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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

This report is an executive sOn~nary of the f inal 

evaluation of the School Resource Officer (SRO) 

Program in Hillsborough County. The purpose of the 

evaluation is to provide relevant information to the 

Hillsborough Criminal Justice Planning Council, local 

law enforcement of f ic ia ls  and other local o f f ic ia ls  in 

order to assist them in making informed decisions 

regarding the funding and operation of the SRO program. 

Additionally, this evaluation wi l l  provide feedback to 

the SRO program staff  to assist them in their regular 

monitoring and evaluation of the projects' policies, 

procedures, act ivi t ies and outcomes. 

This f inal evaluation should be considered an 

extension of a preliminary evaluation which was completed 

in the summer of 1978. The preliminary evaluation was a 

qualitati>ze analysis of the SRO program while the f inal 

evaluation represents a quantitative assessment of the 

program. The data, the findings and the recommendations 

included in this report were derived from personal inter- 

views with project staff ,  school administrators and 

school teachers; quarterly and f inal progress reports 

completed by the three local projects; local crime data; 
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various surveys of school students, school teachers 

and law enforcement o f f icers ;  and, numerous ar t ic les 

and reports on s imi lar  projects around the country 

found in the professional l i t e ra tu re .  

IntroduCtion 

The sRO program in Hillsborough County began in 

1975 when the Tampa Police Department implemented the 

program in al l  the 8th and 9th grade centers wi th in the 

Tampa City l im i ts .  This p i l o t  program was begun 

u t i l i z i ng  local funds exclusively. In 1977, the Tampa 

Police Department, the Hillsborough County Sher i f f ' s  

Off ice and the Temple Terrace Police Department received 

LEAA grants and expanded the S~O program into twelve (12) 

additional schools. I 

All three of the local SRO projects were implemented 

on time and experienced few of the start-up problems normally 

expected with new projects. As the projects progressed, 

some administrative and s ta f f  changes were made but none 

of these negatively affected the program's operation 

s ign i f i can t l y .  

Although not a major problem, some inconsistencies 

in col lect ing and reporting data, both within and between 

I 
It should be noted that this report is Concerned primarily 
with the three (3) LEAA-funded SRO projects which represent 
only a portion of the total local SRO program. 
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the projects, were encountered during the f i r s t  year. 

Since the projects operate independently, some 

differences s t i l l  exist in their data collection 

procedures. This is problematic only to the extent 

that comparisons between the projects is somewhat 

limited. 

program Description 

The SRO program is a crime prevention program which 

is administered by the Crime Prevention divisions of 

each of the participating agencies. Each SRO is a sworn 

law enforcement officer assigned full-t ime to a single 

local junior high school. The SRO's responsibilities 

include the following: developing rapport with students; 

making crime prevention presentations to students and 

parent groups; identifying and counseling problem youth 

and diverting youth from the justice system when appropriate; 

and, providing law enforcement resource assistance to 

school personnel, parents and students. 

As described in the preliminary evaluation, the local 

SRO program is consistant with the National Model for SRO 

Programs. Specifically, the SRO program concept emphasizes 

the crime prevention and conTnunity relations functions 

while minimizing the SRO's involvement i-n traditional crime 
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control functions. The maintenance of this posture is 

central to the success of the SRO program. 

Data Analysis 

In attempting to evaluate the SRO program two 

general methods were u t i l i zed .  In the prel iminary 

evaluation, the SRO's, school administrators and school 

teachers were interviewed to ascertain the i r  opinions 

about both the programs' strong and weak points. Further, 

the local SRO program was compared to a National Model 

for  SRO Programs as suggested above. The resul ts of th is  

qua l i ta t i ve  analysis were f i r s t  that the local program 

was consistant with the National Model and second that 

local sentiment was overwhelmingly supportive of the 

program. Again, these f indings were documented in the 

f u l l  prel iminary evaluation report. 

The f ina l  evaluation took a second approach to 

assessing the SRO program's performance. In this quanti- 

ta t ive report a number of types of data were col lected and 

analyzed. Five process measures were reviewed to assess 

the level of ac t i v i t y  maintained by each project.  Data 

on three school related offenses were reviewed in an 

attempt to iden t i f y  any reduction in school crimes resul t ing 

from the SRO program's operation. Student at t i tudes toward 
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law enforcement were examined to assess any changes 

occurring af ter  the students had contact with the SRO's 

in the i r  schools. And f i n a l l y ,  a questionnaire was 

administered to various groups of teachers and o f f i cers  

to c l a r i f y  the i r  perceptions of the SRO's ac t i v i t i e s  

and the level of importance assigned to these ac t i v i t i e s .  

The fol lowing findings summarize the data and 

relevant discussion provided in the f u l l  evaluation 

report:  

Finding: Review of the data on f ive process 

measures indicates that the SRO's level of 

a c t i v i t y  exceeded that anticipated a t t h e  

onset of the grants. 

Finding: The offense data reviewed do not 

substantiate c lear ly  that the SRO program 

reduced crime in the SRO schools. 

Finding: The student a t t i tude data re f l ec t  

an improved at t i tude toward law enforcement 

in the SRO school while at t i tudes deteriorated 

in the "control"  schools. 

Finding: The responses to the scenarios 

presented in the Off icer and Teachers Survey 

indicate that the SRO's would choose more 

moderate disposit ions for delinquent youth 
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than would regular o f f i ce rs .  

Finding: The SRO's responses to the 

Of f icer  and Teacher Survey indicate they 

are f requent ly  involved in a c t i v i t i e s  

defined as appropriate I and only in f requent ly  

involved in inappropriate a c t i v i t i e s ,  while 

the teachers from SRO schools perceive the 

SRO's as being more f requent ly  involved in 

the a c t i v i t i e s  defined as inappropr iate.  

Finding: In responding to the Of f icer  and 

Teacher Survey, a l l  the respondents assigned 

a high level of importance to a c t i v i t i e s  

defined as appropriate for  the SRO's The 

SRO's assigned a r e l a t i v e l y  low level of 

importance to the a c t i v i t i e s  c lass i f i ed  as 

inappropr iate,  while the teachers from SRO 

schools rated these a c t i v i t i e s  as being 

much more important 

I f  anything could be singled out as a major problem 

for  the SRO program, i t  would be data co l lec t ion .  Most 

of the i n i t i a l  data co l lec t ion and report ing problems were 

resolved in the ear ly part of the three local grants. 

For purposes of the data analysis, crime prevention, 
counseling and community relations activities are 
defined as appropriate. School discipline and traditional 
crime control functions are defined as inappropriate. The 
classifications are consistent with the National Model for 
SRO Programs. 
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Time and experience alone seemed to improve data 

report ing.  But, the SRO program suffers l i ke  many other 

s im i l a r  crime prevention programs ~rom the i n a b i l i t y  

to generate re l i ab le  outcome or impact data. Tile 

professional l i t e r a t u r e  on Police-School Liaison 

PrograFls and SRO programs was void of spec i f i c  examples 

where such programs demonstrated the i r  impact on crime 

or juven i le  delinquency. Without a more cont ro l led or 

experimental ly designed format, the local SRO program 

w i l l  more than l i k e l y  not be able to prove that i t  has 

impacted on local crime and delinquency. 

Overall the local SRO program has performed well 

s ince i t s  inception. The fo l lowing recommendations are 

provided a f te r  careful consideration of a l l  the information 

contained in the prel iminary and the f i na l  evaluat ion. 

The recommendations are made in an attempt to ensure 

the cont inuat ion of an already strong School Resource 

Of f icer  Program 

Recon~nendation: At a minimum, the fo l lowing 

process should continue to be col lected and 

reported as a barometer of a c t i v i t y  leve l :  

I )  # of presentations made 

2) # amount of t ra in ing received 

3) # of offense related contacts 
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4) # of other student contacts 

5) # of arrests made (.referrals to HRS) 

6) # of diversions made 

7) # of referrals to HRS with 
recommendation for Juvenile 
Arb i t ra t ion 

Recommendation: A simple analysis of 

reported school offense data should be 

developed and reported annually showing 

changes in school crime over time. 

Recommendation: Student at t i tude 

studies should continue to be conducted 

annually using a standardized at t i tude 

scale. This survey should include 

several general items allowing the students 

to express their  opinions regarding the 

SRO program. 

