 3.02 2.7
Region

NOThEaSt ......ooovvviererencininrrnirreanaee e 1.19 1.76 2.95 3.31

(0721701 | I UUT PP PP PPN 1.7 2.15 33§ 3.53

SOUIREASE.........ovvnrrireneriirinnienianiniasies 0.94 193 2.99 578

L O PP PPPPIPSPPPIPR 2.09 2.52 4.03 7.14
Percentage of students receiving
free or reduced-price lunches

10 percentoriess.........c.oooocniiiiiieennnns 1.96 2.30 2.18 1.39

118040 PEFOent.....ovvmrnnnnnniniiciriiinannaras 1.62 2.25 2.58 3.18

4] PETCEBL OTMOTE .......ovueernrrirnmnnrieessnnes 0.93 1.26 329 .

~Not spplicable. Mwhohmdeﬁmduﬂmnboohwhowhighﬂpﬁeoﬁuﬁh%ormr.mdwhm
lowest grade is 6 or lower. Swondnyoeboohmdcﬁnedumonsdwohwhonbweﬁgndck7orhighu.mdwhme

highest grade is 9 or higher.
(+)Esﬁ|mheohundﬂdmr'unotmpomdbecaunitisbuedonlmﬁsﬁcforwhichthmmwo few cases for a reliable
estimate.

*Some schools have both elementary and secondary grades. These schools are not listed scpanately because their number is
mm;tbeymmhdedmthewulmdmmﬂymwnhothuwhoolcmam.

SOURCE: Fast Response Survey smuc School ipal Survey on Safe, Disciplined, and Drug-Frec Schools, FRSS
41, U.S. Department of ion, National Center for Education Statistics, 1991.
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Table 14a. -- Standard errors of the percentage of public school principals indicating the extent to which certsin
organizations in their community provide assistance or educational support to promote safe,
disciplined, and drug-free schools: United States, 1990-91

Extent of support provided
Community organization

Great extent Moderate extent Small extent Not at all
Parent groups...........coeviiiiiiiiie, 1.4 i4 13 1.2
Private corporations and busincsses................ 0.9 1.4 1.5 1.6
Social service agencies................................ 1.3 18 1.6 12
Police.....cocooiiiiiiiiiiii 1.7 1.3 1.3 1.0
Civic organizations/service clubs ................... 11 1.8 2.0 1.7
Colleges/universities.....................ccooeene. 0.4 1.1 12 1.6
Religious organizations................................ 0.8 0.8 14 12

SOURCE: Fast Response Survey System, Public School Principal Survey on Safe, Disciplined, and Drug-Free Schools,
FRSS 41, U.S. Department of Education, Nationa! Center for Education Statistics, 1991.




Table 15a. — Standard errors of the percentage of public school principals indicating that certain organizations in
their community provide assistance or educational support to a great or moderate extent to promote
safe, disciplined, and drug-free schools, by instructional level and location of school: United States,

1990-91
School characteristic
Community organization |  Toul Instructional level® Location of school
Elementary | Secondary City | Urban fringe l Town I Rural

Parent groups................... 1.5 1.6 2.5 30 i3 38 4.0
Private corpomtions and

businesses ........... ....... 1.5 1.7 2.3 38 2.7 32 28
Social service agencics ....... 1.9 22 33 4.3 2.7 36 48
Police......coivvcvciiniinn . 1.7 2.1 32 31 28 33 35
Civic organizations/service

clubs .......ccoiiiiiii, 2.0 2.6 2.1 39 33 4.1 4.5
Colleges/universities .......... 1.2 1.6 1.8 26 1.7 P 2.6
Religious organizations....... 1.0 1.4 2.0 28 2.2 31 28

*Some schools have both clementary and secondary grades. These schools are not listed scparately because their number is
small; they are included in the total and in analyses with other school characteristics.

SOURCE: Fast Response Survey System, Public School Principal Survey on Safe, Disciplined, and Drug-Free Schools,
FRSS 41, U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, 1991.
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U.S. DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION FORM APPROVED
NATIONAL CENTER FOR EDUCATION STATISTICS O.M.B. No.: 1850-0657
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20208-5651 EXPIRATION DATE: 12/91

PRINCIPAL SURVEY ON SAFE, DISCIPLINED, AND DRUG-FREE SCHOOLS

FAST RESPONSE SURVEY SYSTEM

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

DEFINITIONS FOR THIS SURVEY:

Drug use education refers to learning activities and related policics to prevent or reduce alcobol, drug (e.g., marijuana, inhalants,
cocaine) and tobacco use by youth. It does not include clinical treatment o1 rehabilitation.

