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INTRODUCTION

Nationwide there is increasing concern‘with the prob- Tl |
lems of youth. Arrests of youhg people are soaking,~and
there are indications that violence, both in schools, and in
the communities at large, is on the increase. in Monfana,’
there were 2,282 felony arrests for juveniles in 1976, up
from 1,023 in 1971.1 Yet what is missing in the a{tembts of
both individuals and agencies to deal with youth problems is
a fundamental set of know]edge about the needs of all youth,f
not just those in troub]e

The vast majority of youth manage to avoid serious thoub]e‘
and consequent identification as de11nquents; behavioral gfobf
lems, or one of the many other negative labels society has for
kids who get into trouble. Yet, the avei1ab1e information onkﬁ
which we make judgments about youth problems is almost exclu-
sively derived from statistics about youth 1in troubTe; those
who have come into contact with the juvenile Jjustice system,
or who have had trouble in our schools. | “

To understandehy some youth get into tkoub]e,kand others
do .not, we need the answer to the question{"Why, andkunder
what conditions, do young people lead essentia1Tye1aw~abiding‘
1ives?" To answer this quest1on, we must deaT not Just w1th 7
youth who have been not1ced because they do not conform to the
standards of society, but with all youth. . Only,then canAWe-
begin to understand~why; andvUnderﬁwhat}cohditiqﬁé, yOung pe&%
ble,get into froup]e. | Eah |

o

of Cr1me Conurol Helena, Montana, October ]977

1976 Annual Reporty Cr1m1na1 Just1ce Data Center, Montana,Board~ﬁ
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Towards this end, we can view adolescent youth as con-

sumers of the services which society provides: education,

recreation, employment, job training, counseling, etc. As

consumers, and participants, young people have opinions, per-
ceptions, and feelings about those services. Their input is
a critical element in the deve1opment of the fundamental,
baseline set of knowledge which we must have if we are to pro-
vide services which meet the needs of people growing up in
American society.

| In an effort to develop the baseline knowledge necessary
to begin to plan effectively for young people, the Child and
Youth Development Bureau, and the Montana Board of Crime Control,
with the support of schools and local volunteer groups through-

out the state, conducted a serijes of surveys to determine what

‘young people between the ages of 11 and 17 perceive to be their

problems, difficulties and needs.?2

This report details the findings of the Youth Needs Survey
adminiétered to students in Grades 7 through 12 throughout the
state. There are three sections in the main body of the report.
Section II contains a description and history of the survey in-

strument used. Section III reports on the findings for plan-

‘ning purposes, and Section IV summarizes the findings. In

addition, there are appendices which contain more detailed in-

formation, including the sampling procedures, a copy of the

instrument, and a complete set of tables of the findings.

Samp11ng, distribution and data co]]ect1on prov1ded by Professor

Ken Tiahrt, M.S.U.

Report writing and technical ass1stance prov1ded by A. D. L1tt1e,
Inc s Rex Ageton, Consu]tant

R
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THE HISTORY AND DESCRIPTION OF THE SURVEY INSTRUMENT

The Youth Needs Questionnaire was deve1qped for hhek-
0ffice of Youth Development, Department of Health, Educa-
tion and Welfare, and has been administered in over thinty“
communities, both urban and rura1, nationwide. '

The portion of the schedu]e used in the Montana Sur-
veys is a self-administered checklist of approx1mate1y
sixty potential problems and needs which a'young person
could have (See Appenﬂix A for complete Survey). The
potential problems and needs are broken down inte seven
areas: 1) Jobs/Employment, 2) Drugs, 3) Medical, 4) School,
5) Police and Courts, 6) Family/Neighborhood, and-7) Rec-'

4‘\\3

reation.

SURVEY FINDINGS

‘A.  Demographics

The Youth Needs Questionnaire Was’efﬁiniﬁtered to
a sample of youth attendinvarades 7-12 in thenpubTigw.
school systems of Montana. ReSpondents were se1ected
by schoo], reg1ona11y, to assure a good cross sect1on
. of youth. Probab111ty samp11ng methods were not em-f
pTded due to time restr1ct1on5‘ Tab1e 1 descr1bes
| 'the‘youth‘who responded to the_se]feedm1n1sterequues4

. tionnaire in terms ofetheir‘age,isex,'ethnicity,fand‘ﬂ‘.V'T

The 1nstrument used in th1s survey was deve]oped under con-
trant to DHEW by Behavioralc<Research and Eva]uat1on Cor-

poration of Boulder, Colorado. In the preparat1on of this

report, we have drawn from the ¥eports submitted to DHEW by
BREC, both for format and substantive interpretation of our =
f1nd1ngs (Commun1ty Planning and Feedback Research, FY 75 py‘
(12 volumes), BREC, 1975) These excellent reports are avail=
able from the Behavwora] Research and Eva1uatfpn Corporat1on,
2305 Canyon B1vd > Bou]der, Co]orado 80302 v : :
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Survey Data Table 1 - Demographics " Population Characteristics ;
1. AGE N 3 | 5. AGE N %
12 18 6.7 12/ 15,953 15,1 * U
13 357 20.2 13 15,552 14.8
14 349 19.7 VR 15,443  14.7
15 246 13.9 15 15,429  14.7
16 300 16.9 16 14,994 14.7
17 274 15.5 17 14,772 13.9
18+ 117 7.1 18 13,473 12.7 | o
105,616 | SO
2. SEX N 4 ' 6. SEX | N g
Male 885 50.1 | Male 32,600  51.2 *
Female 882 49.9 | Female 31,071 48.8
S 63,671  100.0
3. ETHNIC N | % | 7. ETHNIC Ny
White 1,652 | 93.8 | White 99,917 94,6 * G
Am. Indian 93 . 5.3 o ' Non-White - ' 5,699 54 - : ,/
Black 16 .9 - : -
Other ' 1 /;
. - Y (17‘ :
. ) ' . e L . E I _ ‘ // 2
4. GRADE N 4 = 8. GRADE - N 1 % B
7 395 22.3 7 13,640 1 16.1
8 379 21.4 8 18,296 % 16.9
9 214 12.1 R 49 15,081 17.7 .
10 276 156 . Sl 147100 173 -
1 335 18,9 .m0 14,068 16.6
12 70 - 96 o de 130 154

oo Character1st1cs of the Popu]at1on of Montana, 1970 U.S. Census Bureau.
“**  O0ffice.of the Superintendent of Public Instruction, He]ena, Montana. F1gures are for the 1976 77 -
School Year when the survey was conducted ,
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school grade (other\demographic data can be found in
Appendix B, page 63)?, Tab]e 1 also containsyﬁnforma—
tion obtained from census and school enroliment f%gures,
for comparison purposes. Since discrepancies between
sample data and population characteristics can effect
the quality of 1ﬁformation obtaihed from samples, an
attempt will be made to examine‘potentia1’biases.

| First, it is apparent from Table 1 that the corres-

pohdence between sample and population figures, both

‘with respect to percent male and female and the ethnic

composition, is very good. There is about a one percent
difference for both. There are some discrepancies,
however, between the sample and the population figures
for the age/grade breakdowns. Thefe is a siight over=
represéntation of youth in the 7th and Bth grades |
(about 5%) in’the samp]e.’ 12th gradevrs, on the other
hand, are undérrepresented by about 50%. These dijf-

ferences are born out by the figures for AGE. While

~there is a rough correspondence between AGE and GRADE,

since the sample was selected by grade, not by age, -
the GRADE comparison most accurateTy refjec&s poten--
tial biases in the sample data (See Apbégdiﬁyc, page.
71, for the samp]ing‘procedure).‘ “
.Sihce,probabi1ity samp1ing methods'we}é used‘for

both the Helena and Great Fa]1§~surveys, a secondary.

check on_t%e accuracy of the findings for the State

‘Survey caﬁ‘be;conducted by.comparing the state results

Q
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to those for the*dther‘two siiec i Such a COnparieon_fc'
has been done us1ng the proport1on YES responses and
their re]at1ve rank1ng by substant1ve area (for ayd;t‘;
“discussion of the d1fferences among the surveys, see e

Appendix D, page 73)

B. Description and~Interpretatfon of cheQuestionn?jres
The core ofvthe Questionnaire is the¢Chéckﬁhsff0f,jfETVﬂ

Youth Needs given in’Tab]e 2i For each item an;the~ |
1ist, three responses were obta1ned.f F1rst washan”

| 1nd1cat1on (yes or no) as to whether or nof the
respondent had ever hﬂF thatoproplem. “for each prOb%,;
lem or need which had occurred,:a youthywas asked to
indicate the frequency and the: ser1ousness, each on ,
a three p01nt scale, w1th wh1ch 1t occurred f Tab]e 2"/

summarizes a11 three d1mens1ons of each need/problem

Jou:. 8

The first column of Table 2 gives thecnercent of‘f“té?

the samp]e who 1nd1cated that the prob1em had ever P
"occurred, and the number;of students-respond1ng af—‘v
ffrmatiuedy to that‘need/prob]em For examp]e,,33 77hu‘\“

‘_ (570‘youth) c1a1m that the f1rst 1tem 11sted "The ”

"only Jobs ava11ab1e have no future;f has been a prob~”;fc

Vel T

]em;‘ Nlth regard Lo the\frequency of the prob1em

A (1f YES, how oL y), 30.4% sa1d that the prob1em had
occurred once or: tw1ce,fwh11e 31 O% sa1d At was a

prob1em somet1mes, and 38 6% had encountered the

”-rproblem very often : The ]ast sect1on of the table

»x)‘ L0

’fref1ects how ser1ous the respondents cons1dered the Cf i




o - ‘ y ‘ : ~ TABLE 2 : S ' : SR
GENERAL RESPONSE ‘TO THE YOUTH SURVEY - L ; R
Number: of respondents = 1,777 : : o o . . : R o o

DA ",

Has this DA :
o “evér been - If YES How Often7 , How Serious?
: © a problem R Ly
- for you ~ Once or Some-, Very : Not Somewhat 'Ve?y\ :
personally? Twice times . Often ‘Serijous  Serious  Serious

YES -

“Prob 1 or Need - , -

J0BS

15. The only jobs available have , o T S SR SR »;?<”'f ‘
no future : » 33.7 570 30.4 . 31.0 ’38.6 143.8 34.8;1 15,9?4@ '

4. Unable to get a JGb because of SR S - RO LS P TR
‘your age , r 33.3 568 37.0 | 25.0 '38.0 | 51.6 30.3 o 18:2k;.nv

(8) ]

T 13. Unable to find a job for the sumer 2.5 451 321 |34.0 34.0  45.0 | 388 |17.2 .

w

19. No specific training for jobs 253 450 45.5  38.3 . 16.2  56.5 | 32.6 .[109. -

12.  Need counse11ng about job and : S ‘ S R BT enion 1;
" finding a job o200 M2 M4 445 143 544 1369 | 87

‘4‘65.~'Your family 1ncome keeps you from o ‘ ‘ ’ : S S : SRR R T
. getting a job | S 1.4 191 173 40 40 1701 36 45.3...

. 17. Your sex keeping you from gett1ng N T T S S R T gt
* ‘ or keeping a job 26 4 4.0 4.0 7.9 30.8 . 436 ) 744

16. Police record keeping :you gett1ng e, R e TR e L S e T B

" or keeping a job L 1.8 30 . 476 23.8 "~ 28.6  25.00  35.0 .|40.0

o IBQ Your race &r ethn1c‘bacquoundv, iy o et }J: “';f?;V '\ ',i k*i §' ffgi  ‘ '

- keeping you from gett1ng or T ; LR i T W
‘keep1ng a JOb CRER R 1.5 25 ~ 43.8- 3.5 188 37&11“7,9£934“ - ,23j53«




23.
20.
22.

21.

24,
- 25.

2T,

i
Has this | L
ever been If YES, How Often? How,Sey1ousf -
ob7em . ) . U ey
?o?ryou Once or Some- Very Not Somewhat Very
personally? Twice - times Often Ser10u§xﬂ,5er10u$ Serious
, ' YES ‘ ‘
Problem or Need
o/o #
Be1ng hassled by other kids to use . : - ,
or buy beer or a]coho1 20.6 353 32.0 40.4 27.6 69.5 20.17 10.4
Be1ng hassied by other k1ds to use ‘ . | ' o
or buy drugs 13.1 225 40.8. 37.6 21.6 62.5 22.6. 14.9
Needing alochol counseling and R o N \
education 2.4 42 27.3 48.5 24.2 19.4 _SO.Q 30.6
Needing drug counse]ing;ahd ‘ LR ‘ i
education 2.0 35 14.8 40.7 a4 .4 26.7 26.7 46.7 |
* MEDICAL g
Medical care or treatment cost1ng ‘ ; e ' » Lo o 1
~toc: much -13.4 229 30.9 = 36.2 32.9 24.8 43.1 '32;2 ]
'Too hard to get medical treatment ~ R . . ’ o A o E e
by yourse]f ' o 8.7 148 33.3 41.5 25.2 36.8 ”‘39,8_‘ f;2§g3“
A need for counse11ng about sex L o .  ' BRI T o ,=  ¥¥=*';Zfﬁ4€
- and birth control s 6.9 117 8.1  47.6 22.3 27.4  32.1 4067 |
> i , ! 5 f i5%



Has this ; T ‘ .
ever been - If YES, How Often? - How Serious?
a problem , , ‘
for you Unce or  Some- Very Not Somewhat Very .
personally? " Twice times  Often . Serious Serious _ Serious (
Problem or Need YES
o/o #
26. A need for counseling about ; Sk R R ¢
- pregnancy , o 7 3.4 5] o 1.49.0 Jooo0 184 F o 19.20 23.1 57.7
SCHOOLS
A
e 32, Students not having any say in - I , ; A SRS R
how schools are run = 53.9 227 18.2 40.5 41.3 | 24.4 43.1 | 32.6
30. Not enough different kinds of | IR . B o
classes or courses at school 36.7 626 21.1 46.2 32.7 | 3.5 42.3 =~ | 26.2
28. ' Teachers, Counselors or Principals | - | |
i not interested in or understanding : - ' ' N T B
(" kids | | . 32.5 551 . 23.8 38.3 27.4 | 23.4 39.9 | 36.7
B | N ; ERA o e
% 61. Punishment for vandalism of school Co T ST I T tL i el
property is too weak - 26.1 441 - 23.6  42.4 34 | 16.7 ’4118, 1415
31. A lgck of alternative school programs — 25.8 439 7.1 420 208 | 37.2 447 181
- 59. Teachers who are too perm1ss1ve/]et S - ; Sy e Lo o o L‘A R
‘ the students down v _ 20.2 344 32.5  41.8 26.7 | . 27.8 40.8 - 31.4
! : o : ’\‘“g



Has this :
How Serious?

_0"['..

58,

57.
37.

36.
60.

29.
35.

33.

S

N

ever been If YES, How Often?

a problem : :

for you Once or Some- Very Not Somewhat Very

personally? Twice times Often  Serious  Serious’ Serious
Problem or Need : 18

o/o #
Have censidered dropping out of ‘
school for any reasons 18.3 313 44.8 31. 21.1 46.1 29.6 24.3
When you go to school counselors, : , S
they- don't have useful information 16.6 286 29.9 42. 27.5 35.1 37.1 27.8
Not enough counselors 16.4 283 25.8 45, © 28.8 30.2 43.0 '+ 26.8
Punishment for d1srupt1ng classes , } : : SR
too weak 15.7 - 266 23.4 42. 34.0 27 .6 43.1 293
Be1ng phys1ca11y hurt by other M L ‘ , o
kids in school . 12.2 206 52.1 28. - 19.9 52.5 28.4 - 19.1
Sex discrimination in schoo] \ o _ o
courses and programs 8.6 148 45.9 - 34. 20.0 37.9 ’40.9 ‘ 2]12
Being expe]]ed or suspended o ' R B SR
from schoo] 8.5 146- 67.6 15. 16.5 46.7 30.7.. . 22.6
DPOPPlng out of school because the : o : : Ll e
right kind of classes are not offered 4.6 = 78 - 27.3°7 39.. 33.3 123.8 28.6° . 47.6
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34.

38.

a4,
39.

42.
41.
63.