Recommendation: Input from teachers in the 

SRO schools should be sought annually allowing 

the teachers to .express the i r  general 

at t i tudes toward the SRO program, i ts  strengths 

and how i t  could be improved. 

Recommendation: An orientat ion and training 

program for teachers and law enforcement 
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of f icers  should be developed and t ra in ing 

sessions should be conducted on an on-going 

basis. 

Recommendation: The SRO program administrators 

should continue to carefu l ly  monitor SRO 

ac t i v i t i es  to ensure that the crime prevention 

nature of the program is maintained in practice, 

consistent with the i n i t i a l  program concept 

and the National Model for SRO Programs. 

Recommendation: All t raining should include 

a segment which defines the character is t ics of 

the National Model for SRO Programs and 

c la r i f i es  some of the p i t f a l l s  experienced by 

other s imi lar  law enforcement/school crime 

prevention programs. 
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INTRODUCTION 

A preliminary evaluation of the SRO program in 

Hillsborough County was completed in June, 1978. That 

prel iminary report described the tota l  evaluation 

study to be conducted, provided an h is tor ica l  overview 

of the SRO program, and described the way the SR0 

program operates loca l ly .  F ina l l y ,  the prel iminary 

evaluation provided a qua l i ta t ive  analysis of the SRO 

program including both a qua l i ta t i ve  assessment of the 

program from the schools' and the law enforcement 

agencies' perspectives and a comparison of the local SRO 

program with a national mode] for SRO/School Liaison 

programs. 

This report is a f ina l  evaluation of the local 

SRO program. The primary d i s t i nc t ion  between the 

prel iminary and the f ina l  evaluations is that the f ina l  

evaluation is quant i tat ive rather than qua l i ta t i ve  in 

nature. In fac t ,  the f inal  evaluation should be 

considered an extension of the information included in 

the prel iminary evaluation report and as an integral 

part of the total  evaluation study. 

The f ina l  evaluation consists of two major components, 

a Quantitat ive Analysis section and a Conclusions and 
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Recommendations section. The Quantitative Analysis: 

reviews a number of process or ac t i v i t y  measures 

u t i l i zed  by the individual SRO projects loca l ly ;  b r i e f l y  

describes "offense" data collected and reported by the 

County schools' Security Division; and, reviews a student 

at t i tude questionnaire administered to students in the 

Hillsborough County Public Schools by the Tampa Police 

Department. The f inal  section of the Quantitative 

Analysis presents the results of an addit ional question- 

naire administered to school teachers in Hillsborough 

County, to the SRO's from each of the three (3) pa r t i c i -  

pating law enforcement agencies and to regular patrol 

o f f icers  and deputies in each of the three law enforcement 

agencies. 

The Conclusions and Recommendations section l inks 

the preliminary and f inal evaluations and provides 

information which 1) w i l l  assist the program s ta f f  in 

improving the operation of the SRO program in Hi llsborough 

County, and 2) w i l l  assist local law enforcement and school 

o f f i c i a l s  in making informed decisions regarding the 

continuation of the SRO program. 
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QUANTITATIVE ANALYSIS 

Process Data 

School Resource Of f icer  programs around the 

country u t i l i z e  a var iety of process measures as 

indicators of pro ject  a c t i v i t y  leve l .  Depending on 

the primary focus of each pro jec t ,  some measures are 

more appropriate than others. For the local SRO 

program, the process measures most often used by a l l  

three pa r t i c i pa t i ng  agencies are: 1) the number and 

type of crime prevention related presentations made 

by the SRO's; 2) the number of formal delinquency 

related contacts between students and SRO's; 3) the 

number of youths diverted from the juven i le  jus t i ce  

system; 4) the number of arrests made; and 5) the 

amount of pre-service and in-serv ice t ra in ing  provided 

to the SRO's. The SRO's also used complaint and 

offense data, re fer ra l  data, data on SRO's involvement 

in other school a c t i v i t i e s ,  and various other subject ive 

assessments of the program as measures of pro ject  

progress. Because the three local SRO projects operate 

independently, these data were not col lected and 

reported consistent ly  from pro ject  to p ro jec t ,  

p a r t i c u l a r l y  during the f i r s t  year. This f i r s t  section 
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highl ights data reported rout inely by the local 

projects during the 1977-78 school year, as outl ined 

in I through 5 above. 

One of the primary ac t i v i t i es  of the SRO's is the 

preparation and presentation of crime prevention and 

related materials to groups of students, teachers and 

parents. The topics covered by these presentations 

are extremely varied, fa l l i ng  into the fol lowing three 

general areas (and described in more detai l  in the 

Program Description section of the Preliminary 

Evaluation Report): I) General Crime Prevention --  

Introduction to the SRO Programs, Jai l  Tour, Juvenile 

Law, etc . ,  2) Crimes Against Property -- shop l i f t ing ,  

burg la ry ,  etc. ,  and 3) Crime~ Against Person -- rape 

prevention, child abuse prevention, etc. 

A major i ty of the presentations made during the 

1977-78 school year were classroom presentations, with 

average class size ranging from 20 to 40 students each. 

The remainder of the presentations made were to facul ty  

groups, parent groups and other c iv ic organizations. 

The Hillsborough County Sher i f f ' s  Off ice (HCSO) project 

reported approximately 300 presentations per SRO annually; 

the Tampa Police Department (TPD) project reported 

approximately I00 presentations per SRO; and, the Temple 

Terrace Police Department (TTPD) project reported 
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approximately 100 presentations by their individual 

SRO. Overall, more than 2,100 presentations were 

made during the year for an average of approximately 

175 presentations per officer. Each project exceeded 

the number of presentations anticipated. 

Another measure of project ac t iv i ty  reported by 

al l  three projects is the number of formal contacts 

with students as a result of some delinquent or 

"acting out" behavior. When such contacts occur, the 

SRO's complete a "contact report" depending on the 

seriousness of the complaint or offense. Because 

off icer discretion is involved and departmental 

differences exist, substantial differences also exist 

between projects on the number of contact reports 

completed. For example, the HCSO reported over 400 

contacts per quarter with four (4) SRO's; the TPD 

reported over 200 contacts per quarter with seven (7) 

SRO's, while the TTPD reported over 100 contacts per 

quarter with one SRO. 

The number of arrests and the number of diversions 

made by SRO's are also considered appropriate measures 

for assessing the act iv i ty level of the SRO projects. 

The TPD project reports making 178 arrests, including 

51 diversions during the 1977-78 school year, the TTPD 
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project reports making 22 arrests including 4 

diversions, and the HCSO project reports making 
i 

81 arrests (referrals to HRS) and 2 diversions. 

And f ina l ly ,  training of project staf f  is a 

measure of project act ivi ty considered important to 

the successful operation of a program. Locally, al l  

the SRO's in the Tampa Police Department and 

Sheriff 's Office projects attend weekly staff meetings. 

This type of meeting permits the free exchange of all 

kinds of information, and allows departmental policy 

and procedure to be continually updated. Moreover, in 

all three projects, a formal 80-hour pre-service 

program is provided to newly-selected SRO's, while a 

40-hour in-service training program is conducted 

annually for the veteran SRO's. The in-service and 

pre-service programs, part icularly, provide information 

and training in a wide variety of areas including the 

following: Nature of Adolescent Behavior; Juvenile 

Law; Communication Workshops; Delinquency Causation; 

Crimes Against Women; Instructor Training; Narcotics, 

Dangerous Drugs and Hallucinogenics; School Organization, 

Structure and Functions; Child Abuse; H.R.S.; Guidance 

Counseling; Philosophy of Education; School Security; 

and, Social Agency Services. In addition, inter-agency 

The HCSO project does not consider a diversion a formal 

referral to HRS. 
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cooperation and communication are fostered through 

j o i n t  t ra in ing  programs. Overal l ,  the SRO's receive 

t ra in ing  well above the recommended minimum of 40 hours 

t ra in ing  per year. 

Offense Data 

The Hillsborough County Schools' Security Division 

publishes an Annual Report each year which describes 

the number of burglaries, incidents of vandalism, and 

thefts at each school and the dollar losses incurred 

by the School System as a result of these offenses. 

This evaluation ut i l izes data from the 1973-74, 1975-76 

and 1977-78 school years to compare junior high schools 

served by the SRO program with junior high schools with 

no SRO program. In addition, these data are compared 

with the number of reported burglaries and larcenies 

for the City of Tampa and Hillsborough County (excluding 

City of Tampa) to see i f  changes in reported offenses 

at the schools were consistant with county-wide changes 

in reported offenses. 