Disruptive bebavior refers to serious and/or unlawful actions that may interfere with order in school {:.g., physical attacks,
property destruction, thefts). Alcobol, drug, and tobucco use, possession, sales, and distribution should be reported separately on
this questionnaire and not included under "disruptive behavior.”

Misbehavior refers to less serious actions that may interfere with classroom teaching (e.g., student talking in class, tardiness,
class cutting).

AFFIX LABEL HERE

IF ABOVE INFORMATION IS INCORRECT, PLEASE UPDATE DIRECTLY ON LABEL.

Name of Person Completing this Form: _ Telephoue Number:

Title:

RETURN COMPLETED FORM TO:

WESTAT, INC.
1650 Research Boulevard
Rockville, Maryland 20850

Public reporting burden for this collection of information is estimated to average 30 minutes per response, including the time for
revicwing instructions, scarching existing data sousces, gathering and maintaining the data needed, and completing and reviewing
the collection of information. Send comments regarding this burden estimate or any other aspect of this collection of
information, including suggestions for reducing this burden, to the U.S. Department of Education, Information Management and
Compliance Division, Washington, D.C. 20202-4651; and to the Office of Management and Budget, Paperwork Reduction

Project 1850-0657, Washington, D.C. 20503.
lNCES Form No. 237941, 4/91
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1 Circle the number indicating to what extent, if any, each of the following has been a problem in your school during the 1990-91

school ycar.
NOTA
SERIOUS MODERATE MINOR FROBLEM

a. Student 1Ardiness............c.covmmseuenermssssrsssassssans, 1 2 3 4
b. Student absentecism/class cutting................. 1 2 3 4
c. Physical conflicts among students................... 1 2 3 4
d Robbery or theft of items over $10.............. 1 2 3 4
e. Vandalism of school property...........ccc.couueeee. 1 2 3 4
f. Student alcohol USE ............ovvrvvenrrnrenssinsncenns 1 2 3 4
g Student drug USE .ccccveves  crirnvennstunnrenenns 1 2 3 4
h. Sale of drugs on schor  L.inds........cecveee 1 2 3 4
i Student tobACCO USE ....veveevursrmnsnriensssnissescesnee 1 2 3 4
J- Student possession of Weapons...........ccuuueune. 1 2 3 4
k. TrESPASSING ....ccvusvrrusinrmsimsnssnrsssssssssssissinssssrasnns 1 2 3 4
1. Verbal abuse of teachers........coveverrviniecacnses 1 2 3 4
m.  Physical abuse of teachers..........ccoceceninennnees 1 2 3 4
n. Teacher absenteciSm ....cc...ceceurenrernnnnnnrnnne. 1 2 3 4
0. Teacher alcobol or drug use ........ccoervevcuvenee 1 2 3 4
P Racial 1EASIONS. .. ..c.cccvincrinsemsumsrecronsrsnnsnsissaessnaes 1 2 3 4

2. How many times were the following school actions taken at your school for disruptive behavior or student alcohol and drug use,
possession, or sales during the fall 1990 semester? In Column A count each incident of the school action. In Column B count -
the total number of different students involved for each type of school action. (Whnite 0 if action was not taken; write NA if action
was not an available option.)

SCHOOL ACTION A. NUMBER OF TIMES B. NUMBER OF STUDENTS

EXPULSION.....ooucunrnmssnnrrisnnmsssansssenstssssssssssssscssassssstssassssasssssssesssens

o n e
w
&
3
B
]
-]

3 Circle the number indicating whether your school has any of the following types of services and procedures sponsored by the
school or district specifically for disruptive students (Column A) and specifically for students using alcohol, drugs, or tobacco

(Column B).
A, B. STUDENTS USING
DISRUPTIVL ALCOHOL, DRUGS,
—STUDEN]S —ORTOBALCO
NOT NOT
YES NO NEEDED YES NO NEEDED
a Individual or group counseling programs ...........ccoeevveeeenns 1 2 3 1 2 3
b.  Peer counseling Program .......ccermmccossacssasiussssssssassssssssssssenes 1 2 3 1 2 3
c 10-SChOO] SUSPENSION ..covvvcovrncrarrimsnssssssisstssasssnassssssnssssssssssonsinscns 1 2 3 1 2 3
d.  Procedure to identify high risk students........cccccccvnnscrsccrissrnace. 1 2 3 1 2 3
e.  Procedure to refer to alternative programs or schools............ 1 2 3 1 2 3
f. Academic assiSLANCE PrOJIAMS...c.cuvusieusessnsssessessesssssmsssssssasensess 1 2 3 1 2 3
g Support groups for students (student assistance
programs OF SAPS) .......cccouvccruucsrcscissmsssrmmissssssmsssssssessianassessn 1 2 3 1 2 3
h.  COmMUNILY SEIVICE PrOJECES.....cvvvrsvsessssssssnssnssssanssssnssssnsssssssesss 1 2 3 1 2 3
. Health SEIVICES ..ovcvvrvernnmerieonissmsmssssanssesessasasnassssscsssssssssssnssnsses 1 2 3 1 2 3
J Referrals to social services outside the school system ........... 1 2 3 1 2 3
k.  Parent participation in school decisions about students.......... 1 2 3 1 2 3
L Outreach or education programs for parents..........c.ocewinersae 1 2 3 1 2 3
m. Classroom instruction in conflict management .....cocccececincens 1 2 3 12 3




Circlcthcnmwwnm(owammm&mmmmemmmmmmmm
school.