45,

Problem or Need

Racial discrimination in school
courses and programs

POLICE AND COURTS

Police treat things more seriously
than they should

Friends getting arrested

Police aren't around when you
need them

Police being more strict with boys
than girils

Being picked on or hassled by
the police

The Juvenile Court is your town
is too lenient '

Courts-are unfair

Has this

ever been

a problem
for you
personally?

-YES

o/o #
4.0 68
26.4 543
26.3 449
23.4 402
21.2 363
14.3 247
11.4 191

0.1 172

If YES, How Often?

Once or

~ Twice

41.1

26.1
49.6

26.5
23.7
36.4

17.3

25.7

Some-

33.9

37.2
34.7

40.5

39.8

37.8

41.0

Very
Often

25.0

36.7
15.7

33.0

36.4

25.8

41.0

34.2

How Serious?

33.3

Not Somewhat Very
‘Serious Serious Serious
35.7 37. 26.8
25.6 40. 34.3
36.1 43, 20.6
21.6 41. 37.0

0.3 37 2.2
29.1 35, 35.4
17.1 37. 45.3

18.7 480




Has this

_Z'[-

40.

44,

53,
50.
51.
47.

46.

with their kids

ever been If YES, How Often? How Serious? ;
a problem ' , :
for you Once or Some- Very Not Somewhat Very
personally? - Twice times  Often Serious  Serious _ Serious
Problem or Need - YES
o/o #
Racial prejudice on the part of ' :
the police 8.1 137 22.6 41. 35.7 22.6 40.0 v37.4
Problems getting legal help; that is, ;
in getting a lawyer to help you. 2.9 50 27.0 37. 35.1 16.7 33.3 50.0
NEIGHBORHOOD/PARENTS
Having things stolen or destroyed o o : : :
in your neighborhood 45.1. 774 ~45.8 38. 15.9: 30.3 44.] 25.6
Parents not understanding kids' o ‘ S
problems ‘ ‘ 37.8 648 26.3 39. 34.2 30.7 37.7 31.7
People in your neighborhood not ; , | ‘ : o e
knowing or caring about each other 20.8 356 23.7 , 43. 33.1 34.2 . 36.7 29.2 e
No adult with whom you can talk § o | ' ,
~over problems ‘ 19.6 336 20.9 39. 39.2 26.6 137.1 36.4
‘Parents not spending enough time ' ' : ' | ' e
‘ 18.8 322 21.6 40, 38.2 - 26.7 35.8 37.5
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52.
48.
54,

9.

55.

56.

Problem or Need

Different racial groups not getting
along and fighting with each other

Parents not providing good super-
vision or control

Street fights and gangs in your
neighborhood

‘Parents not giving their kids

necessary things such as food, a
place to 1live and needed med1ca1
care

RECREATION

Entertainment and other recreational
things cost too much

Recreat1on, school or community
centers are not open when you want
them to be or not enough different
th1ngs to do ‘

Has this
ever been

a problem
for you
personally?

YES
0/0 # &

13.9 237

9.1 156

6.8 116

4.1 7

56.4 960

48.4 824

If YES, How Often?

LT

Once or Some- Very
Twice times Often
35.9 35.9 24.7

| 18.3 413 37.8

34.3 39.2 26.5
26.1 26.1 - 47.8

4.6 37.7 4717

14.8  '38.7

: 50.§ 

How Serious?

25.3

Not Somewhat  Very
28'0 42-] 29.9 I
| i
19.5  36.7  43.8
8.5 3.7 - 20.8
_29,5 ’,- 258 S :.
©.39.7 351



problem to be. 43.8% said it was not very ggridus,
34.8% said it was somewhat serious, and 16.5% said
it was very serious. For the frequency and serious-
ness portions of the table, the percentages are based
on the number of respondents anSwering YES (in this
case 570).

Looking down Table 2, the reader will noticé that
the items have been arranged by descending order of
percentage YES answers within each of the seven (Jobs/
Employment, Drugs, etc.) areas explored by the ques-
ticnnaire. It is easy, using the YES column, to
select which problems in each area appear to affect
the most youth. To fully understand the situation,
however, all three dimensions must be used. While a
particular problem may occur for many youth, it may
not occur very often, or be perceived to be a serious
one (see Item 12, need counseling). Conversely, even
though a particular problem may not affect a Targe
number of youth, it can be a frequent and serious prob-
lem for those affected (see Item 26, need for counseling
about pregnancy).

From Table 2, it appears that the most serious
problem which all youth had was Item 55,’entertainmeht
and other recreational things costingktoo much. It was

a prob]em for 56.4% of the respondents, and 85.4%'of

wthose for whom it was a problem, said it happened more

than once or twice. 70.3% considered it to be a some-

what or very serious problem.

‘f14—‘> 
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The second most serious problem deals‘withﬁ
students not having any say in how schoo1snare
run (Item 32) with 53.9% responding. For those
who see this as a problem, it has occurred for
81.8% more than once or twice and is considered
somewhat or very serious by'75.9%.k

Selection of Priority Items and Further Analysis

While Table 2 gives us some indication of the
needs and problems which youth in the state have,
the information is ihcomplete. To really isolate-
the problem so that we can understand it, we need
to khow the answer to a number of other questions,‘
Is it more of a problem for males than for females,
for older rather than younger youth, for young peo-
ple in particular schools o%,néighborhoods? |
To examine these problems in more detail,'pri-'
ority items were se]ected.'.The most frequently
reported item in each of the seveh areas were,éx-
amined. Additioné]]y,}items of particular interest,
‘both because of severity and programmatic implica-
tions, were‘sé1ECted. fFinaIly, other items;'re-f

gard]ess of content aréa where sighificant per-

~ centages of youth were | 1nvolved were added to the

o list. In all, f1fteen prob]ems/needs were chosen h

for additional analysis. : e e

I [

Tab]e 3 shows the percent of youth 1nd1cat1ng

 each of the se]ected needs and prob]ems broken \/wn

. 2

@
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by ‘age and sex:

J0BS

With respect to jobs, the greatest prob}em is
that over a third (33.7%) of the youth felt that
the jobs available to them had no future. This
problem was relatively greater for sixteeﬁ year olds
(41.1%)‘but similar for all ages. Older youth con-
sidered the problem more serious. It also appears
that males (35.5%) encountered the problem slightly
more'frequéntly than did females (31.9%).

A re]atively high percentage of youth (33.3%)
also reported fhat they had a problem gétting jobs
because of their age. The incidence of'this prob-
lem decreases with age, indicating that it is a
greater problem for younger teenagers. For most
youth, the broblem occurred infrequently and was not
considered very serious.

Oh the other hand, those respondents who indi-
cated that they-were having trouble finding summer
jobs (26.5%) encountered the problem more_freéuentTy

and econsidered it to be relatively serioUs. This

~was particularly true of older youth, with over 65%

of the 17 and 18 year olds considering it to be seri-
ous or very serious.

For those youth considering lack of training for

]jobs t0o be a problem, there is a s1ight age-related

trend. Concern increases with age to fourteen where

. ! —16-'



TABLE 3 S A
-~ THE ONLY JOBS AVAILABLE HAVE NO FUTURE - . “ LR
FREGUENCY | SERIQUSNESS o, 7
| ONCE OR VERY woT . TTVERY, T
YES TWICE SOMETIMES OFTEN ___SERIOUS _ SERIOUS SERIOUS . “#
ACE | o
12 15.7% 31.3%  43.8% 25.0% 58.8%  23.5% 17.6%
18 5 7 4 10 4 3 Lt B R
13 32.1% 36.4% 23.9% 39,8% 50.0% 51.1%  18.9%
109 32 21 35 45 28 17
14 34.3% 27.2% 35.9% 37.0% 56.4% 29.8%  13.8Y%
115 25 33 34 53 28 13
15 32.8% 23.1% 35.4% 41.5% tily 6% 38.5%  16.9% T
77 15 23 27 29, 25 11 -
& :
16 41.1% 36. 3% 25.5% 38.2% 51.0% 34.6% 14,47 . :
120 37 26 39 53 36 15
17 34.0% 25.7%  35.1% 39.2% 36.4%  4i.6% 2217
89 19 26 29 28 32 1
18 36.5% 30.0% 26.7% 43.3% 41.4% 41.4% 17.2%
38 9 8 13 2 12 5
SEX
MALE 35.5% 29.0% 33.5% 37.6% 49.4% . 36.7%  13.9%
300 71 82 902 124 92 35
FEMALE  31.9% 3.6 28.4% 40.0% 47 4% 32.5% 2027 - .
| 269 71 64 90 108 74 46 '
TOTAL  33.7% 30.2%  31.1% 38.7% 48.4%  34.7% .5 16.9%
569 142 146 182 232 166 81
/}l.,
Q».
[
i o
o 4
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TABLE 3 (Continued)

- UNABLE TO GET A JOB BECAUSE OF AGE -

FREQUENCY SERIOUSNESS -
- .ONCE QR VERY NOT VERY
YES TWICE SOMETIMES OFTEN SERIOUS SERIQUS SERIOUSl;;
' AGE
12 30. 2% 36.4% 33.3% 30.3% 65.6Y% 18.8%  15.6%
, 35 12 11 10 21 6 5
13 48.1% 30.2% 28.8% 41.0% 54,3% 29.0%  16.7%
164 42 40 57 75 40 23
14 39.5% 32.8% 25,2% 42,0% 53.0% 24,84 22.2%
134 39 30 50 62 29 26
15 35.4% 30.9% 18.5% 50.6% 41.0% 34.9%  24.1%
85 25 15 41 34 29 20
16 23.3% 43.9% 31.8% 24.2% 55,4% 33.8% 10.8%
68 29 21 16 36 22 7
17 22.1% 55.4% 12.5% 32.1% 44 .6% 39.3%  16.1%
58 31 7 18 25 22 9
18 - 21.9% 59.1% 22.7% 18.2% 52.4% 33.3%  14.3%
23 13 5 4 11 7 3
SEX
MALE  31.2% 35.1% 21.8% 43,1% 47.8% 31.0%  21.2%
7264 87 54 107 117 76 52
FEMALE  35.5% 38.6% 28.1% 33.3% 54.,9% 29.7%  15.4%
303 103 75 89 146 79 41
TOTAL  33.3% 36.9% 25.0% 38.1% 51.5% 20.3%  18.2%
567 190 129 196 263 155 93
e



TABLE 3 (Continued)

- UNABLE TO FIND A JOB FOR THE SUMMER -

FREQUENCY SERIOUSNESS
ONCE OR VERY NOT ‘ VERY
YES TWICE SOMETIMES OFTEN SERIOUS SERIOUS SERIOUS
AGE
12 14.5% 25.0% 37.5% 37.5% 41.2% 52.9%  5.9%
17 4 6 6 7 9 1
13 27.4% 21.2% 42.4% 36. 5% 52.9%  34.1%  12.9%
93 18 36 31 45 29 i
14 28.8Y% 27.4% 4t 0% 2867 52.4% 32.1%  15.5%
97 23 37 24 bt 27 13
15 28.9% 34.8% 30.3% 34,8 48.5% 37.9%  13.6%
69 23 20 23 32 25 9
16 27.7% 42.1% 31.6% 26.3% 41.37% 46.7%  12.0%
82 32 24 20 31 35 9 -
17 24.7% 34.9% 25.4% 39.7% 33.3% 42.9%  23.8%
65 22 16 25 21 27 15
18 24.0% bt4..0% 12.0% 4t 0% - 32.0% 24.0%  44.0%
25 11 3 11 8 6 11
SEX “
MALE  24.8% 31.1% 34.2% 34.7% 43,5% 34,7%  21.8%
209 60 66 67 84 67 42
FEMALE  28.2% 132.9% 33.8% 33.8% 46.2%  40.4%  13.3%
242 74 76 75 104 91 30
TOTAL =~ 26.5% 32.1% ' 34.0%7  34.0% 45.0%  37.8%  17.2%
142

451

134

142

188

- 158

72

2
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TABLE 3 (Continued)

~ NO SPECIFIC TRAINING FOR JOBS -

FREQUENCY SERIOUSNESS
R ONCE OR VERY , NOT "~ VERY
YES TWICE SOMETIMES . OFTEN s SERIOUS SERIOUS SERIQUS
 AGE
12 . 8.8% 50.0% 25.0% 25.0% 42.9% 28.6%  28.6%
~ 10 4 2 2 3 2 2
13 20.7% . 38.7% 45.2% 16.1% 57.4% 32.8%  9.8%
71 24 28 10 35 20 6
14 27.8% | 44 .0% 45.3% 10.7% 64.9% 27.0%  8.1%
94 33 34 8 ‘ 48 20 6
15 28.2% 46.6% 34.5% 19.0% 56.4% 32.7%  10.9%
67 27 20 11 31 18 6
16 30.7% 54.1%  30.6% 15,3% 67.1% 25.9%  7.1%
~ 90 46 26 13 57 22 6
Ty 17 - 27.7% © 45,2% 41.9% 12.9% 46.2% 41.5%  12.3%
SRR 74 28 26 8 30 27 8
18 37.4% 40. 0% 34.3Y% 25.7% 33.3% 42.4%  24.2%
40 14 12 9 11 14 8
SEX:
MALE  35.5% 47.6% 39.8% 12. 6% 62.3% 28.8%  8.9%
221 ; 91 76 24 119 55 17
. FEMALE  31.9% 43.4% 36.9% 19.7% 50.8% 36.3%  13.0%
229 86 73 39 98 70 25
TOTAL  26.4% 45.5% 38.3% 16.2% 56.5% 32.6%  10.9%

450 177 149 63 217 125 42 -

W
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TABLE 3 (Continued)

- BEING HASSLED BY OTHER KIDS TO USE OR BUY BEER OR ALCOHOL - )
| FREQUENCY . - SERIOUSNESS

ONCE -OR VERY NOT VERY .
YES TWICE SOMETIMES OFTEN SERIOUS SERIOUS SERIOUS
AGE
12 13.0% 26.7% 53.3% 20.0% 78.6%. 7.1%  14.3%
15 4 8 3 11 1 2
13 11.1% 36.1% 38.9% 25.0% 52.9% 29.4%7  17.6%
' 38 13 14 9 18 10 6
14 17.1% © 50.0% 31.5% 18.5% 67.3%2 28.6%  4.1%
58 27 17 10 33 14 2
15 24.9% 28.1% 42.1% 29.8% 67.2% 20.7%2  12.1%
59 16 24 17 39 12 7
16 23.9% 23.5% 48.5% 27.9% 80.9% 14.7% 443
71 16 33 19 55 10 3
17 29.6% 26.3% 38.2% 35.5% 67.1% 18.4%  14.5%
80 20 29 27 51 14 11
18 28.6% 37.9% 34.5% 27.6% 70.4% 18.5%  11.1%
30 11 10 8 19 5 3
SEX
MALE  20.0% 29.7% 39.9% 30.4% 72.0% 15.3%  12.7%
170 47 63 48 113 26 20
FEMALE 21.3%2 34.1% 40.8% 25.1% 67.3% 24.6% 8.2%
183 6l 73 45 115 42 14
TOTAL ~ 20.6% . 32.0%  40.4% - 27.6% ' 69.5% 20.1% 10.4%

353 108 136 93 , 228 - 66 34

}
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the percent of youth who voiced the problem
stabilizes between 27% and 30%. A larger pro-
portion of 18 year olds (37.4%) expressed this
problem. It was also the case that the percentage
of males who reported this problem was slightly
higher than females.

DRUGS

The most frequently mentioned problem which
youth had concerning drugs was being hassled by
other kids to use or buy beer or alcohol (20.6%).
This finding is not surprising since virtually all
studies which have been conducted on adolescent
drug use have shown that the most frequently used
and abused drug is alcohol. According to this sur-
vey, the problem increases with age both in terms
of the percent of youth involved and the frequency
with which it occurs. A high proportion of youth
of all ages, however, do not perceive the problem
to be a serijus .one. Males and females encountered
the problem with equal frequency (20.5% vs 21.3%).