Figure I (on the following page) compares the 

frequency of burglaries in SRO schools to the frequency 

of burglaries in non-SRO schools in 1974, 1976 and 1978. 
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These same data are presented in Table 1 in 

crosstabulat ion table format. Both displays show 

a decrease in burglar ies at the SRO schools and an 

increase in burglar ies at schools without the SRO 

program. Using the chi-square s t a t i s t i c  with the 

crosstabulat ion table indicates that the dif ferences 

in observed frequency of burglar ies from 1974 to 

1978 is s t a t i s t i c a l l y  s ign i f i can t  ( 2 = 7.25; p < 0.05). 

TABLE I :  Frequency of Burglaries in Schools 

1974 1976 1978 
SRO 

Schools I 

Schools 
wi thout 

SRO 
program 2 

138 

22 

110 

23 

87 

31 

SOURCE: Hillsborough County Schools; Security 
Division, 1974, 1976, & 1978 - Annual Reports 

1 
Includes 20 junior high schools served by TPD, HCSO, 
and TTPD SRO programs. 

2 Includes all 6 junior high schools not served by the 
SRO program. 

Figure 2 shows the frequency of burglar ies county- 

wide during 1974, 1976 and 1978. Notably, the pattern 

of changes in burglar ies county-wide over th is  time 

period is s imi la r  to the pattern of changes in school 

burg lar ies.  More spec i f i ca l l y ,  the SRO schools, which 
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are in urban and suburban locations (an SRO is assigned 

to every jun ior  high school wi th in the Tampa City l im i t s  

and to f ive of the seven suburban .schools on the 

outsk i r ts  of Tampa City l i m i t s ) ,  experienced a decrease 

in burglar ies,  as did the ent i re City of Tampa. The 

non-SRO schools, which are in suburban and rural 

locat ions, experienced an increase in burglar ies,  as did 

the remainder of the county (excluding the City of Tampa). 

The number of thefts in jun io r  high schools are 

reported in Table 2, below, and in Figure 3 on the 

fol lowing page. For comparison, county-wide larcenies 

are reported in Figure 4. These data are more ambiguous 

than the burglary data discussed above. No pattern 

appears and no s t a t i s t i c a l l y  s ign i f i can t  differences 

emerge. Further, the pattern of change in thefts in the 

schools does not appear to be consistent with the pattern 

of change county-wide. 

TABLE 2: School Thefts - 1974, 1976 & 1978 

1974 1976 1978 

SRO 
Schools I 

School s 
W/O SRO 2 
program 

32 

12 

53 35 

SOURCE: Hillsborou~h County Schools ; Security 
Division, 1974, 1976 & 1978 - Annual Reports 

1 Includes 20 junior high schools served by TPD, HCSO, 
and TTPD SRO programs. 

2 Includes all 6 junior high schools not served by SRO program. 
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Figure 3: School Larcenies (Junior High Schools) 1974, 1976 & 1978 
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2 Includes all 6 junior high schools not served by the SRO program. 
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The number of  vandalism inc idents  in the j u n i o r  

high schools are reported in Table 3, below, and in 

Figure 5 on the fo l low ing page. Although no s t a t i s t i c a l l y  

s i g n i f i c a n t  d i f ferences emerge the data r e f l e c t  a 

cont inual  increase in the inc idents  o f  reported school 

vandalism at the SRO schools whi le  l i t t l e  change is seen 

at the non-SRO schools. 

TABLE 3: School Vandalism Incidence - 1974, 1976 & 1978 

1974 1976 1978 

S R O  
Schoo'l s i 

School s 
w/o SRO_ 
program z 

46 

I0 

61 

12 

94 

SOURCE: Hillsborough County Schools; Security 
Division, 1974, 1976 & 1978 - Annual Reports 

I 
Includes 20 junior high schools served by TPD, HCSO, 
and TTPD SRO programs. 

2 Includes all 6 junior high schools not served by SRO program. 
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Figure 5: Incidents of School Vandalism (Junior High Schools) 
1974, 1976, & 1978 
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I Includes 20 junior high schools served by TPD, HCSO & TTPD SRO programs. 
2 Includes all 6 junior high schools not served by the SRO program. 
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Student At t i tude Data 

During the 1977-78 school year the Tampa Police 

Department (TPD) SRO program s t a f f  conducted a survey of 

over 1400 students enrol led in Hil lsborough County 

publ ic  schools (study design is included in Appendix A). 

The primary purpose of the study was to i den t i f y  changcs 

in students' a t t i tudes toward pol ice which may have 

resulted from students being exposed to the SRO program 

in t h e i r  respective schools. 

Five "a t t i tude"  questions and four other related 

questions from the Student At t i tude Survey (Appendix B) 

are discussed in th is section. These nine questions are 

restated in Table 4, as they appeared on the survey 

questi onna i re. 

The f i r s t  f ive questions in Table 4 were asked to 

ascertain student at t i tudes toward pol ice.  The percentage 

of favorable responses I on each of  these questions for  each 

subsample of  students is shown in Table 5. Data from 

both the i n i t i a l  survey (pre- tes t )  and the fol low-up 

survey (post - tes t )  at the end of the school year are 

included. 

The attitude questions on the survey were constructed 
with either a yes/no or a multiple choice response. On 
all the questions, the responses provided were recoded 
into either a "favorable" or "unfavorable" response 

category. 
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R e v i e w  of the pre- test  data indicate that at the 

time of  the i n i t i a l  survey, most of  the students 

expressed posi t ive sentiments towa-rd the pol ice.  

Compared to the ninth grade students at the target  

schools, more of  the seventh grade students responded 

favorably to the a t t i tude questions. S im i l a r l y ,  more of  

the ninth grade students from the control schools 

responded favorably when compared to the ninth grade 

students at the target school. These patterns were 

ant ic ipated based on the urban/rural fac tor  mentioned 

above. At the same time, the control eleventh grade 

students also seemed s l i g h t l y  more pos i t ive  than the 

target  school ninth graders, counter to what was expected. 

Comparison of the pre- test  with the post - tes t  data 

from the Student At t i tude Survey indicates that the 

percentage of the target  school students expressing 

favorable at t i tudes toward pol ice increased from pre- tes t  

to post - tes t .  The percentage of students expressing 

pos i t ive  sentiments at the control schools decreased from 

the beginning to the end of  the year. Although the data 

varies considerably from question to question, the 

at t i tudes of the control school students general ly 

declined over time while the at t i tudes of the target  

school students improved s l i g h t l y  or remained about the 
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TABLE 4: A t t i tudeQues t ions  on Student A t t i t ude  Survey 

question 1: Based on my experiences, I th ink  po l ice  are: 

1) crooked 2) f r i e n d l y  3) mean 4) p o l i t e  

Question 2: I th ink  policemen t rea t  r i ch  and poor people 
the same: 

I )  yes 2) no 

Question 3: I th ink  policemen are hardly ever around 
when you need them: 

I )  yes 2) no 

question 4: I th ink  policemen usua l ly  hassle people fo r  
no reason: 

I )  yes 2) no 

question 5.: I th ink  policemen have t h e i r  jobs ~ecause 
they can ' t  do anything else: 

I )  yes 2) no 

questi,on 6: I th ink  a school cop is the same as any 
other cop: 

I )  yes 2) no 

Question 7: I th ink  a school cop is n icer  than a s t reet  
cop: 

I )  yes .2) no 

Question 8: 

question 9: 

I th ink  a school cop is in the school 
because he cou ldn ' t  do the job in the s t ree t :  

I )  yes 2) no 

I th ink  a school cop is someonewho j us t  
walks around and can ' t  a r res t  anyone o f f  
school grounds: 

I )  yes 2) no 
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TABLE 5; 

Question I 

Pre-test 

Post-test 

~uestion 2 

Pre-test 

Post-test 

Q~estioq 3 

Pre-test 

Post- test  

~uestion 4 

Pre-test 

Post-test 

Question 5 

Pre-test 

Post-test 

Percentage of 

HCSO 

74.3 

77.9 

48.6 

50.4 

46.4 

43.2 
L 

68.2 

70.5 

84.7 

92.3 

J 

Favorable Responses to "Attitude" Questions on Student 

TOTAL 
NINTH GRADE TPD-7 TTPD 

70.4 

80.0 

46.4 

40.0 

TPD-9 

70.9 

68.8 

51.0 

71.9 

72.9 

49.9 

48.6 

83.8 

83.6 

63.1 

65.9 

CONTROL 

82.7 

82.4 

64.7 

L , ,  

44.8 

40.0 

48 '5 
i 

, , , , ,  

68.0 

50.0 48.4 

47.1 45.2 

55.7 

69.1 

50.8 

55.9 

79.3 

55.8 

AttitudeSurvey 

9th.CQN.TROL 11th 

92.0 

84.1 

90.4 

IN i N I  
I 

83.9 

91.2 

83.5 

90.8 

90.2 

85.3 

68.3 

79.3 

65.5 63.5 65.1 78.3 67.9 75.0 

60.6 73.7 

47.9 

3i .9 

53.8 

51.8 

94.9 

92.0 

38.2 

74.4 

82.9 



same. 1 Thus, the data are again consistent with what 

was expected based on the Bauma and Williams study (1972). 