" GREAT MODERATE SMALL A'l'
EXTENT EXTENT EXTENT  ALL

a. Lack of or inadequate number of security personnel.. 1 2 3 4
b. Lack of or inadequate teacker training in discipline procedures and

school law..... 1 2 3 4
c Lack of or mdequate alternative placements/programs for dmupnve

SEUACHLS.........vorrnrennsscrnsscsssssnssssinsssssssasssresssssssssnsasssssrsnssassssssssssssssasssssssssssesasss 1 2 3 4
d. Likelihood of complaints from parents. 1 2 3 4
c. Lack of teacher support for policics........... - . . 1 2 3 4
f. Faculty’s fear of student reprisal............ccccevrmrecrvmnrcrnmerenesssnreessasasessens 1 2 3 4
g Other (specify)_______ e 1 2 3 4

Circle the number indicating how effective you think your school’s alcobol, drug, and tobacco prevention programs and policies
have been in reducing problems in your school during the 1990-91 school year. (If alcohol, drug or tobacco use has not been a
problem in your schooi, circle 5.)

HIGHLY MODERATELY NOT VERY NOT AT ALL HAS NOT BEEN
EFFECTIVE EFFECTIVE EFFECTIVE EFFECTIVE A PROBLEM
a. Student alcobol use.........ccooneervevennnene 1 2 3 4 5
b. Student drug use..........cccoeveveevvcereenneae 1 2 3 4 5
c Student tobacco USE ......coceeeeevrcerannnens 1 2 3 4 5

Circle the number indicating how effective you think your school’s general discipline programs and policies have been in
reducing problems ic your school during the 1990-91 school year. (If there have not been any discipline problems in your schooi,
circle 5.)

BIGHLY MODERATELY NOT VERY NOTATALL  HAS NOT BEEN
EFFECTIVE EFFECTIVE EFFECTIVE EFFECTIVE A PROBLEM
a. Disruptive behavior........cccoceeevvvnccsernnnne 1 2 3 4 5
b. Misbehavior .........ccoccorcvsceccnicsrcscnnens 1 2 3 4 5
a.  In which of the following ways does your school offer drug (including alcohol and tobacco) use education? (Circle one
foreach.)
YES NO YES NO
1) Within health curriculum ............... 1 2 4) Throughout the curriculum.................... 1 2
2) Within science curriculum.............. 1 2 5) At special assemblies or events ............. 12
3) As a scparate COMISE ...oceremererrenes 1 2 6) Other (specify)_______ ... 1 2

b.  What is the average number of hours drug (including alcohol and tobacco) use education will be 1aught in each grade
during the 1990-91 school year? (Wnite 0 for each grade in which it is not taught; write NA for each grade not offered at

your school.)
GRADE HOURS GRADE HOURS GRADE HOURS GRADE HOURS
K 4 7 10
1 5 o 11
2 6 9 12
3

Circle the number indicating the extent to which each of the following organizations in your community provides assistance or
educational support to promote safe, disciplined, and drug-free schools.”
GREAT EXTENT MODERATE EXTENT SMALL EXTENT NOT AT ALL

a. Parent groups........ooeeeoervccsecsneccesssssecsscnssssesneesses 1 2 3 4
b. Private corporations and businesses................... 1 2 3 4
c Social Services AgENCIES ........cevrrreerereraramerersarneens 1 2 3 4
d POLCE ....covurmmrerenennsesenmesasensentarsnrersesarseneusssars, asesnerees 1 2 3 4
e Civic organizations/service clubs........c.c.cceerrmreeee 1 2 3 4
f. Colleges /UNIVETSItIEs .......ovecriemmremcmsssscrsssesnasnsess 1 2 3 4
2 Religious organizations ............cevsmmusnsssscassmssnies 1 2 3 4
a.  To obtain an approximate socioeconomic measur= for your school in order to better
interpret the data of this survey, please indicate the percent of students in your school
currently receiving federally funde J free or reduced-price lunches. %
b.  What was the average daily rate of student attendance during the fall 1990 semester? %
45
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