T mEDICAL |

The cost_of medical treatment was a concern of
13.3% of all youth. This could reflect a general
knowledge of the rising costs of medical care to the
fami]y: It is interesfing to note, however, that
the concern 1ncreases with the'17 and 18 year olds

(18.4% and 21.9%). Both the frequency and perceijved



TABLE 3 (Continued)

— MEDICAL CAPE OR TREATMENT COSTING TOO MUCH -

FREQUENCY SERIOUSNESS
ONCE OR VERY NOT VERY
YES TWICE SOMETIMES = OFTEN SERIOUS SERIOUS SERIQUS
AGE
12 13.9% 46.7% 33.3% 20.0% 40.0% 46.7% 13.3% .
16 7 5 3 6 7 2
13 9.4% 33.3% 36.7% 30.0% 30.0% 40.0%7 30.0%
32 10 11 9 9 12 9
14 12.17% 25.7% 42.9% 31.4% 20.67% 52.9%  26.5%
41 9 15 11 7 18 9
15 13.9% 32.1% 35.7% 32.1% 33.3% 25.9%  40.77%
33 9 10 9 9 7 11
16 11.1% 40.6% 34.4% 25.0% 25.8% 58.1% 16.17%
33 13 11 - 8 8 18 5
17 18.47% 20.57% 34.17 45.5% 20.5% 38.6%  40.9%
49 9 15 20 9 17 18
18 21.9% 33.3% 33.3% 33.3% 10.5% 31.6% 57.9%
23 7 7 7 2 6 11
SEX
MALE 13.1% 31.3% 40.6% 28.1% 28.4% 38.9% 32.6%
111 30 39 27 27 37 31
FEMALE 13.6% 30.0% 32.7% 37.3% 21.7% 46.2% 32.1%
117 33 36 41 23 49 34
- TOTAL 13.3% 30.6% 36.47% 33.0%. 24.,9% 42.8%  32.3%

228 63 75 68 50 86 65

-23-
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seriousness of the problem also increase with
age. Males and females are equally concerned
with this problem. |

SCHOOL

School related problems form a major part of
all youth's concerns. While these problems should
not be considered 1ightly, neither should they
necessarily be interpreted as a blanket condemnation
of the school systems. Because of the emphasis
placed on education in our society, the fact~that a
major part of peer relations occur in the school
setting and the sheer number of hours per day that
youth spend in school each week, school related
activities form a major part of each student's 1ife.
It is not unreasonable to expect, therefore, that
adolescents will be particularly concerned with their
own performance in this area.

A11 students, regardless of age, expressed con-
cern that they did not have enough say in how schools
were run (53.9%). They encountered this probliem
frequently and perceived it to be serious to very
serious.

Another dimension of this problem is expressed
by the respondents who stated that there are not
~enough kinds of c1as$es or courses at school. More
older youth express this problem with increasing‘

frequency and consjder it to be serious.

-24-



TABLE 3 (Continued)

— STUDENTS NOT HAVING ANY SAY IN HOW SCHOOLS ARE RUN -

| FREQUENCY SERIQUSNESS
ONCE OR VERY NOT ' VERY
YES TWICE SOMETIMES OFTEN SERTIOUS SERTOUS SERIQUS
AGE
12 37.7% 33.3% 21.4Y% 45.2% 38.1% 31.0%  31,0%
43 14 9 19 16 13 13
13 49.9% 20.3% 43.8% 35.9% 30.9% 43.4%  25.7%
172 31 67 55 47 66 39
14 56.5% 21.5% 38.4% 40.1% 29.3% 39.0%  31.7%
191 37 66 69 48 64 52
15 56.3% 17.5% 40. 5% 42.1% 18.1% 48.8% - 33.1%
134 22 51 53 23 62 42
16 54.1% ' 14.9% 41.2% 43.9% 24.2% 46.3%  29.5%°
158 22 61 65 36 69 44
17 56.9% 13.4% 42.3% hh 4% 13.9Y 43.8% 42,47
153 19 60 63 20 63 61
18 61.9% 13.2Y% 44.1% 42.,6% 22.7% 39.4%  37,9%
70 9 30 29 15 26 25"
SEX
MALE  54.1% 19.1% 41.0% 39,9% 24.5% 43.6%  31.9%
462 81 174 169 103 183 134
FEMALE  53.7% 17.4% 39.7% 42.9% 24.1% 42.5%  33.4%
462 75 171 185 103 182 143
TOTAL ~ 53.9% 18.27  40.4%  41.4% T 24.37 0 43.0% 32.7%
92k - 156  © 345 354 206 365 277

/{w
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- NOT ENOUGﬁ‘DIFFERENT KINDS OF CLASSES OR COURSES AT SCHOOL -

TABLE 3 (Continued)

FREQUENCY SERIQUSNESS
- ONCE OR VERY NOT VERY
YES TWICE SOMETIMES OFTEN SERIOUS SERIQUS . SERIOQUS
AGE
12 26,1% 24 1% 51.7% 24.1% 28.67% 60.7% 10.7%
30 7 15 7 8 17 3
13 25.5% 26.3% 40.0% 33.8% 42.7% 33.3% 24,07
87 21 32 27 32 25 18
14 32.6% 22.2% 55.6% 22.2% 41.8% 40.7% 17.6%
111 20 50 20 38 37 16
15 43,2% 19.87% 39.6% 40,7% 26.1% 48.9% 25,07
101 18 36 37 24 45 23
16 41.8% 19.6% 48.2% 32.1% 28.47% 41.4% 30.2%
123 22 54 36 33 48 35
17 42.4% 19.82% 45.5% 34.7% 22.5% 42.3% 35.1%
114 20 46 35 25 47 39
18 51.9% 17.47% 41.37 41.3% 31.9% 38.3% 29.8%
55 8 19 19 15 18 14
SEX
MALE 36.5% 22.4% 46.3% 31.3% 34.3% 39.6% 26.1%
309 61 126 "~ 85 96 111 73
FEMALE 36.7% 19.9% 45.9% 34.27% 28.9% 44,77 26,47
315 56 129 96 82 127 75
TQTAL 36.6% 21.2% 46.1% 32.7% 31.6% 42.2% 26.27%
624 117 255 181 178 238 148
& '
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TABLE 3 (Continued)

ju

- TEACHERS, COUNSELORS OR PRINCIPALS NOT INTERESTED IN OR UNDERSTANDING KIDS -

FREQUENCY SERIOUSNESS
ONCE OR VERY NOT . VERY
YES TWICE SOMETIMES  OFTEN SERIOQUS SERTOUS SERIOUS
AGE
12 27.6Y% 22.6% 38.7% 38.7% 26.7% 53.3%  20.0%
32 7 12 12 8 16 "6
13 26.3% 29.6% 39.5% 30.9% 27.5% 43.8%  28.8%7
89 24 32 25 22 35 23
14 33.8Y% 24.2% 38.4% 37.4% 29.2% 38.5%  32.3%
114 2 38 37 28 37 31
15 35.8% 31.2% 26.0% 42.9% 25.0% 36.87  38.2%
83 24 .20 33 19 28 29
16 33.2% 17.9% 43.2% 38.9% 14.6% 44.8%  40.6%
97 17 41 37 14 43 39.
17 34.8% 17.6% 42.4% 40.0% 20.9% 32.6%  46.5%
93 15 36 34 18 28 40
18 38.8% 26.5% 44 1% 29.4% 24.2%  30.3%7  45.5%
40 9 15 10 8 10 15
SEX
MALE  28.9% 23.7%  42.0% 34.2% 24.5%  40.3%  35.2%
242" 52 92 75 53 87 76
FEMALE  36.1% 23.5% - 36.5% 40.0% 22.3% 39.7%  37.9%
308 67 104 114 63 112 107
TOTAL  32.5% 23.6% 38.9% 37.5% - 23.3%2  40.0%  36.7%
| 550 119 196 189 116 199 183
f';g75
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Respondents were also concerned that, in
their opinion, teachers, counselors, and princi-
pals were not interested in and did not understand
students (32.5%). This problem increased with age
n‘  : with 38.8% of eighteen year olds reporting this
| problem. A1l ages reported it as a frequent and
serious problem, and more females (36.1%) en-

~countered the problem than did males (28.9%).
POLICE/COURTS

Youth expressed two problems with respeét to
the police in their communities. First, they were
concerned that police treat things more seriously
than they should. The percent of youth reporting
TS ' this problem increases with age, stabilizing be?
tween 28% and 30%. O0Older youth are more 1ike1y to
have encountered the problem more than once or
twice. Most youth who encounter the problem (over
the age of 12) consider the problem to be serious
(70%-78%) to very serious. - Slightly more male
respondents have encountered the problem than have
females (28.7% vs 24.1%), but females reporting the
problem are more likely to have encountered it more
than once or twice (78.3%-70.2%).

‘Second, the respondents were concerned that‘their N
friends were getting arrested. More older students

encountered this problem (between 29% and 33.9% for

I ;28°‘ 




TABLE 3 (Continued)

- - POLICE TREAT THINGS MORE SERIOUSLY THEN THEY SHOULD -

FREQUENCY R SERIOUSNESS -

- “ONCE OR VERY™ NOT VERY
YES TWICE  SOMETIMES OFTEN | SERIOYS  SERIOUS SERIOUS
AGE %
12 16.8% 38.9%  22.2% 38.9% 47.0%  11.8%  41.2% L
, 19 7 4 7 8 7 |
) Y
13 20.1% 27.04  38.1% 34.9% 25.6%  45.0%  30.0% |
69 17 24 22 15 27 18
14 27.49% 25.0%  44.0% 31.0% 29.5%  39.7%  30.8%
93 21 37 26 23 3] 28
15 28.6% 29.0% 37.1% 33.9% O 22.2%  47.6%  30.2%
68 18 23 21 14 30 19
16 30. 3% 21.4% 41.7% 36.9% . 22.0%  41.5%  36.6%
89 18 35 3] 18 34 30
17 28.8% 21.4%  31.4% 47.1% 24,34 35.7%  40.0% °
77 15 22 33 17 25 28
18 30.4% o 37.9% 24.1% 37.9% 28.04  32.0%  40.0%
30 no 7 1 | 7 -8 10
SEX o §
Male  28.7% 29.8% 29.89% 40.49% 24.0%4  38.04  38.0%
244 67 67 91 53 g4 84
Female 24.1% o 21.7%  46.0% 32.3% 27.5%  42.7%  29.8%
, 208 41 87 61 49 76 53
TOTAL  26.4% . 26.2¢  37.3%  36.6% 25.6%  40.2% ° 34.2%-

452 108 154 181 102 160 1%




TABLE 3 (Cbnti‘nued)

—~ FRIENDS ARE GETTING ARRESTED -

. ~ FREQUENCY SERTQUSNESS
Gt 7T ; ONCE OR , VERY NOT VERY
YES o TWICE SOMETIMES OFTEN SERIQUS SERIOUS SERIOUS .
AGE
12 23.5% 61.5% 15.4% 23.1% 37.5% 33.3%  29.2%
27 , 16 4 6 9 8 7
13 19.7% 50.9% 43,9% 5.3% 28.8% 61.5% 9.6%
: 66 29 25 3 15 32 5
14 26.1% 56.67  25.3Y% 18.1% 32.5% 45.0%  22.5%
88 7 21 15 26 36 18
15 26.8% 46.6% 37.9% 15.5% 44 . 8% 36,2%  19.0%
63 27 22 9 26 21 11
16 29.3%  38.6% 44.6% 16.9% 39.5% 40.7%  19.8%
.86 32 37 14 32 33 16
17 29.2% 47.9% 33.8% 18.3% 31.4% 44.3%  24.3%
' 78 34 24 13 22 31 17
18 33.9% 58.8% 26.5% 14.7% 35.5% 38.7%  25.8%
38 20 9 5 11 12 8
SEX
MALE 27.8% 50.5% 35.0% 14.5% 43.7% 38.3% 18.0%
| 233 108 75 31 90 79 37
FEMALE 24.9% 48.5%  34.5% 17.0% - 27.6% 49.,0%  23.4%
215 97 69 34 53 94 45
TOTAL 26.4% 49.5% 34.8% 15.7% 35.9% 43,5%  20.6%

448 205 144 65 ; 143 173 82
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students, ages 16-18). A majority of all re-
spondents considered this to bé a serious prob-
lem. Interestingly enough, there was only-a |
slight difference in the percent of ha]es aﬁdf 

females reporting this problem (27.8% vs 24.9%).

FAMILY/NEIGHBORHOOD

Youth, regardless 0% age, reportéd concern
with having things stolen or destroyed in‘their
neighborhood (45.1%). Over 50% said that this
had occurred more than oﬂce or twice, and coné
sidered it to be a serious problem. Thiscprob-
lem is the third most frequent mentioned by the
respondents and, as such, suggests that ways to
deal with it should have a high priority. -

A high proportion of youth also reported that
they had a problem with parents not understanding
kids (37.9%). There is a linear relationship be-
tween age and this problem, with a larger propor-
tion of o]der youth indicating that th1s has been
a prob]em for them. There is also an increase in
frequency with which the prob]ém.occurs for o]dénx

respondents{ With the exception @f twelve yeart

olds, a majority of‘youth report that the problem

is serious to very oEFTOUS A substantially

larger proportion of fema1es reportea the prob]em,;‘

than did males (43. 8% vs 31. 9%), and for them, thé,"’ :

,problem occurred more frequent]y and was more :
= gerious when it did occur.

; o
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" TABLE 3 (Cbntinued)

|- HAVING THINGS STOLEN OR DESTROYED IN YOUR NEIGHBORHOOD -

i lE ‘ | FREQUENCY SERIOUSNESS

A . =~ I ONCE OR - VERY NOT - VERY
... ¥ES . TWICE __ SOMETIMES OFTEN | SERIOUS _ SERIOUS SERIOUS .

ST - - - ~ ‘ .

T —— ‘ = .‘ — ‘ =

. heE

12 45.7% 50.9%  41.5%  7.5% 32.7% 42.3%  25.0%

sy 271 22 4 17 22 13 4

13 s0.6% 48.1%  36.1% 15.8% 3187 47.4% 20.8%
. 1s 16 8T 25 4973 32

o 42.3% 47.0%  33.3%  19.7% 33937 37.2%  29.5%
e 142 62 44 26 43 . 48 38

L 42.7% 42.7%  44.8%  12.5% 32,67  45.3%  22.1% - 7
S 100 a % | ; 43 ‘ 12 31 43 21

43.6% - 48.0%  35.2% 16.8% 30.2%  48.4%  21.4%
129 60 . 44. 21 38 61 27

44.8% 41.5% - 44.9%  ° 13,6% o 25.4% 50.07  24.6%
120, 49 % 53 16 | 29 57 28

47.7% 40.8%  34.7% - 24.5%  21.7%  26.1%  52.2%
| 0 1w 12 10 12 24

A46.9%  39.0% 16.1% . 30.9%  41.2%  37.9%
173 150 62 .+ 5116 155 105 7

‘ g . ; o po BT o ' o ’

 4647% 37.8% 15.6% ©29.6% 47.5%  22.9%
162 131 54 1010 - - 162 78 -

| 45.8%  38.4%7 . 15.8%7 - 30.3%7  44.2% 25.5% |
335 . 281 116 . ¢ co217 o 0317 183 .

bl
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"TABLE 3 (Continued)

~~fARENTS NOT UNDERSTANDING KIDS' PROBLEMS -

e

FREQUENCY

SERTOUSNESS

YES

ONCE OR
TWICE

VERY

SOMETIMES OFTEN

NOT o= WERY
SERIOUS 'SERIOUS® SERTOUS

AGE

12
13

14

16
17
18

SEX

" MALE

“ FEMALE -

30.4%
35

32.1%
108

35.6%

121

41.2%

98

45.1%
132

4251%

33.3%

37

31.9%
; 273 :

¢43 8%
77374

41.2%
14

29.0%
29

. 25.0%
27

20.4%
19

131.02%

39

33.1%

B2

21.6%
7

35.3%
12

38.0%
38
40.7%
44

30.1%

28

42.9%

54
47

45.5%
15

93

43.5%

37,5%%‘V

40.9%

146

23.5%

33,0%

33

34,39

,37’

49.5%

46

- 26.2%

37500
136

33

- 73

18 ©o10

52,9%  29.4% !17.62 

“o

- R~
31.3% -  38.5%  30.2%
30 37 29

- 27.2%  39.8%  33.0%

2h.7% 0 33.3% 4L9%

‘8 Al 3 Iy

bts - @

¥

34.6% . 40.2%  25.2%
4 st 32 7

86 93

28.7%  37.0% 34.3%

os31 40 37

27.3%  42.47  30.3%

.9 S 10

35.5%  38.4%  26.0%

1 27.3% l"}§7?2%"'§§?§%;-

97 - 132 126

B

" TOTAL

- "37.9%
647

£ 26.3%

159

- 39.5%
“239

2207

34.2%

.,‘)j
o

©30.7% 0 37.7%  31.7%

183 225 . 189




ENTERTAINMENT AND RECREATION

Both. items on the survey dealing with rec-

‘reation, the cost and the unavailability of, or

access to recreational facilities, were of con-

cern to a large progortion of youth. In terms

of overall concern, the cost of recreational
things (56.4%) ranked first followed by rec-
reation, school or community centers not open,
and not enough things to do (48.4%) as’second.