Two questions on the Student Attitude Survey, 

Questions 6 and 7 (Table 4), asked the students to 

indicate what they thought about "school cops" (SRO's) 

compared to "street cops". The remaining two questions 

asked the students to respond to two specific state- 

ments about the SRO's ab i l i t ies  and responsibilit ies 

The students' responses to these questions are provided 

in Table 6. Again, the data are presented in such a way 

as to allow comparison of i n i t i a l  and follow-up 

responses for each of the subsamples of students. 

No significant differences between the control and 

target schools were found even though some minor 

differences were observed in the pre-test and post-test 

data. 2 On Question 6, the control ninth grade students 

showed an increase (from pre-test to post-test) in the 

number of students who thought the SRO's and street cops 

were the same, while the target school responses remained 

relat ively unchanged. On Question 7, neither the control 

It should be noted that although the differences cited 
above are considered large enough to be meaningful, they 
are not statistically significant except in two instances: 
i. There was a significant (p < 0.05) increase in 

favorable responses by the seventh grade target 
students on Question #5. 

2. There was a significant (p ~ 0.05) decrease in 
favorable responses by the eleventh grade control 
students on Question #2. 

2 Target school seventh graders' responses to Question 8 
showed a statistically significant increase from pre-test 
to post-test (p __~0.05). 
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TABLE 6: 

.Question 6 

Pre-test 

Post-test 

Question 7 

Pre-test 

Post-test 

~uestion 8 

Pre-test 

Post-test 

Pre-test 

Post-test 

Favorable Responses to Other Law Enforcement Related Questions on Student Attitude Survey 

HCSO 
i i  

61.6 

57.3 

48.6 

58.0 

90.3 

91.6 

84.5 

90.8 

TTPD 

65.5 

91.2 

60.7 

68.0 

82.8 

I00.0 

86.2 

TPD-9 

53.1 

53.4 

56.5 

41.0 

86.1 

85.5 
i i  , 

90.4 

TOTAL 
NINTH GRADE 

56.9 

54.9 

54.3 

52.5 
, ,  , , ,  

87.1 

88.7 

88.2 

TPD-7 

55.0 

54.4 

56.3 

64.7 

82.3 

90.8 

84.4 

i 

CONTROL 9th. I 

43.1 

52.9 

46.0 

46.9 

75.5 

90.9 

76.9 

95.8 

CONTROL ,11t[ 

46.6 

50.7 

55.3 

51.1 

91.3 

92.0 

89.5 

92.8 92.3 91.8 
. , , ,  

93.9 94.9 
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schools nor the target schools experienced much change 

from the i n i t i a l  survey to the fol low-up survey. On 

Question 8, the control school students responded more 

favorably to the post-test than to the pre-test while 

responses from target school students remained unchanged. 

And, based on Question 9, both the control and target 

school students indicated an increased understanding of 

the SRO's respons ib i l i t i es ,  with the control samples 

experiencing the largest increases in favorable responses. 

These last  four questions are pa r t i cu la r l y  

troublesome as far as in terpretat ion is concerned. As 

an example, Question 6 is ambiguous and at best since we 

do not know why the SRO's and street  cops are perceived as 

the "same" (or d i f ferent )  and we do not know whether i t  is 

good or bad i f  they are perceived as the "same". Question 

7 asks the students to make a general ization about both SRO's 

and st reet  cops that is d i f f i c u l t  to make. In fac t ,  we often 

encourage people not to make such general izations. Also, 

Questions 8 and 9 ask students to respond to questions 

regarding the SRO's a b i l i t i e s  and respons ib i l i t ies  when they 

have had no contact or experience with SRO's upon which to 

based the i r  judgments. Thus, the responses to these four 

questions are interest ing but add l i t t l e  evidence, posi t ive 

or negative, that suggests the SRO program has an e f fec t  on 

student at t i tudes toward pol ice. 
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Off icer and Teacher Survey 

During the 1978-79 school year a survey of local law 

enforcement of f icers and teachers was conducted by the Planning 

Unit 's  Program Evaluation Special ist.  The law enforcement 

o f f icers  surveyed included al l  the local School Resource 

Off icers (called SRO's) and a sample of police o f f icers  and 

deputies assigned to patrol functions (called regular o f f i ce rs ) .  

The SR0's and the regular of f icers were from the Hillsborough 

County Sher i f f ' s  Off ice, the Tampa Police Department and the 

Temple Terrace Police Department (al l  the local agencies with 

an SRO program). 

The teachers included in the survey were sampled from local 

schools with the SRO program (called SR0 teachers) and from 

local schools without the SR0 program (called regular teachers). 

Only jun ior  high school teachers were asked to part ic ipate 

The questionnaire used in this survey was desianed 

spec i f i ca l l y  for  this purpose. The survey (Appendix C) began 

by asking a number of questions about the major demoqraphic 

and biographic character ist ics of the respondents (teachers 

and o f f i ce rs ) .  In addit ion, the survey consisted of two major 

sections. The methodology and data analysis for each section 

fo I 1 ows. 
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Scenarios 

In the f i r s t  section of the survey, the respendents 

were presented with 16 scenarios descr ib ing s i tuat ions where 

students had become involved in various kinds of del inquent 

behavior. The respondents wele to review each scenario, 

consider the factors present and then select the most 

appropriate "Disposi t ion" for  each case. The f i ve  possible 

d isposi t ions were: 1) Counsel and Release, 2) Diversion, 

3) Probation, 4) Commitment, and 5) Transfer to Adult Court. 

The d isposi t ions were c lear ly  defined in the questionnaire 

and, though not a l l  inc lus ive,  represent the normal range of 

d ispos i t ions avai lable to law enforcement, the DHRS, and the 

Courts in delinquency cases. 

The analysis presented below examines the d isposi t ions 

chosen by the various groups of respondents focusing f i r s t  

on the dif ferences between the SR0's and the regular o f f i cers  

and then on the dif ferences between the SRO's, the SRO 

teachers and the regular teachers. A second more complex 

analysis is presented in Appendix D. 

The comparison of the SRO and regular o f f i ce r s '  responses 

to the scenarios is shown in Tables 7, 8, and 9. In Table 7, 

the d isposi t ions chosen by the o f f i ce rs  on a l l  16 scenarios 

are presented. Review of the percentages in each response 

category allows a quick visual comparison of the o f f i ce rs '  
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Table 7: Group BY Disoosition (All scenarios) 

GROUP DISP 

Frequency 
Row Pct 

SRO's 

Regular 
Officers 

Counsel & 
Release 

24 
7,89 

2 

46 i 124 
15.13 40.79 

t 
87- 176 

18.13 36.67 

133 300 

42 
8.75 

Transfer to 
Adul t  Court 

TOTAL 66 

4 

108 
35.53 

2 
0.66 

139 
28.96 

36 
7.50 

TOTAL 

304 

480 

247 38 784 

Chi-Square 

STATISTICS FOR 2-WAY TABLES 

22.497 DF = 4 PROB. = 0.0002 
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Table 8: Group By Disposit ion (,Serious Offense Scenarios) 

G ROU P 

Frequency 
Row Pct 

SRO's 

Regular 
Officers 

DISP 

Counsel & 
Release 

I 

3 
1.97 

9 
3.75 

2 

!0 
6.58 

18 
7.50 

62 
40.79 

99 
41.25 

75 
49.34 

88 
36.67 

Transfer to 
Adult Court 

2 
1.32 

26 
10.83 

TOTAL 

i 152 
I 
I 

t 
t 24O 
I 
i 

TOTA L 12 28 161 16 3 28 392 

STATISTICS FOR 2-WAY TABLES 

WARNING: Over 5% of thecells have expected counts less than 5. Table 

is so sparse that Chi-square may not be a valid test. 