These problems occur more often for older
youth and become increasingly ser1ous as age 1n-
creases. Both problems were rated as serious by
all yooth.

Reg1ona1 Compar1sons

" There are five P]ann1ng Regions ut111zed by
the Montana Cr1me Contro] Board and the Child and
Youth Deve]opment Bureau for purposes of this survey.
Region I covers the northwestern part of the state

including the~c1t1es of Mussou1a and Kal 'spell

~Region II eﬂcompasses the southwestern por+1on of

the state which conta1ns Helena, Anaconda, Bozeman,
and Butte. Region I11 is in‘the‘hOrthcentra1 por-

tion of the state and 1nc1udes the area surround1ng

Great Fa]ls, Havre, She]by, Conrad, and Ch1nook

Region IV, in the»southcentra] part of the state,in-»

: cTudgs Bi11ih9S, Lewistown,‘Harlowtown, and Roundup.
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TABLEf3’(Qpntinued)

W

~ ENTERTAINMENT & OTHER RECREATIONAL THINTS COST TOO MUCH

FREQUENCY

S
N
BN

 SERIOUSNESS

g

YES

ONCE OR

TWICE

VERY .

NOT

"SERIOUS

“VERY

__SERIOUS SERIOUS

SOMETIMES

OFTEN

N -]

AGE

‘12
13
;14 :
15
716
17
| 18

SEX

MALE

" FEMALE

168

39.1%

47.57
162

60.27%
200

56.9%
132

. 59.3%

175

63.2%

65.5%

72

54.6%

461

58.2%

496

25.

11

23.

35

13,

23

10.

13

S 11,
18

19.

13

14.

61

14,

67

0%

27

1%

8%

5%

8%

47

7%

47

36.47%
16

29.8%
45

:37.5%
66

 42.5%
51
36.3%
57
45.0%
72

32.8%
22

. 37.3%
155

38.1%
177

38.67%
17

C47.0%

71

- 49.4%

87

46,77 -

56

52.2%

82

46y 3 70 i

T8

47.8%
32

48.0%
199

47.4%
220

s,
AN

AN :
52, 3%

23
RN

\\\\ -
31.5%

47

50

26.7% .

32

28.0%

b4k

25.8%

LA

27.9%
19

30.0%
124

29;3% 

135

36.2%

’ E 41 t{jl‘z\\; AR

29.8% |
89

38,92
6]_

42,97
70

.- 187

15.9%

7

54

i

43.3%
52

36.8%
25

36.8%
152

40.7%

31.8%
14

32.2%
a8

N 2/93 Z,%-;;A;z:g:: : ;:‘:::;’ i
o 4%

33,17 N
52 .

31.3% ;
Ca :;..;S 1” SRR
2%

33.2%
137

30.0%
138

30.0%
.36

NG

s

' TOTAL

| 56.4%
957

14,

6%

128

. 37.8%
332

¥
47.7%

419

G 29'72
259

38.8%

: \339 o

31.5%

2751 5




TABLE 3 (Continued)

1

- RECREATION, SCHOOt OR COMMUNITY CENTERS ARE NOT OPEN WHEN YOU WANT
THEM TO BE OR NOT ENOUGH DIFFERENT THINGS TO DO .~

o | FREQUENCY I SERIOUSNESS
Vo A T oncE oR VERY NOT T VERY
?' : YES f TWICE SOMETIMES OFTEN SERIOUS SERIOUS SERIQUS
e T | ‘ . ,
~ “AGE A 1 |
12 36.8% 17.9% 46.2% 35.9% 28.9% K4.7% 26.3%
= e 7 18 14 11 17 10
o3 35.2% : 25.9%  30.4% 43.8% 33. 9% 37.6%  28.4%
e 120 29 34 49 37 41 31
o1 49037 15.3% 37.3% 47.3% 28.6%  42.1%7 = 29.3%
b 165 | 23 56 71 40 59 41
15 50.6% 10.8% . 31.5% 57.7% 19.6% 39.3% . 41.1%
| 1y 12 35 64 22 44 46
e sraz 15.4%°  34.0% 50.6% 24.0Y% 44.2%  31.8%
S 168 Y 53 79 37 68 49
17 54.9% 9.4 33.8% 56.8% 20.7% 36.4%  42.9%
S 145 13 47 79 29 51 60
18 56,0% o 10.2%-  33.9% 55. 9% . 20.3% 32.2%  47.5%
6l 6 20 33 12 19 28
© MALE  43.9% - 15.7%  37.7% 46. 6% 26.1% 40.8%  33.0%
~ 371 53 127 157 | 87 136 110
C FEMALE  52.9%  l41% 3222 53.7% 24,67  38.6% 36.7%
Lo 451 61 139 232 106 ¢ 16% 155
. TOTAL  48.4%7 14.8%  34.6%7  50.6% 25.3%  39.6%  35.1%
SN 822 - 114 266 389 . 191 299 265




Region V coversethepeastern plains of;Montana'p
from Glasgow and Wolf Point in the north to-
Miles City, G]endive; and Baker to the7south
These P]ann1ng Regions: are portrayed in the map
of Montana on the fol]ow1ng page

Tab]e 4 shows the needs of youth broken out

by these P]ann1ng,Reg1ons. “Nine youth needs havea:'

been selected for‘this’ana]ySis : They represent

tne most frequent]y ment1oned 1tem in each need u"

ety L SRR

area. Two items from the P011ce and Courts area - ; 1
have been included since the proport1on‘of youth 3?
report1ng these prob]ems are a1most 1dent1ca1 i
(26.4% vs 26. 3%) ‘ Ve ~d y E
Severa1-petternsfemerge when'youthnneeds arey "Q*, f
observed by Region. First, the reader will notice E
that Region III has a highervproportidn of youth :r‘ é
(when compared to the state percentageS) reporting"‘ ~€
every.prob1em”(%YES c01umn) withnthe'exception'oft“ f
"being,hass]ed by other kids to use or‘huy aleoho],ﬁ ‘5§
fRegion}iV~has the'highest reported peroentage‘for” fé
this item. Furthermore, Region'III youth als0 re- ug
nport the greatest frequency of 1nc1dents and con-ev o {%
| s1der those 1nc1dents to be more ser10us when theyie;ﬂ‘qgé
[occur for the fo11ow1ng items: | "Hav1ng th1ngs ;
'~sto1en or destroyed 1n your ne1ghborhood" “d,;
o "students not hav1mg enough say 1n how schoo]s aref(;ﬁﬁffﬁ
Cpun. | , Gl
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g /
A

Problem or Need = .

‘The only jobs available
~ have no future

Region

II
IIr -

TOTAL

" Being hassled by other- k1ds
to use or buy beer or
alcohol

O

Il
I1I
IV

B TOTAL

ofo %

32.8 122 37.
3.1 139 30.

.

TABLE 4

Has this

ever been If YES, How Ofren?
a problem
for you

personally?

: Very
Often

Once or  Some-

Twice times
YES ‘

34.1 120 - 28. -31.7 39.4

27.7 3.7
28.8  40.8
379 397

27.4 83 3.5 216 3.9

337 570 304

7
6
4
6.6 120 73.0
5
4

31.0 386

39.0

x ;99;4’;f

- 54.7

0 45.7
 39.8

o 50:01,  .

6.9 172 |
T
‘48],7(

0.3 @23 “

6 . 69.5 201 104

How Serious?

Not Somewhat

_Serious

Very

Sereous wF

&

| 32.6':'
52.9 78.8
39.4

40;93

47.6 342

71 7

Serious

» 3443;*1:

12%

~1'15.0 *ﬁ |
193
 22}2;  ;?
167




‘ - TABLE 4 (Continued) N P s e

Has this R : s
ever been If YES, How Often? - How Serious?
a problem ~ A
for you Once or Some- Very - Not. Somewhat  Very - .
; personally? Twice. times Often Serious  Serious Serious
Problem or Need Region  a/o”  _#_

Medical Care or treat-
ment costing too much I 12,

1 12.

o S 1.
| Ty 1.
Vo 1.
CTOTAL 13

43 - 41.0  28.

30.8 | . 35.9 38.5  25.
8.6 © 17.1 439 3.
491 37.
28.]i!f}
25.7

48 0.5 3.

N O o

46.
3.3 |
430 322

3 | 15.2 488
3 279 s

3.4 2.
~27.8 _A40.

2
0

62 | '79.1, 377 8.2 13,
5
4

-0~

Bl N W ;Y O
- BN~ T~ R

e, e, i, e, i,

229 309 3.2 329 24,

,hPo11ce treat th1ngs more k"f o A e U e e
ser1ous1y than they shou]d‘- 1 ~25.8 93 C 19,3 . 49,

4
27 103 35 29.3
ur g o 276 3.7 407 256
v w2 7 2
v 1643 50 L,v, | ;291§,;;;;§3-23_['; - ;
_TOTAL 26.4 453 U  ‘,'ﬁ %0+ 3.2

LI 2.1 397
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TARLE 4 (Continued)

Has this
ever been

a problem
for you
ersonally?
P YES Y

If YES, How Often? How_Serious? e
Very
Serious.

Somewhat
§erious

Not
Serious

Véry

Once or ~Some-
Often

Twice _times

oo _#

Region B
27.0 9 - 46.

Friends getting arrested 1

II 26.5

40.0 | 13.3 a8 | 218

76.

33.3%

17.7 . 40.4 | 169
18.3

102 0

427

10 | 5. m
351

23 | s

7

3

g8 33.
1V 2.3 66 | 542 3

.

6

I 32.0 39.5 | 254

50,0 | 161

48.0 ‘aSLHJGQQ;;j{
: <o

33.9

—

43.
r [
3.7

v . 195 60 | a1 5.7 36.0

_ ]SV],i ) ,,36'.,1'

-  TOTAL __ 76.3 43

i ity e i, i, : \m—

489 T 9.

Having things stolen or o o PRI T R R e

destroyed . in

hood

your neighbor-

>
N
™

o
._',
[ T o - N ) >

174
'189‘

147

15
145

a 778

&

13.1 -
211

147

1009
A T'ﬁ]7;4_;;
3. 15.9

7.8
29.4, |
760
29.5
*131.3 %;:

40.6

;;537;0}'
o 476
46.3 ' !

3.3 M1 2

W

2.2
T
‘:f;é?;glféf




Prob]em or Need

Parents don't understand
kids problems R

Region

11
If
b

I

- Has this
. ~ever been
~a problem

~ perscnally?

35,

TABLE 4 (Continued)

" Once or "Some-
Twice

for you

_times _

S

i If YES, How‘Often?

Very
O0ften

YES
o/0 &

42.1
43.
32.

37.2
33.4
44,
38.

134 2.
2
170 2.
107 28,

O o w N O

- 37,
- 39.

o831,

© (W v N

37.

"W

e e o o, S, e, ey, ety i -

'{Studexfs not having

-are run

~ enough say in how schoo]s

TOTAL

I

ST

1

v

TOTAL

‘648 .e“ ;,;265

S29 8 322
6 246 S 13.5

| 5 43.
162 . 210 3,
9

-;;44,o~f7”

205 M|

e B
927d >rd¥?i,:i

e

. 405 413

i

~How Serious?

Very
Serious .’

&

Somewhat
Serious

Not
Serious

oy
| 30.8
217
3§' 3 \\w' | ,‘v‘

383
42,9
34.4

3.8 327,

78.6
3.7

- 35.7
w7

o aaa |
a7 9»!e'f
df47-9:”"ﬁdg. -
| 42.6 f_;?f:ef.rﬂ
w4 ms
EANE T




RS T - TABLE 4 (Continued)

Has this ~ , G o 4 ' .

ever been : IT YES, How Often? e How Serious?

a problem ‘ o — S e
. for you Once or Some- Very Not "Somewhat Vefy»,,;

personally? Twice times  Often Serious ~ Serious  Serious
© o YES ‘ N B = ‘ T

Problem or Need | Region gﬁggi #

“Entertainment and other .
recreational things cost = ; o SRR , RS SRt R
[~ too much I . 53.3 192 17.1 . 34.9 48.0- . 30.1 -+ 38.2 31.8
i . . | ’ : ",, : - . -

I 574 214 127 | 4.9 524 767 | 380 363

11 S 63.8 203 1.3 3.4 524 2.1 448 3.0

1‘-ev¥

w625 172 149 42.9 4.2 . 36.7  38.0 253

vV« 4.3 13 2.5 M.8 3.7 4l

N TOTAL  56.4 960 - 4.6  37.7 477 79.

{t




Onvthe other hand, youth’in Region V (the
plains) report substantially 1oWer incidences
of‘prob1ems with "jobs having no fufure",
“po11ce being too str1ct" “friends being
arrested", and "recreation costing t00 much",
than do youth in other parts of the state. "While
the percent of youth feporting that "being
hassled by other kids to use or buy alcohol" 1is
not very different in Region V than it is in the
state as a whole, youth reporting this prob1em‘
in this region encounter the problem more fre-

quently (77.2% have had the prob1em more than

once or twice) and perceive it to be more serij-

ous (41.71% somewhat to very serious) than do

~youth in other parts of the state.

Region IV also has a larger proporticn of

’youth reporting that jobs, alcohol, and the cost

of recreation are problems than is the case for
the rest of the state. For youth in Region IV

who report that the lack of meaningful jobs is

a phoblem, the prob]em is both more,freduent“
~ (77% have encountered this,prObJem‘more“than

once or twice) antheriOUS (60. 2%~report'ithas&

somewhat to very serious) than is true for youth

'1n other parts of the state

There are no other 1mmed1ate1y apparent e

h,_patterns wh1ch d1st1ngu1sh the needs of youth by

: X o i - L
. e . el
 L.L. - ARRRNRET 2 o
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Iv.

§ report to consider a11 the data and to make re]evant}’;d__
;eVSUQgeSt‘O"S WhTCh coutd app1y to 1nd1v1dua1 commun1{flnf"“‘

tt1es Each commun1ty 1s un1que, 1f not 1n the m1x i
- of agenc1es wh1ch dea] w1th such areas as Jobs, ”ec-§ﬂ7ff

Aereatlon, educat1on, and the fam11y, then Jn the

5 . N
regidn; but there ahe some 1so]ated‘fin%ings‘
“which mfght”%iﬁe programmatic implications
when eXam?;ﬁd in greater depth o BN
SUMMARY AND‘AONCLUSIONS B | o ' }-V'7

&y

As was prev1ous]y mentioned, the fundamenta1

assumpt1on behind the development of the Youth

Needs Survey Questionnaire was that YOuth, as cdh%‘d,
sumers of the services which society provides,
should have the opportunity to. express their per- ¢
ceptions of the1r needs, Youth needs in seven}‘ee . 'J'n
areas have been EXamined Two considerations wereié*' o
taken into account in the def1n1t10n ofpthe areas :

and “the se1ect1on of quest1ons. F1rst theoret1ca1

models were examined to determine major factors

which influence the deve]opment'of,yOUth'int0 phd+

ductive. adults. Second, strategieS'for potential
intervention to 1mprove serv1ces 1n the seven aneas

were kept 1n m1nd Thus the f1nd1ngs shou1d not

only be "1nterest1ng“ with regard to ‘what they te]] f~hf‘;(§

us about the prob]ems of youth,ubut shou]d,aTso_have e

o

‘Programmatic implications for improVing services to =

'It 1s d1ff1cu1t, 1f ncm 1mposs1b1e, in a summary5hdnj




composition, funding and intent of those agencies.
-Additionally, not all resources for the solution of
the problems are in the public arena. Private rec-
reation facilities are an example of important re-
sources which are not in the public sector, but
which can play an important part in the delivery of
services to youth.

Furthermore, the perceived needs of youth are
only a part of the answer to improved services. The
needs of other groups in the community must also be
met, and there 1is competition for scarce resources.

Other important groups have perceptions of what
they want youné people t&fﬁéarn and do, and their
imbressions of youth needs must also be considered.
There are also real Timitations to what institutions
in communities can do, and these must also be con-
sidered. Scheols, for instance, cannot assume
parental responsibilities for education just as the
police cannot replace parental supervision and di-
rection. A1l of thése factors must be considered
in the planning and delivery of services to youth.

What the Youth Needs Survey does provide, for
the first time, however, is inputvin a systematic
way from youth themselves. Their perceptions of
their needs can be USed as a starting point to ask
and attemﬁt to answer more specific questions; and

to pTan better servicés.
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‘to deal with it, the more 11ke1y that potent1a1 alco- o

holics can be he]ped to lead usefu1 lives..

for most youth, 1t appears to be a ser1ous concern

‘for those youth who have the prob]em., Nays should

: care for ado]escents, and to pub11c1ze those a]ter-’

”knat1ves whlch are’ ava11ab1e, perhaps through hyg1ene

Many youth expressedktﬁZ'desire fdrﬂmeaningfn1
WOrk‘experiences.A'Their’concerns centered around
access to career-orientedljcbs with requisiteJUA
training. They see their age as a stnmb1fng'b10ck
in obtaining such work experience. Youth were‘a1so
specifically concerned with finding‘summer‘employ_
ment. These concerns collective1y>seem»to ref]ett‘
adolescents' desire to obtain experience in an area
which will become 1ncreasingly important,for them
as they assume adult status. Aithough it iS'often |
difficult to find good jobs and to desﬁgn training ~‘“7 ;(ai
for future jobs for'youth 1t~wou1d seem that ways‘
should be explored to meet these needs.

Our f1nd1ngs support the position that, by far,

the most prevalent and potent1a11y harmful drug in

~widespread use in society today fs aicoho1. While

the majority of youth do not perceive its use to
be problematic, it will continue to be a nrob1em for“
a certain proport1on of the popu]at1on The earTier

th1s prob]em can be 1dent1f1ed, and programs deve1oped

Wh11e the cost of med1ca1 care s not a concern, o

o
e
5 i
R

e
sl

be sought to fac11¢tate access to Tow cost med1ca\
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_courses in the‘Schoo1s Both the ability to deveTopé_

resources and the access to ex1st1ng resources w111 B
vary from commun1ty to commun1ty, and 1oca1 solu-
tions must be deve1oped S ‘ §

It is not surprising that~a large number of con-

cerns which youth have involve school reTated matters.

Because the schoo1 setting accounts for one of the
single 1argest port1ons of an ado]escent s life,
both with respect to the importance p]aced on educa-
tion by society and the sheer number of hours per
week youth/spend in sChoo], we should expect school
related concerns to be prominent.

| Respondents indicated that their cbncerns cen-
tered around lack of 1nve1vement in decisions about
their schoo} 1ives in genera], the rigidity and con-
straint 1nfexistihg cirriculums, and the general

lack of understanding or interest in them on the

~part of school personnel. Much of this frustration

is endemic to the situation. In passing from child-
hood to adult etatus,iado1escents must be able to
"try on" adult roles, make dec1s1ons for themse]ves,‘
and ach1eve a sense of autonomy At the same t1me,

schoo]s are g1ven the respons1b111ty for educat1ng

youth and must’makeemany unpopu]ar‘dec1s1ons_1nV
K fthat‘process fThe'facf that there are inherehf
‘conf11cts 1n the schoo] sett1ng shou]d not be used

‘as an excuse to do noth1ng, however, every |



~ this situation. In sdme ¢ommun1ties,”it might

be discovered that certain police procedures

opportunity should be explored to‘maXimize théﬁ IR/
potential for student input and participation:
within the constraints of the mandate given to
schools by the community. |

It appears from the findings that many of
the encounters which youth have with the police
produce antagonism. Since'poliée“procedures
vary from community to community, and eVén from
officer to officer, it is difficult to interpret
what exactly 1is going on. Once again, however,
it is often the casé that the police are given

responsibility for issues which the wider com-

munity is not willing to deal with such as

vandalism. While in some cases individual

cfficers, and even whole departments, are Q
partially responsible for the negative Sbinions“
which’many adolescents have of them, the prob]ém
is partially due to the isolation of the poTiCék'
as agents of control, and the unwillingness of
the rest of the community to assume their share
of the respOnsibility‘for dealing witthroblems;

Positive encounters with police officers, and a

wﬁbetter'understanding'of”the iSSUES_WQUTdrheTp |

should be changed. Tacklihg this problem, thev\»b»‘_ g f, %
'concerned~pérsonvshou1d,a1so”be aWére~that’many_" e ‘i
‘ : T T
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9f the procedures result from related procedures
in other portions of the juvenile justice system,
particularly in the courts, Probation and Parole
Departments, and detention facilities. An under-
standing of this system as a whole is critical to
finding any solution to a problem in a particular
part.

Parent-adolescent relationships also proved
prob1ematic for a substantial proportion of the
youth interviewed. Lack of understanding on the
part of parents was a problem for many youth and
was a greater problem for the older adolescents
in the sample. Without exploring this re]ation-
ship in greater depth, it is difficult to say how
this finding should be interpreted. To a certain
exhent, a "generation gap" exists between parents
and child, and this universal characteristic of
American 30c1ety is bound to be more pronounced
as adolescents mature, assuming more responsi-
bility for their own 1jves. 0On the other hanrd,
there is evidence that lack of parenta1;§upport,
and a cohesive primary family unit, in gombination
with other variables, can Tead to severe problems
for youth. Intervention into the family structure
is an extreme]y sensitive issue, but counseling
* for individuals and families should be prdvjded

for those who wish it. Some persons have also

¥
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advocated increased parental involvement 1h activi-
ties and issues which involve their children, such
as sports, school activities (PTA),‘ahd recreation.

Neighborhood, in the sense of belonging to a
community and sharing values with other persons, can
also be extremely important to youth. Over 459 of
the youth surveyed indicated that they were having
trouble with things being stolen or destroyed in
their neighborhoods. While this is a problem, the
responsé,is encouraging. It indicates that there
is an interest in the part of youth in maintaining
a 1191ng environment which is supportive};ather than
one which is conducive to vandalism and theft.r This
normative response shog]d’be encouraged énd tapped
to explore ways in which neighborhood;vandé]ism and
theft could be reduced.

Youth across the state uniformly reported that
they were both concerned with the cost and avai1-

abi]ity'of recreational things to do Fn their lei-
W o ‘
sure time. This finding should have immediate

AN

programmatic implications for every community in the N

\\ 6

~state. Options will vary from community to gommunity
,but'?t‘is‘c1Ear thatyleisure‘needs are ofvcrifiCaT
importance to youth,,ahd éhou]d have one‘of the
”highest~priorjties in p1anniﬁg for &outh,‘ £ i
  ;1na11y,‘weucan see f%om.the régiona],@ompahisdnvu
'thaf youth,concerﬁs arefrémérkab1y simﬁ1ar~across |

S8
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the state. Some regions have different patterns
of responses, and Region III, in particular, has a
higher:yroportion of youth reporting problems than
other regions, but the problems/needs are there in
every region.

To understand these problems and their poientia]
solutions, the unique characteristics of various
commugities should be explored. Additionally, those
‘areas which have a particularly Tow percentage of
youth reporting problems should be examined to deter-
mine if there are particular actions which have been’
taken in those areas to reduce problems which could

be appliied to other communities.
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MONTANA YOUTH DEVELOPMENT BUREAU GENERAL SURVEY
The re§u1ts of this survey will be used for planning youth needs and

services. Please do not put your name on the questionnaire. If you do
not understand a question, please leave it blank and go on.

1. How old are you? (circleone) 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19
2; What is your sex? ({check one) (1) Male ___(2) Female
3. To what ethnic group do you belong? (1) White __ (2) American Indian
‘ __(3) Chicano __ (4) Black
___(5) Other (specify)

4. What grade are you in now? __ (1) 7th ___ (&) 10th
___(2) 8th ___(5) 11th
__(3) 9th () 12th

5. How long have you Tived in your present neighborhood?

(1) Less than one year ___(3) 3 or 4 years
~__(2) 1 or 2 years ___(4) More than 4 years

6. Which of the following best describes the structure you live in?
(1) House ___12) Apartment ___(3) Mobile or trailer home

7. Which of the following best describes where you live?
(1) In a city or large town ___(3) In a small town or the
___(2) In suburb of a city countny

8. 1Is the head of your family:

(1) Your brother or sister __(4) One of your grandparents
R ~__{2) Your father or "father figure (5) Someone else
T (specify)
__+43) Your mother or "mother figure" ,
fﬁ SR . 9. What is the occupation of the head of your househo]d?
: | ;__11) Héusewife ___(6) Student
__(2) Agriculture ' i Professional or Technical
__(3) Business . | ~__(8) Government
___j4)l‘Retifed . - . (9) Labor
“__;15) ﬁngmp]oygd o S __;(10)0thér2(§k\?ify)
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How far did the head of your family go in schoo1? (Check thé
highest level of education comp]nted)

____(1) Grade schoo1 only

___(2) Some High School ,

__(3) High Schoo graduate }' : e

__(4) Some college or voftebh school | |
___(5) 4 year college graduate

___(6) Post-graduate or professional training
(M.A., Ph.D., etc.)

Counting yourself, how many persons under 18 Tive in your home?

oy . .
‘r’;‘,'_

g
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In this section, we would 1ike to find out something about the kinds of needs and problems you have. It is
not likely that you will have had all of the problems or needs listed. If you have NOT had that problem or
need, circle 2 under No in the first column and go on to the next question. If you have had that prob]em
or need, we would Tike to know How Often and How Ser1ous it is for you persona]]y

Please circle the appropriate response for each of your answers.

-9g-

12.
13.
14,
15.
1.
7.

18.

Has this
ever been - '
a problem If YES, How Often? ‘ How Serious?
for you > . ‘ « B
personally? Once or Some- Very Not Somewhat Very - 7
Problem or Need e - Twice [‘times Often  Serious Serious  Serious
YES NO -
Need counseling about job and ST . v :
finding a job. (1) (2) (1) (2) (3) (1) (2). (3)
‘Unable to find a job for the N | '
summer. (1) (2 () (2) (3) (1) (2) . (3)
Unable to get a JOb because of ‘ - - ‘ e
your age. , (1) (2) (1) (2) (3) () (2) (3)
The only jobs available have R i SR gl . S
no future (1) (2) )y ] (2 (3) (m | @ (3)
Police record keeping you from ; e s L e / : S
getting or keeping a job. (1) (2) (1) (2) (3 (1)"5' (2) (3)
Your sex keeping you from getting | 1 I e ,j ST
-or keeping a job. | (1) (2) () () 3 My | @ - (3)
“~Your race or ethnic background # S ‘/ .
keeping you from gett1ng or B EERURE RIS A N ~ ,'3;j5%', L S
keeping a job. Mm@ m @ e a6
! : S ; - , v
0. T o
¥ g .




..LS.-

19.
20.

21.

22,

23.

24.

25.

26.

27.

Problem or Need

No specific training for jobs.

Being hassled by other kids to
use or buy drugs.

Needing drug counseling and
education

Needing a1coh01 counseling and
education.

‘Being hassled by other kids to use
or buy beer or alcohol.

Medical care or treatment costing
too much. i

Too-hard to get medical treatment
by'yourse]f.

A need for counseling about
pregnancy.

A need for couhse]ing about sex .
~and birth contrel '

Has this
ever been ‘
a problem If YES, How Often? How Serious?
for you : :
personally? Once or Some-  Very Not:  Somewhat = Very
Twice times  Often Serious  Serious ,Serious
YES  NO_ | .
(1) (2) 1 @ | @ (1) 2) | )
Mm@ m @ e o e | e
Mm@ m @ @ o |
€D ERER ) N DR ¢ N € AN | B4 DU B CO R AR )
moow oM @ e o e e
m @ m @ e ||o o |6
" @ @ | e m (2) (3
m @ Mm@ e o @ e
Mm@ Mm@ | ® (1) (2) (3)
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28.

29.
30.
3.
3.
33,
34

35.

Problem or Need

Teachers, counselors or
principals not interested in
or understanding kids.

Being physically hurt by other
kids in school.

Not enough different kinds of
classes or courses at school

A lack of alternative school
programs

Students not having any say in

how schools are run

Being expelled or suspended
from school

Racial discrimination in school
course and programs.

Sex discrimination in school
courses and programs.

Has this

ever been : ~ “

a problem If YES, How Often? How Serious?

for you .

personally? Once or Some- Very Not Somewhat Very
Twice times Often Serious _ Serious __Serious_

YES NO_

Mm@ m @ | ® (1) 20 | (3)

Mm@ o e e o e | e

Mm@ Mm@ | e QM (2 | @

(1) '(2) 1 | (@ (3) |} (1) (2) (3)

m (@ m e | e || o @ | e |

m v o e e o @ | @

moow o lele lo o | e

moo@w oo e o o | e
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37,
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s
b

a1.
42,

::::

g e
Bu i
& o

38,

39.

~ Problem or Heed

Not enough counselors.

‘When you go to school

counselors they.don't have"

~useful information.

Police treat things more

‘ser1ously than they shou1d

Police. aren 't around when
you need them and don't
-care about heélping kids.

40,

Racial prejudice on the
part of the po]ice '

‘Be1ng p1cked on or hass]ed

by the police.

Police being more strict’

with boys than girls.

'5 ‘Fr1ends getting arrested

1,;Prob1ems gett1ng 1ega1 he1p,,
~that is in gett1ng a 1awyer ‘

~fhto help you.

‘Has this '

ever been

a problem
for you
personally?

(M

M

-

NO

(2)

(2)

,‘(2).

(2

@ °

@

If YES, How Often?

Once or = Some-

- Twice

times

Very.

"~ How Serious? .

Not

‘Someﬁhat‘

Very

m

m

(1)

m

(1)

\:»,:a.

| .,"2) |

| @

Often
(3)

(2) ,

(2)

kSerious'

ay

(1)

(M

Serious

o

@

Serious

@
| (3)"'
o
@

RN

i(j) v
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45,
46.
47.

48,

49,
= sk1ds

50.

Bl

Problem or Need

Problems getting legal help,
that is in getting a Tawyer to

help you.

Courts are unfa1r

No adult with whom you can ta]k
over prob]ems

: Parent< not . <pnnd1ng enough time -
with their kids ,

Parents. not 1nterested in the1r

‘Parents not providin91900d
~supervision or control.

Parents ndt~giving their‘kids ‘
necessary things such as food, a

~ place to 11ve and needed medlcal. v -

s care

‘Parents not,understand1ng k1ds
,prob]ems , S

,:‘ <])"

Has this

“ever been

a problem

for you

pérsonal]y?'

(2)

@
(2) -
d;;(éjd i

k(Z) -

@

@

- If YES, How Often? -

Once or Some-
Twice

times

Very
-Often

Not

e

‘How ‘Serious?

 Somewhat
Serious

e

Very

(1)
m

M

1@ |

(1)

m

,(2{‘

(2)

l@

(Z)d

S
3

ROE
@

1o ||

RO

Serious

m

,"(1') :
A;tf:ij)?”'

(1)f“

75(1)1’

@ .
@ "

(2)
@

f J(Qj;v |

‘(3')5

Serious .

@ | @ |




Has this

~ ever been ; : Vo e ' A N
‘a proble ,  If YES, How Often? R How Ser1ous7 S

for you o e A : . s

3, : ... personally? Y Once or Some- . Very Not Somewhat Very .