Chi-square 16.472 DF = 4 PROB. = 0.0024 

Table 9: .Gr°up By Disposit ion (Minor Offense Scenarios) 

GROUP DISP 

Frequency 
Row Pct 

SRO's 

Regular 
Off icers 

Counsel & 
Release 

21 
13.82 

33 
13.75 

36 
23.68 

69 
28.75 

3 

62 
40.79 

77 
32.08 

33 
21.71 

51 
21.25 

Transfer to 
Adult Court 

0 
0.00 

I0 
4.17 

TOTAL 54 105 139 84 I0 

STATISTICS FOR 2-WAY TABLES 

WA~ING: Over 5% of the cells have expected counts less than 5. 

is so sparse that Chi-squa~e may not be a valid test. 

TOTAL 

152 

240 

i 

392 

Table 

Chi-square 9.224 DF = 4 PROB, = 0.0557 



I 
responses. The data indicate that the dispositions 

chosen by each group were significantly different. The 

SRO's were more moderate in their selection of dispositions 

while the regular officers chose the extreme disposition 

more often. 

Table 8 and 9 further break the data out by type 

of offense; generally, whether the offense described in 

the scenarios were "serious" or "minor". The chi-square 

tests of significance indicate that the dispositions chosen 

by the two groups of officers were signif icantly different 

on the "serious offense" scenarios but not different on the 

2 "minor offense" scenarios. 

A further comparison of the SRO's responses and the 

regular officers' responses to a" group of "SRO-like" 

officers {called Control officers) is provided in Appendix E. 

These data indicate that the SRO's and the Control off icers' 

responses to the scenarios were not signif icantly different 

while the dispositions chosen by the regular officers and 

control officers were different. Thus, the SRO selection 

2 

Rather than comparing the responses to each of the 16 
scenarios separately, an index variable called Disposition 
(or "Disp") was created. Thus, the numbers in the table 
represent "Responses"; the total number of responses is 
equal to the number of scenarios times the number of 
respondents (i.e., 16 scenarios x 19 SRO's = 304 responses). 

Although a warning is given in the latter two tables that the 
significance tests may not be valid due to the sparseness of 
the data, collapsing the tables by grouping disposition 
categories minimizes the effects of the sparse data and yields 
similar significant differences. 
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criteria (the "like" variables between the SRO's and the 

Control officers, namely the officers' education and 

prior experience) apparently contributed to the 

differences found between these groups and the regular 

officers. 

Tables 10, 11, and 12 present the data comparing the 

responses to the scenarios provided by the SRO's and 

the SRO teachers. The data in Table 10 indicate that 

when all the scenarios are considered together, the 

dispositions chosen by the SRO's and the SRO teachers were 

significantly different, the SRO teachers choosing more 

lenient or less restrictive dispositions. Tables 11 and 

12 show the differences in the dispositions chosen when 

the serious and minor offense s~enarios are reviewed 

separately. The data indicate that regardless of the type 

of offense involved, the SRO teachers selected less 

1 restrict ive dispositions than the SRO's. 

A further comparison of the responses of the SRO's, 

the SRO teachers, and the regular teachers is provided in 

Appendix E. These data reveal that the two groups of 

teachers were significantly different on the dispositions 

chosen when all the scenarios were considered together; 

Note however, that in all three tables a warning is again 
provided that the significance tests may not be valid due 
to the sparseness of the data in the tables. Again, 
collapsing the tables yields similar significant differences 
while minimizing the effects of sparseness of data. 

- 2 6 -  



Table 10: 

GROUP 

Frequency 
Row Pct 

SRO's 

SRO 
Teachers 

Group By Disposit ion (Al l  Scenarios) 

DISP 

Counsel & 
Release 

24 
7.89 

219 
18.75 

46 
15.13 

353 
30.22 

124 
40.79 

352 
30.14 

108 
35.53 

225 
19.26 

Transfer to 
Adult Court 

2 
0 .66  

19 
1.63 

TOTAL 

304 

1168 

TOTAL 

WARNING: 

Chi-square 

243 399 476 335 21 

STATISTICS FOR 2-WAY TABLES 

Over 5% of the cells have expected counts less than 5. 

is so sparse that Chi-square may not be a valid test. 

75.737 DF = 4 PROB. = 0.0001 

1472 

Table 

- 27 - 



,~ Table i i :  Group By Disposit ion (Serious Offense Scenarios) 

GROUP 

Frequency 
Row Pct 

SRO's 

SRO 
Teachers 

DISP 

Counsel & 
Release 

I 

3 
1.97 

59 
I0. I0 

I0 
6.58 

141 
24.!4 

62 
40.79 

214 
36.64 

4 

75 
49.34 

155 
26.54 

Transfer to 
Adult Court 

5 

2 
I.  32 

15 
2.57 

TOTAL 

WARNING : 

Chi-square 

62 151 276 230 17 

STATISTICS FOR 2-WAY TABLES 

Over 5% of the cells have expected counts less than 5. 
is so sparse that Chi-square may not be a valid test. 

49.035 DF = 4 PROB. = 0.0001 

TOTAL 

152 

584 

736 

Table 

Table 12: Group By Disposit ion (Minor Offense Scenarios) 

GROUP DISP 

Frequency 
Row Pct 

SRO's 

SRO 
Teachers 

Counsel & 
Release 

21 
13.82 

160 
27.40 

36 
23.68 

212 
36.30 

62 
40.79 

138 
23.63 

33 
21.71 

70 
11.99 

Transfer to 
Adult Court 

5 

0 
0.00 

4 
0.68 I 

TOTAL 

152 

584 

TOTAL 181 248 200 103 4 736 

STATISTICS FOR 2-WAY TABLES 

WARNING: Over 5% of the cells have expected counts less than 5. 

is so sparse that Chi-square may not be a valid test. 

Chi-square 37.003 DF = 4 PROB. = 0.0001 

- 28 - 

Table 



the SRO teachers se lec t ing  more moderate d i spos i t i ons .  

When the serious offense scenarios were reviewed 

separate ly ,  no s i g n i f i c a n t  d i f ferences were detected 

between the two groups. 
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Perceived Frequency and Importance of SRO A c t i v i t i e s  

T h e  second major section of the Of f icer  and Teacher 

survey consisted of a l i s t i n g  of 23 a c t i v i t i e s  in which 

an SRO could be involved at a school. The respondents 

were to read each a c t i v i t y  statement and decide, based 

on the i r  knowledge and experience: I)  the frequency of 

the SRO's involvement in each a c t i v i t y ,  and 2) how 

important i t  is that the SRO's be involved in each 

a c t i v i t y .  The frequency responses range from I)  Always 

to 4) Never. The importance responses range from 

I )  Very Important to 4) Not at Al l  Important. 

General ly, the a c t i v i t i e s  included in the Questionnaire 

were grouped into two Broad categories for  the data analys is ,  
1 

e i the r  "Appropriate" or " Inappr6priate" fo r  SRO involvement. 

These categories were defined in conformance with the 

National Model SRO Program, discussed in the pre l iminary 

evaluat ion. I t  is important to remember in reviewing th is 

c l a s s i f i c a t i o n  system that none of the a c t i v i t i e s  l i s ted  as 

inappropr ia te are inappropriate under a l l  circumstances. 

Rather, because of the SRO program's in ten t  and design, 

the SRO's should focus the i r  time on the appropriate 

a c t i v i t i e s  and avoid continued and rout ine involvement in 

the inappropr iate areas. 

1 The inappropriate activities include item #'s 1,3,4,6,9,10, 
18, and 20. The remaining 12 items are defined as 
appropriate. See Appendix C. 
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T h e  analysis presented below b r i e f l y  reviews the 

"frequency" of the SRO a c t i v i t i e s  as perceived by various 

groups of respondents and then examines the "importance" of 

the SRO a c t i v i t i e s  as perceived by the same groups. 

Comparisons are made between the SRO's, the Regular 

Of f icers ,  and the SRO Teachers. Further, data tables 

showing the same kinds of comparisons between the SRO's, 

the Control Off icers and Regular Teachers is included in 

Appendix F. 

Tables 13, 14, 15 and 16 display the SRO's, the SRO 

Teachers and the Regular Of f icers '  responses I regarding 

the preceived frequency of the SRO's a c t i v i t i e s .  I t  is 

important to note in reviewing the percentages of responses 

in each category that the SRO's themselves indicated that 

they are frequent ly involved in appropriate a c t i v i t i e s  

(88.8% of the i r  responses were in the "always" or "of ten" 

categories) and are only in f requent ly  involved in the 

inappropr iate a c t i v i t i e s  (only 29.6% of a l l  t he i r  responses 

were in the frequent involvement categor ies) .  These resul ts 

appear to be consistant with the o r ig ina l  in ten t  of the 

local SRO program and consistant with the National Model SRO 

Program. 

i 
Rather than comparing the responses to the 23 activities 
separately, an index variable called Frequency (or "Freq") 
was created. Thus, the numbers in the tables represent 
"responses"; the number of responses is equal to the number 
of activities times the number of respondents. 
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Table 13: Group By Frequency (Appropriate A c t i v i t i e s )  

GROUP FREQ 

Always 
Frequency 

Row Pct 1 

SRO' s 

SRO 
Teachers 

Ne ve r 

153 
53.68 

489 
45.83 

2 3 4 

I00 
35.09 

32 
11.23 

209 
19.59 

346 
32.43 

0 
0.00 

23 
2.16 

TOTAL 

285 

1067 

TOTAL 

WARNING: 

Chi-square 

642 446 241 23 1352 

STATISTICS FOR 2-WAY TABLES 

Over 5% of the cells have expected counts less than 5. 
Table is so sparse that Chi-square may not be a valid test. 

18.366 DF = 3 PROBo = 0.0004 

Table 14: Group By Frequency ,(Inappropriate Ac t iv i t ies )  

GROUP FREQ 

A1 ways Ne ve r 
Frequency 
Row Pct i 2 3 4 

SRO' s 

SRO 
Te ache rs 

13  
8.55 

94 
16.73 

32 
21.05 

143 
25.44 

70 
46.05 

224 
39.86 

37 
24.34 

I01 
17.97 

TOTAL 

Chi-Square 

107 175 294 138 

STATISTICS FOR 2-WAY TABLES 

9.902 DF = 3 PROB. = 0.0194 

TOTAL 

152 

562 

7 1 4  
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Table 15: Group B X Frequency (Appropriate Ac t i v i t i es )  

GROUP 

Frequency 
Row Pct 

SRO's 

Regular 
Off icers 

FREQ 

Always Never 

1 2 3 4 

153 
53.68 

185 
44.36 

i00 
35.09 

159 
38.13 

32 
11.23 

72 
17.27 

0 
O. O0 

1 
0.24 

TOTAL 

285 

417 

TOTAL 

WARNING: 

Chi-square 

338 259 104 i 702 

STATISTICS FOR 2-WAY TABLES 

Over 5% of the cells have expected counts less than 5. 

Table is so sparse that Chi-square may not be a valid test. 

8.328 DF = 3 PROB. = 0.0397 

Table 16: Group By Frequency (Inappropriate Act iv i t ies  

GROUP FREQ 

Always Never 
Frequency 
Row Pct 1 2 3 4 

SRO's 

Regu I ar 
Officers 

13 
8.55 

28 
12.50 

32 
21.05 

65 
29.02 

70 
46.05 

37 
24.34 

100 
44.64 

31 
13.84 

TOTAL 

Chi- squar e 

41 97 170 68 

STATISTICS FOR 2-WAY TABLES 

9.084 DF = 3 PROB. = 0.0282 

TOTAL 

152 

224 

3 7 6  
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Comparing the responses of the d i f f e ren t  groups, 

the data in the tables indicate that both the SRO 

teachers' and the Regular o f f i ce rs '  perception of the 

SRO's a c t i v i t i e s  were d i f f e ren t  from the SRO's perceptions 

of t he i r  own a c t i v i t i e s .  Generally, the SRO's indicated 

that  they were involved more often in the "appropriate" 

a c t i v i t i e s  and less often in the " inappropr ia te"  a c t i v i t i e s  

then perceived by the SRO teachers or the Regular o f f i ce rs .  

Tables 17, 18, 19, and 20 display the SRO's, the SRO 

teachers' and the Regular o f f i ce rs '  responses I regarding 

the perceived importance of the SRO's a c t i v i t i e s .  The 

percentages of responses in each category in Tables 17 and 

19 ind icate that a l l  the respondents, SRO's, SRO teachers 

and Regular o f f i ce rs ,  f e l t  i i ;  was e i ther  very important or 

important f o r  the SRO's to be involved in the a c t i v i t i e s  

c lass i f i ed  as appropriate (94.1%, 89.5% and 94.0% of t he i r  

responses, respect ively,  were in these categor ies).  The 

SRO teachers assigned a s l i g h t l y  lower level of importance 

( s t a t i s t i c a l l y  s ign i f i can t )  to these a c t i v i t i e s  than did 

the SRO' s. 

The percentages in the various response categories in 

Tables 18 and 20 re f l ec t  a s t a t i s t i c a l l y  s i gn i f i can t  

di f ference between the groups of respondents on the 

importance of a c t i v i t i e s  c lass i f i ed  as inappropr iate.  

1 
Rather than comparing the responses to the 23 activities 
separately, an index variable called Importance (or "Import") 
was created. Thus, the n~mbers in the tables represent 
"responses"; the number of responses is equal to the number 
of activities times the number of respondents. 
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Table 17: Group By Importance (Appropriate A c t i v i t i e s l  

GROUP 

Frequency 
Row Pct 

SRO's 

SRO 
Teachers 

IMPORT 

Very 
Important 

I 

190 
69.60 

657 
59.46 

67 
24.54 

332 
30.05 

16 
5,86 

I01 
9.14 

Not at All 
Important 

4 TOTAL 

0 

O. O0 

15 
1.36 

273 

1105 

TOTAL 

WARNING : 

Chi-square 

847 399 117 15 1378 

STATISTICS FOR 2-WAY TABLES 

Over 5% of the cells have expected counts less than 5. 
Table is so sparse that Chi-square may not be a valid test. 

12.431 DF = 3 PROB. = 0.0060 

Table 18: Group By Importance (Inappropriate Ac t i v i t i es )  

GROUP 

Frequency 
Row Pct 

SRO' s 

SRO 
Teachers 

TOTAL 

Chi-square 

IMPORT 

Very 
Important 

I 

17 
11.81 

131 
22.28 

2 

32 
22.92 

186 
31.63 

55 
38.19 

168 
28.57 

Not at All 
Important 

4 

39 
27.08 

103 
17.52 

148 219 223 142 

STATISTICS FOR 2-WAY TABLES 

18.186 DF = 3 PROB. = 0.0004 

TOTAL 

144 

588 

732 
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Table 19: Group By Importance (Appropriate Ac t i v i t i es )  

GROUP 

Frequency 
Row Pct 

SR0's 

Regul ar 
0ffi ce rs 

IMPORT 

Very 
Important 

1 

190 
69.60 

293 
65.55 

i 

67 1 
24.54 j 

127 
28.41 

16 
5.86 

25 
5.59 

Not at All 
Important 

0 
0.00 

2 
0.45 

TOTAL 

273 

447 

TOTAL 

WARNING : 

Chi-square 

483 194 41 2 720 

STATISTICS FOR 2-WAY TABLES 

Over 5% of the cells have expected counts less than 5. 

Table is so sparse that Chi-square may not be a valid test. 

2.599 DF -- 3 PROB. = 0.4577 

N.S. 

Table 20: Group By Importance {Inappropriate Ac t i v i t i es )  

G ROU P 

Frequency 
Row Pct 

SRO's 

Regular 
Officers 

IMPORT 

Very 
Important 

i 

17 
11.81 

58 
24.17 

33 
22.92 

83 
34.58 

Not at All 
Important 

3 4 

55 
38.19 

71 
29.58 

39 
27.08 

28 
11.67 

TOTAL 

Chi- square 

75 116 126 67 

STATISTICS FOR 2-WAY TABLES 

25.390 DF = 3 PROB. = 0.0001 

TOTAL 

144 

240 

3 8 4  
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Namely, the SRO's assigned a re la t i ve ly  low level o f  

importance to these ac t i v i t i es  (only 34.7% of thei r  

responses were in the "important" or "very important" 

categories). In contrast, the SRO teachers and the 

Regular o f f icers perceived these ac t i v i t i es  as more 

important for the SRO's than did the SRO's themselves 

(53.9% and 58.8% of their  responses were in the 

"important" or "very important" categories). 