Problem or Need . e E = . Twice times ~ ~Often Serious _ Serious ~_Serious

53. 'Peop1e.1n yotir ne1ghborhood not , o I T RN R
knowing or car1ng about each , o C SRPHEDY B SRR | RN TSRO RER (S
other. ; S | ' (@) 1)y @] (3 oy @) ) 3
. | CJ o SRR N R SRR | IR B R oo
S 54, D1fferent ractal groups hot gett1ng o ‘ s SR | , B | EE R PR
SN along and fighting w1th each other (1)  (2) | (1) () | ) | M ° L2 3

55, ‘Having th1ngs stolen or destroyed RTINS B R S G e T
~ in your neighborhood. - () (@) Mm@ 3 g-m

56. ,Street f]ghts and gangs 1n your : IR T B i e 3 1N -
. neighborhood. - - m @ 40 ,(231 : -3 (1)

codme

57.  Enterta1nment and other recreat1ona1 T R B | Lt b ‘?7  g77f?j§
 things cost too much 4 e M) (2) M ey @ @ (2)“";”4,f(3)§;f ;
,58."Recreat1on, school. or community R ‘3'i‘”? R A i?*»ij‘;?ﬂ‘ o 'ﬁ‘;1 ‘ ;' _: i  %; o

o - centérs are not open when. you want SRR DR T P RS ESSS e S R
e . them to be or not enough different DR S U B R cona R | I a0
e ‘things to dosy . - oM e @ @ ffom @ 8y
G 59; Have considered dr&pp1ng out of . | S C B I ﬁi‘ﬂw" f? ‘1;j ,j‘\~;fiif’ ’sz_lf,\@,ﬂ7lffffl“i '

P oot or any resors 0w @l @ e pm @ e
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60.
61.
62.
. 63.
- 64.

- 65.

Problem or Need

Dropping out or school because
the right kind of classes are
not offered.

Teachers who are too permissive Tet
the kids down. - ‘

Punishment for disrupting classes
too weak.

Punishmerit fdr vandalism of

school, property is too weak.

The _Juvenile Court in your home
town is too lenient.  ~

Your family income kéep5=you
from getting a job

- - W
A I,
L i . v -
LN . Sy

o
ht

Has this
ever been
a problem

for you

personal]y?

YEs Mo

(1) (2"

S

m (2

Sy (2)

W (@

i  (2)_.

o
Al
<
@
w

If YES, tHow Often?

Once or  Some-

Twice

times

Very
O0ften

- How Serious?

Not- . -
Serious

SomeWhat
Seripus

. Very .

Serious

(1)

(1)

A (1)

M

(1)

(2)
@)
(2)

@

s

f2)

| @

()

(3)

| @

()

o

(2

{3)
(3)
(3) |

(3) °
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APPENDIX B
OTHER DEMOGRAPHIC INFORMATION .
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TABLE 5 -~ DEMOGRAPHICS
AGE : Number Percent 4. GRADE: Number Percent

12 118 | 6.
13 357 20.

7 395 2243

8 379 21.4
14 349 19.

15 246 13.

9 214 12.1
10 - 276 15.6

O W NN NN

16 300 16. 1 335 - 18.9

17 274 15.

18]

12 om0 9.6

18 117 6.6 : Lo S
' 5. _How Long Have You Lived in Present Neighborhood:-

19 : 9 0.5 i
: ~Less than 1 year 202 - M.a

SEX: R ‘ ' :{ lTor2years 216 "12.2 o
Male 885 50.1 . 3ord4yers 227 12.8
Female 882 499  More than 4 yrs. 1,125 63.6

o

ETHNIC: o S ~° 6. _Type of Structure You Live In:
White 1,652 - 93.8 R House =~ 1,577 89.3
American SRR = ' Apartment o829

- Indian - - 93 ‘ 5.3 L
FEg ) | : e | ~ Mobile or Trailer L ,
Black 16 0.9 il . Home 138 7.8

Other Sy e o
: L ; B o . : : ; "\}: S i
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TABLE 5 - DEMOGRAPHICS (Continued)

Where Do You Live: ’ Number Percent | 9. Occupation bf'Head‘of Household:

City/Large Town 587 33.4 | Number  Percent

Suburb of a City 121 6.9 Housewife | | ; 45 27

Small Town or the Agriculture ‘ 224 7 13.3
Country 1,047 = 59.7 : , ‘ ‘ S S
| : Business ‘ 445 265

Head of Household: | " Retired s 2.7
Sibling o 10 0.6 UnemﬁToyed - “ﬁn §§§5 2.1
Father - 1,474 849 Student I I A 15
Mother 215 ; 12.4 Professiona1/Techpica1 - : ~v278v‘ - 166
Grandparents 15 . I 0.9 | | * Government ‘, «  o ‘ 207 o 123
- Other 23 1.3 7« » labor - | e "380‘  26

lTO.“Educatioq of Head of Household: - |
: Grad¢ §choo1‘ F f@?a? | 120 J‘37?_j@n

P

Some High School S 237- 138 -
High School Graduate 614 369
' Some College or Vo Teck 217 v"15}2 E‘f

s i t e

R
&

1

@Post¥graduate driProféssional’Tng.,,156;31 ' 3 9;1]'ﬁ;
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11,

TABLE 5 - DEMOGRAPHICS

How -Many Minors Live in Your House:

(1)
(2)

(3)
(4)

(5)
(6)
(7)
(8)

(9)
' (10),Minors
(11) Minors

Minor

Minors
Minors
Minors
Minors

Minors

Minors

Minors

Minors

Number

309
477
434
265
120
57
29
10
10
2
:

T
g

Pércent

18.0

27.8
25.3
15.4
7.0
- 3.3
1.7
1.6

{Continued)
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1
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12.

TABLE 5 - DEMOGRAPHICS (Continued)

Regions:‘
REGION I

P

- Kalispell Junior High

Kalispell

Flathead High School
Ka]ispe]]

Co]umb1a Falls High Schoo]
Hungry Horse

Whitefish Junior H1gh Schoo]
Whitefish

Ronan 6-8
Ronan

L1bby Junior H1gh Schoo] N
Libby , )

Libby H1gh Schoo] , - o

Libby

He1lgate‘High»s¢hool
Missoula

‘, Sentinel H1gh Schoo1

M1ssou1a

Meadow H111 Jun1or H1gh Schoo]

~'Missoula o R
X , S ,

Number

40

39

57

20

40

28

35

L

Yo
™

5

%

B

o
%

Percent

& G

1.6 e
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TABLE 5 - DEMOGRAPHICS (Continued)

REGION II

Parkview Junior High School

‘ Dillon

Anaconda Junior High School
Anaconda

Livingston 6-8
Livingston

Helena

* Bozeman Junior High School

Bozeman

Harrison High School
Harrison

East Junior H1gh School

~ Butte .
- Butte H]gh Sch001

Butte.

REGION IIT

Chinook ngh Schoo]
Chinook -

»Gera1dine High SchooT

Gera]dine

Cut Bank H1gh Schoo]

- Cut Bank , o

kNumbqg

40
40

-39
118

39
0

40
39 -

a2

Percent

2.3

8  72;.;1 

R
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~ TABLE 5 - DEMOGRAPHICS (Continued)

REGION III (Continued) | Number  Percent

Havre High School o ‘
Havre 34 -~ 1.9

Great Falls 239 | 13.4 \ s

REGION IV

Red Lodge H1gh School : ‘ :
Red Lodge i ‘ 9 i | 0.5 ‘ -

Fergus High School ‘ . : : PR
Lewistown : 4] ~ . 2.3 | ‘ T p

Hobson High School ,
Hobson ' 34 . R | . 1.9

Roundup Junior High School , : ‘ : ; , S
Roundup , 44 , RN 2.5

‘Lincoln Junior High School e o . S
Billings h o . « 38 o o S

WiTi James Junior H1gh e . - e e :
Billings , ; R 39 I 2.2

Billings Senior H1gh L - B ‘ SE . el O IR
Billings , 38 : LU e

Billings west High iR BRI s L T i
Billings ‘ ; T | .40 - O e

a0
P s
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TASLE 5 - DEMOGRAPHICS (Continued) :
REGION V | |  Number Percent

Custer Co. District High | |
- Miles City - S o

-~
o

Washington Grade School FRAE s . : , o ¢
Glendive - ) .19 : . 1.1

Dawson County High School ‘ | /fﬁ// '
Glendive j ' ' 37 O 2.1

Garfield Co. High School | | | | |
Jordan - r 33 . : 1.9

Malta 7-8 : ; o )
Malta ' : . 41 . ' 2.3

Lame Deer Grade School L : ; R . B
Lame Deer - - o 5 38 : | 2.1

Glasgow High School | o L | e i

Glasgow ‘ | | | 40 X | 2.3

Wibaux High School = | | o S Sl ey S
Wibaux REE - 39 - B 2.2 Sy

i

\']«
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APPENDIX C
SAMPLING PROCEDURE
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5

Due to time constraints, and‘the desire to conduct
the survey in the 1967-77 school year, probab111ty sam-=
pling methods were not used for the State Survey of Youth
Needs. Every attempt was made, however, to approx1mate,
as closely as possible, a probability method.

First, the junior and senior high schools in the

state were divided into the five Planning Regions (see ‘m

map, page 38). Next, schools were selected from each

planning region using the following cr1ter1a. 1) best

“geographical distribution in the region, 2) best demo-
,graphic distribution in each region, 3) correct propor-
"tion (by'popu1ation) of junior to senior high schools.

Since surveys in Great Falls and Helena had already been

conducted, schools in those cities were not se]eciedu

Cases were selected systematically for 1nc1u$ion into the

state sample from those sites in the correct probortibns:
Instructions were sent, withiqueétionnaires, to\

selected schools and administrators were asked to select

| c1assrooms on‘the following criteria: From a list df ré;

~quired classes (e,g., English classes) fbr‘each gradé in

the schoo],'seléct classes randomly. The eiact~number of

~¢classes per school was based on a percentage figure to‘

y1e1d approx1mate1y 2, 100 1nterv1ews for the entire state[

A]though this des1gn does not yield a probab111ty '

samp1e, it approx1mates a strat1f1ed c1uster samp]e de-~' 

s1gn.] A total of 1 777 quest1onna1res were coded and

punched on computer cards for a comp]et1on rate of approx1-f?f'

mate]y 84%.

SRR

7
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APPENDIX D

COMPARISONS OF STATE DATA TO HELENA
AND GREAT FALLS DATA AND SELECTED
NATIONAL SITES

D




The ¢ata in this Appendix explores the possible
biases introduced in the sampling procedure. This is
done by comparing the substantive findings for all three
surveys conducted to date in Montana (the state, Helena,
and Great Falls). Table 6 contains the percent YES re--
sponses for all three surveys and the relative rank df&
these responses by problem area (Jobs, Drugs; Medica1, 
etc.). The responses for Montana can also be compared‘to
findings for Portland, Oregon; Portsmoufh; New Hampshire,
and Churchill County, Nevada (last three'columns, Table 6).
For the most part,'theke are no major differences
among the findings from the three surveys. with respect
to "Jobs", however, there are differences which could re-
flect sampling biases (see Table 6, this Appendix). Great
Falls was the only site where the correct proportion‘of
"seniors (grade 12 or 18 year olds) was obtained (due to
“thé timing'of the surveys for the state, and in‘H§1én§,
a large proportion of seniors were lost because of gradu-
ation related activities). 1In Great Falls, iack of
specific job training (37.9%) was tfie second most frequenf
problem. It was aqu more of a concern of o]der‘youth;
This could Tead to the assumption that, had the seniors
in bothmHeiena’and,thg;Stateg as a whole, whb'were'miSSed,‘
| bg%n'ihc1uded, this 1€;;fmight have been higher in the

ranking. The reader should be cautioned, however, that

the same differenée cou1d be explained by real différences;f‘“wh

in the perceived problems of youth in'thé djfferent’sitgs.,7 ? }

. “, . . R x



15.
14.

13,

1s.

18,

~a Jjob

T T . T T T ——— '_vf B

PROBLEM/NEED

“Table 6
" HAS THIS EVER BEEN A PROBLEM~FOR YOU PERSONALLY?

. | CHURCHILL
| . GREAT PORTLAND - PORTSMOUTH  COUNTY
STATE HELENA FALLS OREGON NEW _HAMPSHIRE 'NEVADA -

JOBS

The only jobs avail-

able have no future

Unable to get a job

because of your eage

Unable to find a job

for the summer

No specific tréining

for jobs

“Need counseling

about Jjob and

finding a job

Your family intome
keeps you .from

getting a job

Your sex keeping
you from getting

or keeping a job

Police record
keeping you from

getting or keeping
a job ,

‘Your race or

- ethnic background
- keeping you from
getting or keeping

&

33
33.
26
25.

20.

-1

% YES RANK % YES RANK % YES RANK % YES RANK % YES RANK % YES RANK -

(1) 35.4 (1) 37.5 (3) 35.9 (2} 30.0 (2)  34.1 (2)

3 (2) 35.2 (2) #1.6 (1) 41.5 (1) 39.0 (1) . 34.5 ()

5 (3) 27.9 (4) 34. ©(5)  34.6 (3) 26.2 (3)‘ 30Q5‘ (3)<

3 (4) 28.0 (3) 37.9 (2) 34.1 .(4)!‘ 25.3  (4) 25;8 RO

1 (5) 18.4 (5) 34.3 (4) 23.9 (5) 8.7 (5)  13.7  (5) |

4 (6) 4.2 ,(6),' 7.2 (6) ST ',4 - - =

.6 (7) 1.6 (8) 4.0 (7) ~K 5.1 (8) 3.8 (8) 4.2 (6)

e (8) 2.7 (1) 2.8 (8) 1.5 (1) 1.8 (8) 3.5 (1)

5 (9 0.8 ;‘(si" jé;d"'k9)f‘ 13.2,,;(6) <-_215"}(7)'l_ jj3:§ffj(S)ff

N
7



HAS THIS EVER BEEN A PROBLEM FOR YOU PERSONALLY?

CHURCHILL
COUNTY
NEVADA

% YES RANK % YES RANK % YES RANK % YES RANK % YES RANK % YES RANK

 PORTSMOUTH
NEW HAMPSHIRE

GREAT - PORTLAND
- STATE ~ HELENA FALLS . OREGON

PROBLEM/NEED

~DRUGS

23.

20,

22.

Being hassled by

‘other kids to use

or buy beer or
alcohol

Being hassled by,
other kids to use
or buy drugs

Needing alcohol
counseling and

education

Needing drug
counseling and
education
- MEDICAL

Medical care or

Too hard to get

medical treatment -

- by yourself

27,

A Tged for counsel-

“ing about sex and

~birth control

~treatment costing
~too much e

6.

A need for counsel-
ing abou;,pregnancy~=

20.
13
2.

13.

8.

3.

6 -

.1

4

4

7,

9

4

(1)

(2)

(3)

(4)

(4)

18.

13.

10.6

(1)

(2)

(3)

(4)

(1)
(2)’

@

9 (8)

18.

13.:

16.

11,

1y
(2)
(3)

7o)

(1)

(2)’

171

6.4

23.0

72.6,

......

(1)

(2)

‘ 6ﬁ)
SO

8.6

2.0

5.7
8.8

6.4

 (1)

(3)

8.9

3.4

13,4

o

(2)




© HAS THIS EVER BEEN A PROBLEM FOR YOU PERSONALLY? e
R : | | o CHURCHILL
s . Se GREAT PORTLAND  PORTSMOUTH COUNTY -
> . STATE FALLS OREGON ~ NEW HAMPSHIRE ~  NEVADA

- PROBLEM/NEED % YES RANK % YES RANK % YES

HELENA

RANK % YES RANK % YES RANK % YES RANK{i

: ’ 38.

44

"POLICE AND COURTS -

Police treat things
more seriously than
\ they should

44..

Friendsfgettihg
arrested -

ek

Police aren't
around when you

or hassled by

,kvtheppolice

The Juvenile Court
in your home town

~is too lenient
Courts are unfair
.>‘Rac1a1 preJud1ce on
the part of the
‘:po11c§ T

JProb1ems gett1ng
1ega1 help; that is,

in getting a 1awyer

| to help you

26.

26.

14.

n
0.

3 (2)

3 . (5)

4 (6)
T (1)

1 (8)

9 (9) .

'30.7

29.0

~15.4

5.4

1.4

9.5

(1)

(2)

(©

(9)

2.8 (10)

CIE

©29.

29.

16.

13.
]1.

.,3'.’

4

(2)

m

kS) |

(6)
(7).

()

()

50.

40

21

24

36.

17.

.7

.8

.6

2

(1)

(3)

(6).
“)

27

1.

3

6

(2]

.0

(2)

(1)

VV3(4); 

43,2

(’:“I‘4‘.. 7

4.9 “(é)}f

o

: need them 23.4 (3) 27.7 (3) 25.1 (3) 51.0 (2) - - 28.4  (3)
© 42. Police being more ' | 0 T
o strict with boys ‘ ;

~ than girls 21.2  (4) 22.0 (4) 29.3 (4) - - . - -
‘»4T.W‘Eeingfﬁicked on A3 '

(4)

13,9 (6)
(5

6.9 (i




28,

B9,

:,57;

1.

PROBLEM/NEED
SCHOOLS

any say in how

schools are run

. Not enough
different kinds

of classes or

courses at school

Teaghers, counselors
or principals not

interested in or

understanding kids

Punishmeht for

. Students not having

.~ vandalism of school
~ _property is too
weak

A Tack of a]terne-
tive school pro-
«grams P -

Teachers who are

too perm1ss1ve
let the students

'deWn

A dave~considered

dropping out of

- school for any

reasons

raple o (Lontiinueary

HAS THIS EVER BEEN A PROBLEM FOR You PERSONALLY7

HELENA

% YES

- GREAT

FALLS

PORTLAND
- OREGON

PORTSMOUTH
NEN HAMPSHIRE

CHURCHILL

~ COUNTY |
NEVADA

RANK

53.

36.

26.

25,
~20.

.18,

%4 YES RANK

;(1)

(2)

(3)

(4)

)
(6)

'Jf‘7)’

54.
40.
38.

27.

33.

o 2 0.

'''''''

oo

(1)s

(2)

A3

‘ (‘5)‘1/

- (6)

U

m41.5]

. 25.8

24.2

60.7

35.4

22.0

(1)

(3)
(@
'(4{ |
(6)

- (7)

-

-~ 49.

38.

25

40.

"RANK % YES RANK % YES

0

6

9

0

RANK % YES

(1)

(4)

(2)

(6)

a4,

35.

35

16

2

3

.4

3

% YES

(1), “53:6 "(1)}f
(3) 39.5 (3),

(2) 49.2 ,(2)'!

IR < &
o

o

. RAN K i

A




‘ :6£-

37,

. 36.

60.

29.

33,

.

e T TR T

PROBLEM/NEED
SCHOOLS

When you go to
school counselors,
they don't have
useful informa-
tion

Not enough
-.counselors

Punishment for
disrupting classes

L too weak‘

Be1ng phys1ca11y |

‘hurt by other

kids in school

Sex discrimina-
tion 1in school
courses and pro—

grams

;Be1ng expe]]ed or

suspended from
school

Diropping out of
school because the
right kind of :
classes are not
offered

Racial discrim-

_‘1nat1on in school
courses and" pro-

grams - -

HAS THIS EVER BEEN A PROBLEM FOR YOU PERSONALLY?

- “Table b {continuedj

CHURCHILL

» ERE GREAT PORTLAND  PORTSMOUTH COUNTY
'STATE HELENA FALLS ~ OREGON  NEW HAMPSHIRE NEVADA
4 YES RANK % YES RANK % YES RANK % YES RANK % YES RANK % YES RANK
16.6 (8) 9.3 (10) 27.1 (5) 39.2 (3) 21.9 (4) 28.0 (5)
16.4  (9) 6.9 (12) 17.8 (9) 28.5 (5) 20.5 “(5) 27.3  (4),
15.7 (10) 11.4 ( 8) 11.9 (10) R o L
’ - - S QL
M12.2 (11) 1.2 (9) 11.2 (1) 17.0 ‘(s) a2 () 175 ()
8.6 (17) 6.2 (13) 7.2 (13) 17.8 (7) 8.5 (8)  12.9 (8)
8.5 (13) 9.3 (11) 1.6 (11) 22.6 (9) 8.9 (9) 7.8 (9)
4.6 (14) 3.9 (14) 5.5 (14) - - - - I
S - R A e
4.0 (15)  2.3°(15) 3.1 -(15) 19.9 (10) . 4.0 (o) 62 (10)

L i



PROBLEM/NEED

. NEIGHBORHOOD/PARENTS

50.

i‘ 53-

51,

- 427 .

-08-‘

52,

HaVing things

stolen or
_destroyed in your

neighborhood

Parents not under-

standing kids'

problems

People in your

"~ neigkborhood not

knowing or caring
about each other

No adult with

whom you can talk
~over problems

Parents not

. ‘spending enough
- time with their
“kids |

Different racial
~groups not getting

. along and fighting

~48.

- with each other

Parents not pko-

“viding good super-
vision or control

 STATE

‘Table 6 (continued) =

HAS THIS EVER BEEN A PROBLEM FOR YOU PERSONALLY?

. HELENA

" FALLS

GREAT

PORTLAND  PGRTSMOUTH
~ OREGON - NEW HAMPSHIRE

45.

37

19.
18.
_ 13,

‘;‘9:

i (1)

.8 . (2)
8 (3)
6 (4)

s (5)

NG

48.

- 37.

21,
16.

1.

Al
oA

(1)

(2)

(4)

U
(6

(@),

-58.

46.

29,

 (3), 720.

22.

% YES RANK % YES RANK % YES RANK %

m

- (2)

.‘(3)L'

6
‘ :(43g
(6)

 ,(§)1

)

52.4

47.4

34.8

<

35.8
37.9

311

28.3

Y

(1)

(2)

(5)

ROR
(3

(o)

82.
.
31.
‘”25;
o,

‘19,

(2)
)
(3)
)
(6)

s

_CHURCHILL -
“TCOUNTY
NEVADA

35,

6.1

24,

30

,25

YES RANK % YES RANK % YES®

2

0

5 -

9

RANK

(2)

-




labl b (tht'nuea) SR g

HAS THIS EVER BEEN A PROBLEM FOR YOU PERSONALLY7

| ey ~ CHURCHILL,
» - GREAT  PORTLAND  PORTSMOUTH  COUNTY '
*,STATE HELENA IFALLSJ OREGON -~ NEW HAMPSHIRE" -NEVADAk

PROBLEM/NEED ... | % YES RANK % YES RANK % YES RANK % YES RANK % YES RANK % YES RANK
"NEIGHBORHOOD/PARENTS ' : e

54, Street fights and' , ,
- .gangs in your : RS , : - ‘ o ‘
~neighborhood 6.8 (8) 4.9 (9) 9.5 (7) 16.8 (9) 9.6 (7) 5.4 (9)

- 49.  Parents not
" giving their kids
~necessary things : : : , . ) e
such as food, a : : , : RN , S S L e
place to Tive and ' ‘ ,
~ needed medical s , R g R
- care’ . 40 (9) 3.3 (10) 2.9  (9) 27.0 (8) 4.2 (9)  6.4. (8)

RECREATION

. 55. Entertainment and o e S ; ‘ B S R

~ other recreational o , | | | | T

. things cost toro . : _ L BT -~ G e
much o 56.4 :(1)  61.8 (1) 67.0 (1) 83.7._ (1) 57.4 (1) 52,0 (1)

.v‘Rucreat1on, schoo]
~or community -
centers are not
~ open when you - o o , e : i L :
. want them to be or | B S TR . o . : v
~not enough differ- BT PR : R ERRET e e
ent things to do - 48.4 (2) 44.8 ( 2) 49.8 (2) - 45.0 (2) 31.3 (2) - 40.0 - (2)
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TABLE 7

~ NO ADULT WITH WHOM YOU CAN TALK OVER PROBLEMS -~

FREQUENCY : , , ~ SERIQUSNESS
ONCE OR . . VERY - NOT:  VERY
YES* ~ TWICE _ SOMETIMES OFTEN SERIOUS _ SERIOUS "SERIOUS .

| AGE

12 13.22 38.5%2  15.4% 46.2%2  46.2%7  15.4%7 ©38.5%
15 5 2 6 | 6 2 s

13 16.2% 27.7%  38.3% 34,02 34.1%  29.5%  36.4%
55 13 18 16 AR TR 13 16

14 17.8% 14.3% 42.9% 42,97 23.9%  32.6%  43.5%
60 7 21 21 11 . 15 20

15 23.3% 19.6%  29.47 - 51.0% 35.5%  3L.4% 43.1%
56 10 15 26 A3 16 22

16 23.5% 24.6% 44, 6% 30.872  26.6% 46.9%  26.6%
68 16 29 20 17 - 30 17

17 21.3% 10,02 48.0% 42,04 7 22,04  42.0% 36.0% . o
57 : 5 24 21 0 11 21 18 e

18 21.2% 30.0%2  40.0% 30.0% 17.6%  47.1%  35.3%
24 | 6 8 6 3 8 6

SEX

MALE  15.4% 29.1%  41.8% 29.1% - 33.6%  36.4%  29.9%
131 32 46 32 36 39 2

FEMALE - 23.6% ©16.1% . 38.7%  45.2% |

22.3% 37.4% - 40.2%
204 30 72 84 o

40 6 72

TOTAL  19.6% 20.9%7  39.9%  39.2% 0  26.6%  37.1% . 36.4% .
. o335 62 118 116 ¢ 76 106 104 =

. &
. : . s
i f e ;
1 s
Wi ; ot
. -




"TABLE 7 (Continued) '

~ PARENTS NOT SPENDING ENOUGH TIME WITH THEIR KIDS OR NO INTEREST IN THEIR KIDS - -

; FREQUENCY - - SERIOUSNESS
‘ ~ ONCE OR T VERY T oNoT VERY
YES o TWICE : SOMETIMES OFTEN SERIOUS 3SERIQUS SERIOU S5
 AGE |
12 . 18.3% 15.04  35.0% 50.02  25.04  50.0% 25.0%
: 21 3 7 10 s 105
13 15.6% | 26.07  44.0% 30.0% 31,37 35.4%  33.3%
53 13 22 15 15 17 16
16 18.9% C19.6%  48.2% 32.1% 20.4%  42.6%  37.0%
64 11 27 8 11 23 20
15 22.3% 16,02 42.04  42.0% 28,67 34.77 36.7%
- 53 8 21 21 14 17 18
16 16,74 31.1%2  33.3% 35.6% ©25.0%  34.1%  40.9%
Y : 14 15 16 11 15 18
17 T19.4% 0 20.8% 4L7%37.5% 0 31.3% 29.2%  39.6%
e 52 10 20 18 15 14 19
S 18 24.6% 20.0%  28.0% 52.0% 26.1%  30.4%  43.5%
o 28 5 7 13. 6 7 10
SEX J
. MALE  15.8% 21.3% b, 3% 34.4% 25.6% 36.8%  37.6%
. 135 26 54 2 30 43 44
o FEMALE  21.8% 21.8%  37.4% 40.8% 27.5%  35.1%  37.4%
L o187 38 65 71 47 60 64
. TOTAL = 18.8%7  21.6%  40.2% 38.2% 26.7%  35.8%  37.5%
e gy - 64 119 113 77 103 108
| o
{\; g '




o B ] bl

TABLE 7 - (Continued) e e

- PEOPLE IN YOUR NEIGHBORHOOD NOT KNOWING OR GCARING ABOUT EACH OTHER -

| FREQUENCY + . ~SERIQUSNESS
' ONCE OR . - VERY ' . NOT - © _VERY
YES ' TWICE SOMETIMES = OFTEN . - SERIOUS  SERIOUS 'SERIOUS:. -

)

&
W

i ‘ ‘c‘?n :

12 19.1% - 25.0% 35. 0% 40.0% 30.0% 30.07 40,07
22 5 7 8 6 6 8

13 19.0% 25.5%  41.8% 32.7% 35.8% 37.7% 26.4%
64 14 23 18 L1920 %,

14 18. 8% 26.47  50.9%7 22.6% 40,47 38.5%  21.2% ¢
64 14 27 12 a0 200 1 =

15 20.7% 18.2%  43.2%7  38.6% . 35,67 37.8% 26.7%
49 8 19 17 : Lol 17 12w

16 25.0%  24.3% 45.7% 30.0% 33.3%2 34,77 31.9%
73 17 32 21 2% 25 .23

17 19.2% 17.4%  39.1%  43.5% ' 23.4%  40.4%, 36.2%
51 8 18 20 11 g ) o1

18 29.7% 31.02  37.9%2  31.0% 40,07 33.3%7  26.7%
33 9 11 9 12 10 8

SEX 3 | e B | CLA

MALE  19.4% o 23.0% 46.0% - 30.9%  35.0¢ . 34.3% 30.8%
165 32 64 . 43 50 I

 FEMALE  22.1% o 24047 40.3% . 35.22 33.3% 38,57 28.2% - °
e 189 43 71 62 BT 67 . 49 %

L

TOTAL  20.8%7 . . 23.8%  42.9%7  33.3% 34,17 36.67 .29.3% L.
33 75 135 S105 108 116 93

SE

Y {
By s
e @ t
o 5& o
= . A




LA

et

i Q 0
i : TABLE 7 - (Continued)
~ NEED JOB COUNSELING ABOUT JOBS & FINDING A JOB -
et a _ FREQUENCY | SERIOUSNESS
bl o ONCE OR : VERY ¥ NOT VERY
- - - YES 7 : TWICE SQ}iETIMES QOFTEN SERIOUS ~ SERIOUS SERIOUS
.12 13.0%  53.3% 26.7% 20.0% 60.0%  33.3%7  6.7%
T 8 4 3 9 5 1
13 14.5% . 23.4%  57.4% 19.12  62.2% 35.6%  2.2%
| 49 11 27 9 28 16 1
14 15.6% 36,2% 46,8% 17.0% ¢ 51.1% 40.4%  8.5%
53 17 22 8 24 19 4
. ; . i ’ . ) .
15 23.9% : 49.1% - 43.6% 7.3% 53.7% 37.0% 9.3%
5 57 | 27 24 4 29 20 5
16 20.3%  48.2%  39.3% . 12.5%  64.3%  26.8%  8.9%
| 59 | 27 22 7 36 15 5
ERLORY 27.0% 40.0% . 48.6% 11.4% 48.6%  40.0%  11.4%
a0 72 28 -V 8 34 28 8
18 2.4 % " 45.5%7 33.3% 21.2% 46,74 40.0%  13.3%
= 34 15 11 7 14 12 4
. E SEX o, -
C MALE | 21.0% O 37.5%  45.2% 17.3% 53,02  38.0%  9.0%
| 177 z 63 76 29 88 63 15
. FEMALE  19.3% o 45.6%7  43.7% 10.8% 55.8% 35.7%  8.4%
- 165 : 72 69 17 .86 55 13
© TOTAL . 20.1% G1.4% 44.5% 14,12 54.4% 36,97 8.8%
e s 135 145 46 174 118 28
fy




TABLE 7 - (Continued)