The Tables in Appendix F provide additional data 

comparing the groups of respondents on both the 

perceived frequency and the perceived importance of 

SRO ac t i v i t i es .  As with Tables 13 through 20, the 

ac t i v i t i es  are c lassi f ied as ei ther appropriate or 

inappropriate for comparison "purposes. 
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Data Summary 

A number of types of data were presented in the 

previous sections. Process data were reviewed in order 

to determine the level of a c t i v i t i y  maintained by the 

SRO's in the i r  local schools. Offense data were 

reviewed in an attempt to t ry  to i den t i f y  any trends 

in the level of reported school offenses which might 

be attributed to the SR0's presence in the local public 

schools. Student Attitude data were reviewed to assess 

any changes in student attitudes toward law enforce- 

ment resulting from student contact with the SR0 program. 

And, f ina l ly ,  data from a survey of local law enforce- 

ment officers (including the SR0's themselves) and 

school teachers was examined in an effort  to pinpoint 

some important differences between officers and teachers. 

The following paragraphs brief ly summarize these findings. 

Process Data 

Finding: Review of data on the five process 

measures presented previously in this report 

indicate that the SR0's level of act iv i ty 

exceeded that anticipated at the onset of the 

local grants. 

The number of presentations made by the SR0's and the 

SR0's training exceeded the levels specified in the grant's 
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objectives. The number of police contacts with youth 

identi f ied as being at risk of becoming delinquent was 

quite high. Because the nature and quality of the 

contacts was varied and because no cri ter ion level was 

specified in the grants' objectives, a quantitative 

assessment of whether or not the grants' objectives 

were met is not possible. The large number and the varied 

nature of these contacts, however, is a subjective but 

important reflection of both the schools' and the 

students' confidence in the individual SRO's ab i l i t ies  as 

problem solvers. 

Given the continuing public outcry of increasing 

crime and delinquency, in general, and school crime, in 

specific, the number of arrests made by the SRO's might 

be considered relat ively low. At the same time, a 

low level of arrests should be considered a reflection of 

the SRO Program's commitment to emphasize crime prevention 

and community relations rather than "hard-line" crime 

control. 

The only disappointing stat ist ics presented in the 

process data section is the low level of diversions made 

t~y the SRO program staff.  The number of diversions 

reported , however, is a good example of problems with 

"measurability" which plague many crime prevention and 

diversion-related programs. Legal problems with where 
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delinquent youth can be diverted, and changes in the 

State's juveni le statutes are, and w i l l  continue to be, 

a major contr ibutor to this problem regardless of any 

good fa i th  ef for ts  made by program s ta f f .  

Offense Data 

Finding: The offense data present in this 

report do not substantiate c lear ly  that the 

SRO program reduced crime in the SRO schools. 

Analysis of data on three types of school crime 

was conducted in an attempt to i den t i f y  changes in crime 

rates which might be associated with the presence of the 

SRO's in the schools. School-reported data was u t i l i zed  

in this analysis because i t  was the only data available 

which was not obviously influenced by " r e a c t i v i t y " ,  a 

rather standard threat to the v a l i d i t y  of such outcome 

data. Even then, some of the trends in the data appear 

as though reac t i v i t y  may have biased these resul ts .  

Burglaries in the SRO schools declined substant ia l ly  

from the 1974 to the 1978 school years while non-SRO 

schools showed an increase in burglaries. School larcenies 

increased and then declined over the same time period in 

the SRO schools and declined s l i g h t l y  but steadi ly in the 

non-SRO schools. School vandalism in the SRO schools 

increased substant ia l ly  while remaining re la t i ve l y  constant 
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in the non-SRO schools from 1974 to 1978. The change 

in school burglar ies and larcenies from 1974 to 1978 

were consistent with county-wide burglar ies and larcenies. 

The increase in school vandalism was most l i k e l y  affected 

by " r e a c t i v i t y " .  That i s ,  the increase in larcenies 

could represent an increase in the report ing of larcenies 

due to the convenience of having the SRO's present rather 

than representing a real increase in the number of 

larcenies occuring. This is a r e l a t i v e l y  common phenomenon 

with th is  type of crime and this type of program. 

Student At t i tude Data 

Finding: Student a t t i tude data r e f l e c t  an 

improved at t i tude toward law enforcement in 

the SRO schools while a t t i tudes deter iorated 

in the Control schools. 

The general patterns found in the a t t i tude  survey data 

are consistent wi th previously reported data from other 

s im i la r  program around the country although not d i r ec t l y  

comparable since d i f fe ren t  survey instruments were u t i l i z e d .  

General ly, the at t i tudes of a l l  the groups of students, at 

the beginning of the school year, were mostly favorable, 

some i n i t i a l  differences ex is t ing as expected due to the 

age of the students and the i r  urban/suburban/rural environ- 

ments. Data from the a t t i tude post- test  at the end of the 
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s c h o o l  year r e f l e c t  more favorable responses from the 

SRO school students than from the non-SRO school students 

even though the non-SRO school students were more 

favorable at  the beginning of the year.  

Of f icers  and Teachers Survey Data 

Finding:  The responses to the scenarios 

presented in the quest ionnaire i nd i ca te  

tha t  the SRO's chose more moderate 

d ispos i t i ons  whi le the Regular o f f i c e r s  

chose the extreme d ispos i t ions  more of ten.  

When examined by type of of fense,  the groups 

were d i f f e r e n t  on d ispos i t ions  chosen fo r  

serious offenses but not d i f f e r e n t  on 

minor offenses. 

Review of the responses to the scenarios by the 

various groups of  respondents ind ica tes  that  the fac tors  

in the scenarios - -  type of of fense, age of  the youth 

involved , the youth 's  p r io r  record and the youth 's  

a t t i t ude  toward the offense - -  d i r e c t l y  in f luenced the 

choice of d i spos i t i on  wi th a l l  the respondent groups. 

Using a group of "SRO-like" o f f i c e r s  (contro l  o f f i c e r s )  

as a comparison group indicates that  the SRO se lec t ion  

c r i t e r i a  (the " l i k e "  var iables between the SRO and 

Control o f f i c e r s )  contr ibuted to the d i f ferences found 
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b e t w e e n  these two groups and the regular o f f i ce rs .  

As might be expected, the SRO's and the teachers 

were also d i f f e ren t  on the disposi t ions chosen for  the 

s cenari os. 

Finding: The SRO's responses to the 

a c t i v i t y  quesi~ions re f lec t  frequent involvement 

in a c t i v i t i e s  c lass i f ied  as appropriate 

and only infrequent involvement in a c t i v i t i e s  

c lass i f i ed  as inappropriate,  while the SRO 

teachers perceived the SRO's as being more 

f requent ly  involved in the " inappropr iate"  

a c t i v i t i e s .  

Finding: Al l  the respondents assigned a high 

level of importance to the eppropriate 

a c t i v i t i e s .  The SRO's assigned a r e l a t i v e l y  

low level of importance to the inappropr iate 

a c t i v i t i e s  while the SRO teachers rated these 

a c t i v i t i e s  as being much more important. 

The SRO's responses to the "frequency of involvement 

in"  and "importance of" a l l  the a c t i v i t i e s  described in the 

questionnaire were consistent with what would be expected 

based on the National Model SRO Program. 

The dif ferences found between the SRO's and the SRO 

teachers, in terms of what each group thought was 
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important, is the most s ign i f i can t  f ind ing in th is part of 

the evaluat ion. The teachers' desire for  a safe working 

environment and the t rad i t i ona l  "law and order" impressions 

of law enforcement pervades the teachers' perceptions of 

the SRO program. The high level of importance placed by 

the SRO teachers on the a c t i v i t i e s  characterized as 

inappropr iate is c r i t i c a l .  The teachers' desire to have 

more emphasis placed on crime control is in con f l i c t  with 

the program in ten t  and jus t  what the National Model SRO 

Program warns against. 
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CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS 

S i n c e  they were implemented in 1977, the three 

LEAA-funded SRO projects in Hil lsborough County have 

performed wel l .  The community support needed by the 

program has been on-going and pos i t ive,  so pos i t ive 

that  the program now operates in a l l  publ ic  secondary 

schools in Hillsborough County. 