- PUNISHMENT FOR VANDALISM OF SCHOOL PROPERTY IS TOO WEAK~

| FREQUENCY ~_ SERIOUSNESS
B TONCE OR VERY | NoT . VERY .
YES TWICE SOMETIMES = OFTEN SERIOUS SERIOUS SERIOUS

AGE

12 17.1% 27.8% 33.3%.  38.9% C15.8%  36.8%  47.4%
19 5 6 , 7 379

13 21.8Y% 26.2% 43.1% 130:8% 27.3% 48.5%  24.2%
| 7% 17 28 20 18 32 ° 16

14 24.2% . 23.5% 38. 2% 38.2% - 14,52 43.5%  42.0%
| 80 16 26 26 10 ° 30 29

15 31.6% 23.2% 43.5% 33.3%2 15.7%  38.6% 6577 o
74 , 16 30 23 o1 27 320

16 27.6% 0 29.7%  37.8% 32,47 C14.9% C43.2% 41,97
81 22 28 24 132 31

17 28.0% 13.27  50.0%2 36.8% 10.4% © 35.87 . 53.7%
74 9 34 . 25 72 %

18 35.2% | 25.0% 44242 30. 6% 1947 4177 38.9%
38 9 16 e 7 15 1%

N e

SEX | : . s

MALE = 27.1% L 23.3% 44.6%  32.2% © 13.5%  45.9% 40.6% °
S 227 47 90 s 28 o5 84

 FEMALE  25.0% 24,00 39.8%% . 36.2% - 20.1% 37.1%  42.8%
212 47 718 71 39 - 72 83

TOTAL =~ 26.0% 23.6%  42.2%  34.2% 16,77 41.6%  ka.6% L
439 . 9% 168 136 67 167 167

o

o

E A




B ~ TABLE 7 - (Continued) RN g
~ & LACK OF ALTERNATIVE SCHOOL PROGRAMS - , |
: ’ . ‘ kY
o e yFREQUENCY Lo SERIOUSNESS
& ONCE OR ~ VERY NOT ; VERY
. 7 YES‘ TWICE SOMETIMES ~ OFTEN SERIOUS SERIQUS SERIQUS
12 14.9% 23.5%  58.8% ©  17.6% 35,37 58.8%  5.9%
. 17 4 10 3 6 10 1
13 23.2% 38.07 33,87 28.2% 43.5%  42.0%  14.5%
| 79 o2 24 20 30 29 10
C23.4% . 41.8% 44.8% 13.4% 44 .19 42.6%  13.2%
79 | 28 30 9 30 29 9
18 25.8% 35.1%  40.4% 24.6% 33.3%  47.4%  19.3%
60 20 23 14 19 27 11
16 28.9% o 51.9% 31.2% 16.9% 46,27 37.27  16.7%
T 40 24 13 36 29 13
W On7 30.7% . 25.7% 51.4% 23.0% 23.1% 50.0%  26.9%
- 81 19 38 17 18 39 21
18 T34.2% 28.67  51.4%  20.0% 28.6%  48.6% 22.9%
. 38 10 18 7 10 17 8
. MALE  26.6% 39.6%  40.1% ~  20.3%  38.6%7  43.8%7  17.6%
a5 82 83 42 81 92 37
 FEMALE  26.9% 36,02 . 44.5% 21.5%  35.9%  45.37 18.8%
| o212 65 8 41 69 87 36
TOTAL  25.7% 36.9% 42.2% 20.9% 37.3%  44.5%  18.2%
o a3y o 17 168 83 150 179 73
: : ; f»,‘lf;r R§> Qt’lr,ﬁ-
Lﬁk -

(e

S e



TABLE 7 - (Continued) = g
~ TEACHERS WHO'ARE TOO PERMISSIVE LET THE éTUDENTs DOWN ~ SRR
FREQUENCY : - SERIOUSNESS

“ONCE OR VERY NoT TERY
YES TWICE  SOMETIMES OFTEN SERTOUS - SERIOUS SERIOUS _

AGE

12 18.1% 50,02 22.2% 27.8%  4b.4% . 27.8%  27.8Y
21 9 4 5 8 55

13 18.4% . 28.6% 39.3% 32.1Y% . 25,5% 33.3%7  41.2%
63 16 22 18 13 17 21

14 20.8% 37.3%  33.9% 28.87  32.7% 34,57  32.7%
70 22 20 - 17 18 19 18

15 15.0% 25.0%  37.5%°  37.5% - 31.3% 3447 34.4% . .
35 | 8 12 12 10 1l 1 o

Q4
16 23.17 - 31.7%  54.0% 14,3% 25.8% V53,27 21.0%

68 20 - 34 9 6 33 13

17 20.8% ©25.0% 50,02 25.0% - 21.2%  42.3%  36.5% ,
55 13 26 13 o1 22 19

18 28.0% 41.4%  37.9%  20.7% 22, 2% 51.9%  25.9%
.30 12 11 6 | 6 Co1 T

X P

MALE.  19.5% - 38.3%  36.9% 24.8%7 - 32,4%  35.9%  31.7%
165 ~ sy 55 37 46 51 45

it

#

| FEMALE  20.9% 27.2%  46.3%°  26.5% . 23.6%  45.2%7  31.2%
- 178 44 75 43 37 L 49

| TOTAL  20.2% 32,57 41.8%  25.7% . .27.8% 40,87 3L.4%
343 ¢ 100 .13 .80 8 122 94

) E

)

n]

Rt R




>

P ‘ ~ TABLE 7 - (Continued)

- HAVE CONSIDERED DROPPING OUT OF SCHOOL FOR ANY REASONS -

FREQUENCY f SERIOUSNESS
ONCE OR " VERY ; v NOT ‘ VERY
YES YWICE SOMETIMES OFTEN . SERIOQUS SERIQUS - SERIOQUS
- AGE
<12 10.3% ©50.0%  25.0% 25.0% 66.7% 16.7%  16.7%
o 12 6 . 3 3 8 2 2
13 9.0% 53.6%  21.4% 25.0% 50,072 28.6%7  21.4%
31 15 6 7 , 14 8 6
13.6% 38,57  33.37  28.2% 37.8%7  37.8% 24.3%
46 15 13 11 14 4 9
16.7% 50,07 30.6%.  19.4% s4.1%7 24.3% 21.6%
39 18 . 11 7 | 20 9 8
- 24.0% 42.2% 29.7% 28.1% 47.7% 27.7%  24.6%
70, 27 19 18 31 18 16
17 30.1% 41.3%2  38.7%  20.0%  40.8%  31.6% 27.6%
- 80 31 29 15 31 24 21
18 32.4% 50,0%  25.0% 25.0% 44.8%  31.07  24.1%
- C 16 8 8 13 9 7
o SEX
- MALE  19.1% 51.4%  29.2% 19.42 52,47 23.4%  24.1%
s 161 74 42 28 76 34 35
. FEMALE  17.6% 38.0%  33.1%  28.9%7 39.67  36.0%7  24.5%
s , 54 47 41 55 50 . 34
- TOTAL 18.3% . 44.8%  31.1% 24.1% 46.1%  29.6%  24.3%
S a2 128 89 69 131 8 69
.
3 | -90- o .




 TABLE 7 - (Continued)

o

- WHEN YOU GO TO 'SCHOOL COUNSELORS DON'T HAVE USEFUL INFORMATION -

FREQUENCY SERIOUSNESS
ONCE  OR ; VERY NOT - , “VERY - =
YES TWICE SOMETIMES OFTEN SERIOUS SERIOUS SERIQUS 5___
—A_G—'E“{Ql
12 10,47 45.5% . 36.4% 18.2% ©40.0% 30.0% - 30.0%
12 5 4 2 e 3 3
13 13.1% 43.2%7  37.8% 18.9% WGI4% 30.6% 25.0%
bk 16 14 7 16 11 9
14 13.5% 39.5%  39.5% 21.1% 42,127 39.5%  18.4%
46 15 15 8 216 157
15 15.0% 25.8% 38.7%  35.5% 27.6%  41.4%  31.0% o
36 8 et 8 12 9 s
16 15. 8% 23.8%  42.9%  33.3% 31,02 40.5%  28.6% :
46 10 18 14 13 17 12 v
17 25.7% 24,24 46.8% 29.0% 3.1% 37.7% 3% ]
70 15 29 18 19 23 19 /
18 27.4% 20,77 48.3% 31.0% 32.127 35.7%  32.1% o/
31 6 14 9 9 10 9 /
Q ’ . . . . /'/7;
SEX /
MALE  16.7% 33.1% 42.7% 24.2% 39.,7% 36,4%  24.0%
141 41 53 30 48 B 29 )
FEMALE = 16.7% 26.8%  42,5% 30.7% 30.6% 37.9% 31-521
145 34 54 39 38 47 39
- TOTAL - 16.7% L 29.9% h2.6% . - 27.5% 35.1% 37,1% 27.8%
S 286 B S T L) 69 8% 91 68 .
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~ NOT ENOUGH COUNSELORS -

RS

- TABLE 7 - (Continued)

SERIOUSNESS

FREQUENCY &
.O.NCE OR ' o VERY NOT VERY
YES . TWICE SOMETIMES OFTEN SERIOQUS SERIQUS SERIOQUS -
AGE -
12 8.8% 33, 3% L4 4% 22.2% bk 4%, 44.4%  11.1%
- 10 3 4 2 4 4 1
13 12.2% 33.3% 40.0% 26.7% 46.7% 30.0%  23.3%
42 10 12 8 14 9 7
14 12.4% 24.,1% 51.7% 24,1% 31.3% 43.8% 25.0%
: 42 7 15 7 10 14 8
15 20.7% 25.0% 59.1% 15.9% 36.4% 47.7%  15.9%
L 50 11 26 7 16 21 7
16 17.4% 28.6% 40.5% 31.0% 22.7% 45.5%  31.8%
: 51 12 17 13 10 20 14
) 17 19,74 21.7% 43.5% 34.8% 23.4% 48.9%  27.7%
‘ 53 100 .20 16 11 23 13
28.8% 19.2% 30.8% 50.0% 19.2% 30.8%  50.0% .
32 5 8 13 - 5 8 13
MALE  12.3Y% 26.4% 46.0% 27.6% 34,8% 38.2%  27.0%
[ 105 23 40 24 31 34 24
. FEMALE  20.6% 24.8% 45.4% 29.8% 26.97  46.2%7  26.9%
y ~ 177 35 64 42 39 67 39
TOTAL  16.4% 25.4%  45.6% 28.9% 29.9%  43.2%  26.9%
s 282 58 104 66 70 101 63

)

-g2-

Ban o L



TABLE 7 - (Continued)

- A NEED FOR COUNSELING ABOUT SEX AND BIRTH CONTROL -

| FREQUENCY )  SERIOUSNESS
, ~ | ONCE OR T VERY  NOT T VERY
YES TWICE SOMETIMES ' OFTEN ) SERIOQUS SERTOUS SER;OUS

AGE

12 2.7% 66.72  33.3% 0.0% 33.3%  33.37 33
3 2 1 0 1osh 1 1
13 0.9% 33,37 66.7% 0.0% 66.7% 0.0 33.3%7  as
3 1 2 0 o2 o0 1 L
14 6.87 33.3%7  44.4% 2227 16.7%  4h.4% 38.9%
R 6 8 R 3 B EEUR
15 7.4% ‘ 21.4% . 50.0% - 28.6% 25.0% 37.5%  37.5%
17 g g g S R
16. 8.2% 31.8%  40.9% 27.3% L 30.04%  17.4%  52.2%
26 7 9 .6 7 4 12

17 12.72 19.4%  61.3%  19.4% 28.1% ~  34.4% 37.5%
34 6 19 6 | 9 a1 12

N ) N . - // e

18 12.4% 50.02  25.04  25.0% 27.3%  36.4%  36.4%
13 , 6 '3 : 3 3 4 kB

MALE 4.7 23.5%.  44.1% 32.4% . 28.6%  28.6% 42.9%
39 N 8 15 w10 10 - 15

CFEMALE  9.1% 33.3%7  49.3%  17.4%  26.8% © 33.87  39.4%
1823 ¢ 3 12 G 19 26 28

e

TOTAL  6.9% . 30.1%  47.6%7  22.3%1  27.4%  32.1% 40.6%

-7 31 4 23 : “_29 o ; 3 430




TABLE 7 - (Continued)

- BEING ﬁASSLED BY OTHER KIDS TO USE OR BUY DRUGS ~

1 o | FREQUENCY | * SERIOUSNESS =
: - L ONCE - QR. ) VERY , NOT . VERY
" .. YES _ ) TWICE SOMETIMES = OFTEN SERIOUS SERIOUS SERIOQUS
AGE ' .
12 13.3% 53.3%  33.3%  13.3% 57.1% 14.3%  28.6%
‘ 15 8 5 2 8 2 4
o ] . |
13 . 8.7 41.4%  41.4% 17.2%  53.6% 28.6% 17.9%
g 30 12 12 s 15 8 5
S 19.9% 54.3% 31.4% 14,32 61.3% 29.0%2  9.7%
< 3 19 11 .5 19 9 3
15 19.0% 36.4% 36.4% 27.3% 63.6% 22.7%  13.6%
s 16 16 12 | 28 10 6
16 13.8%7 "36. 6% 34.1% 29.3% 69.2% 17.9%  12.8%
: 41 15 14 12 27 7 s
oy 15.2% 30.8%  46.2% 23.1% 56.8%  27.0%  16.2%
| 41 12 18 9 21 10 6
18 15.2% /) 46.7%  40.0%  13.3% 80.0% 6.7%7 13.3%
e 16 7 6 .2 12 1 2
MALE  13.5% ©38.2% 39.1% 22.7% 67.3% 21.5%  11.2%
, 114 42 43 25 72 23 12
FEMALE  12.8% C43.5% . 36.1%°  20.4% 57.4% 23.8%  18.8%
» 111 47 39 22 58" 26 . 19
., TOTAL  13.2% 1 40.8%7  37.6% 21.6% 62.5%  22.6%  14.9%
. 225 89 %' 82 . 47 130 4731
o
b
sy, :




TABLE 7 - (Continued)-

- POLICE AREN'T AROUND WHEN YOU NEED THEM & DON'T CARE ABOUT HELPING KIDS -

FREQUENCY SERTOUSNESS
e - ONCE OR VERY ‘ NOT - VERY . -
YES TWICE SOMETIMES = OFTEN SERIQUS SERTIQUS: 'SERIOUS
AGE
12 12.9% 40.0%  26.7%  33.3% 50.04  21.4% = 28.6%
15 6 4 5 7 3 4
13 17.54 34.7%  28.6% . 36.7% 26,57 32.7%7  40.8%
. 60 | 17 14 18 13 16 20
14 22.0% 22.6%  38.7% 38.7% 27.3%  41.87  30.9%
74 14 24 2% 15 23 17
15 25.8% 31.6% 38. 6% 29.8% 27.8%  40.7%  31.5%
61 18 22 17 15 22 17
16 25.6% 28.4%  47.8% 23.9% . 19.4%  44.8% 35.8%
75 19 32 16 13 30 2% L
17 30.0% 17.6%  45.9% 36,57 11.1%7 46,47 4h.4%
81 13 34 27 8 32 32
18 27.4% | 27.6%  44.8% 27.6% C11.1% bh.4% Gh.4T
31 8 13 8 3 1212
SEX
MALE  24.9% 25.4%  38.4%  36.2% 21.3%  39.9%  38.8%
212 47 71 67 38 7 69
' EEMALE  22.1% 27.7% 42.8% - 29.5% . 21.8% 43,0%  35.2%
190 4874 51 36 71 58
- TOTAL  23.5% . 26.5%7  40.5%  33.0% 21.6%7 41,47 37.0%
LR 402 . 95 145 118 76 12 127
. U ;




" TABLE 7 = (Continued)

~ POLICE BEING MORE STRICT WITH BOYS THAN WITH GIRLS -

S - - FREQUENCY | SERIOUSNESS
SR ~ [ ONCE OR VERY ~ NOT ~VERY -
YES ‘ TWICE SOMETIMES = OFTEN SERIOUS SERIOUS SERIOUS
AGE
L12 14.9% 18.8%  25.0% = 56.3% 18.8%  31.3%  50.0%
17 | 3 4 9 3 5 8
13 20.4% 26.7%  48.3% 25.0% 29.8%  40.4%  29.8%
ey 16 29 15 17 23 17
T 18.6%2 21.8%  38.2% 40.0% 28.0%  40.0%  32.0%
: 63 12 21 22 14 20 16
15 20.4%7 24.4% 37.8% 37.8% 31.1% 37.8%  31.1%
o 49 1 1717 14 17 14
16 21.9% 28.8%  40.7% 30.5% 37.3%2  35.6% 27.1%
o 64 17 2% 18 22 21 16
17 25.5% 0 12.7% 41.3% 46.0% 23,47 42,20  34.4%
Fa 68 | 8 26 29 15 27 22
18 27.2% . 34.5%  34.5% 31,0% . 40.7%7 25.9%  33.3%
3 | 10 10 9 1L 7 9
. SEX
MALE ~ 30.1% 24.5%  37.8% 37.8% © 30,02 38.7% 31.3%
257 - 57 88 88 69 89 72
 FEMALE  12.4% 21,97 44.8% 33,3% 31.1%  34.4%  34.4%
106 21 43 32 28 31 31
| ToTAL  21.2% 0 23.7%2  39.8% 36.5% 30.3%  37.5%7  32.2%

363 .78 131 120 97 120~ 103

o -96-
E
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