When the LEAA-funded SRO projects were implemented, 

few of the normally ant icipated s tar t -up problems were 

experienced° Some administrat ive and s ta f f  changes at 

the various agencies which were not ant ic ipated did 

occur but with no detrimental consequences to the program. 

I f  any one problem was to be singled out i t  would 

be data co l lec t ion  and report ing.  During the f i r s t  year, 

data report ing was inconsistent wi th in  each project .  

Time alone seemed to help standardize and rou t in ize  data 

repor t ing.  Since the three agencies that have an SRO 

pro ject  are run independently, some inconsistencies 

s t i l l  ex is t  between agencies. This is problematic only 

to the extent that comparison of a c t i v i t y  level between 

the agencies and review of the three projects as a single 

program are di f f i c u l t .  
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B u t  more importantly, the SRO program suffers 

from the same d i f f icu l t ies  as many other crime 

prevention and community relations type programs. 

Namely, the development, collection and reporting of 

outcome or impact data is nearly impossible without 

the expenditure of vast amounts of time and effort .  

Even then, the r e l i ab i l i t y  and va l id i ty  of such data 

often comes into question unless a well-planned 

experimental design is used to develop the data. 

The SRO projects currently collect and report a 

considerable amount of data for management, monitoring 

and evaluation purposes. During this evaluation s t i l l  

more data was collected. This whole process is both 

d i f f i c u l t  and time consuming. I t  is imperative that the 

SRO projects review their current data collection 

practices, determine data needs, routinize data collection 

and minimize excess data collection. Most importantly, 

the SRO program should continuallY seek to develop better 

methods of assessing program impact. 

Two of the most positive aspects of the SRO program, 

and aspects upon which the program is dependent for 

success, are the quality of the officers selected as 

SRO's and the training they receive. In terms of both 

education and experience, the SRO's are highly qualified. 
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But far more important, the SRO's generally possess 

the patience, understanding, professional knowledge 

and communication ski l ls  necessary to work cooperatively 

with most people under most circumstances. Given that 

the SRO's have continued contact with law enforcement 

personnel, students, parents, teachers and school 

administrators in a variety of situations, these 

quali t ies are essential. 

One aspect of training that appears to be cr i t ica l  

to the SRO program is the orientation and training of 

school staff  and other law enforcement personnel. 

Teachers and law enforcement officers need a good 

understanding of the SRO program and what i t  is 

attempting to do. Without th-is, the teachers' and law 

enforcement officers' contact with youth cannot be 

expected to reinforce positive attitudes toward law 

enforcement that the SRO's attempt to develop. 

Another important and related point needs to be 

made. The preliminary evaluation of the SRO program 

f i r s t  mentioned the importance of the program focusing 

on certain "appropriate" act iv i t ies and minimizing 

involvement in other "inappropriate" kinds of act iv i t ies.  

The Officer & Teacher Questionnaire conducted for this 

evaluation again raised the question of where the 
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p r o j e c t ' s  emphasis was placed and where i t  should 

be placed. A f i rm resolve needs to be maintained by 

the administ rat ion of the law enforcement agencies that 

the SRO program is a crime prevention pro ject .  The 

SRO's themselves then must work with school administ rat ion 

at t he i r  respective schools in accomodating the crime 

control needs of the school yet  not jeopardize the 

i n t e g r i t y  of  the SRO program as a crime prevention 

pro ject .  

These recommendations are provided a f te r  careful 

consideration of both the pre l iminary evaluation and the 

preceding SectiOns of this f ina l  evaluat ion: 

Recommendation: At a minimum, the fo l lowing 

process data should con t inue to  be col lected and 

reported as a barometer of a c t i v i t y  leve l :  

1) # of presentations made 

2 )  amount of t ra in ing received 

3) # of offense related contacts 

4) # of other student contacts 

5) # of arrests made ( re fer ra ls  to HRS) 

6) # of diversions made 

7) # of re fer ra ls  to HRS with 
recommendation for  Juvenile 
Arb i t ra t ien  
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Recommendation: A simple analysis of 

reported school offense data should be 

developed and reported annually showing 

changes in school crime over time. 

Recommendation: Student at t i tude 

studies should continue to be conducted 

annually using a standardized at t i tude 

scale. This survey should include 

several general items allowing the 

students to express the i r  opinions 

regarding the SRO program. 

Recommendation: Input from the teachers 

in the SRO schools should be sought 

annually allowing the teachers to express 

the i r  general att i tudes toward the SRO 

program, i ts  strengths and how i t  could 

be improved. 

Recommendation: An or ientat ion and 

training program for teachers and law 

enforcement of f icers should be developed and 

training sessions should be conducted on an 

on-going basis. 
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Recommendation: The SRO program administrators 

should continue to care fu l ly  monitor SRO 

ac t i v i t i e s  to ensure that the crime prevention 

nature of the program is maintained in pract ice,  

consistant with the i n i t i a l  program concept 

and the National Model for SRO Programs. 

Recommendation: All t ra in ing should include 

a segment which defines the character is t ics of 

the National Model for SRO Programs and 

c l a r i f i e s  some of the p i t f a l l s  experienced by 

other s imi lar  law enforcement/school crime 

prevention programs. 
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STUDENT ATTITUDE SURVEY STUDY DESIGN 

Study Design 

During the 1977-78 school year the Tampa Police 

Department (TPD) SRO program s ta f f  conducted a survey 

of over 1400 students enrol led in Hil lsborough County 

Public Schools. The primary purpose of the study was 

to i den t i f y  changes in students' a t t i tudes toward 

pol ice which may have resulted from students being 

exposed to the SRO program in the i r  respective schools. 

The survey discussed in th is  report was the 

second such survey conducted for  the local SRO program. 

The survey questionnaire used was a revised version of 

the instrument used during the 1976-77 school year. 

The questionnaire was developed by the TPD SRO s ta f f  and 

was modeled, in part ,  a f ter  a s im i la r  study conducted in 

the la te 1960's in Michigan (LEAA, 1968; Portune, 1971). 

The survey questionnaire consisted of 34 to ta l  

questions. A number of these were designed to obtain 

basic demographic character is t ics  of the respondents. 

Five questions were constructed and u t i l i z e d  to ascertain 

the student 's at t i tudes toward pol ice,  in terms of the i r  

perceptions of general pol ice reputat ion and pol ice 

fa i rness.  Four other questions u t i l i z e d  asked the 
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students to indicate what they thought about "school 

cops" conpared to "street cops", and what they thought 

about the SRO's ab i l i t y  and the SRO's function in the 

schools. 

The study design for the Student At t i tude Survey 

required the selection of students from six groups of 

Hillsborough County Public Schools as fol lows: 

1) Schools served by the HCSO SRO program, 

2) Ninth grade schools served by the TPD 
SRO program, 

3) Seventh grade schools served by the TPD 
SRO program, 

4) One school served by the TTPD SRO 
program, 

5 )  One ninth grade school not  served by 
the SRO program, 

6) Two eleventh grade schools not served 
by the SRO program. 

Thus, student att i tudes can be examined, comparing 

students from SRO schools with students from non-SRO 

schools, and comparing students at varying grade levels. 

The design of the local study was based on other 

studies conducted previously by SRO and simi lar  Police- 

School Liaison programs around the country. A 

longitudinal study of changes in students' att i tudes 

from 1968 to 1970 in a Michigan Police-School Liaison 
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program is the most noteworthy study found in the 

professional l i t e r a t u r e .  In th is  experiment, the 

authors stated the fo l lowing f indings (which are 

relevant to the Student At t i tude Survey conducted by 

the TPD SRO s ta f f ) :  

I) 

2) 

3) 

Students' perceptions of pol ice in general 

were somewhat less favorable in 1970 than 

in 1968. 

Generally, pro-pol ice sentiments declined 

as grade level of students advanced. 

Af ter  a year of the program the at t i tudes 

of students (regarding pol ice fa i rness) 

in the target schools remained bas ica l ly  

the same whi le in the control  schools, 

a t t i tudes toward pol ice fairness were 

less favorable. 

The authors summed up the i r  f indings by saying: 

short, the comparison of student a t t i tudes before 

"In 

and a f te r  the i n i t i a t i o n  of the Police-School Liaison 

Program (in Michigan) indicated that whi le there was 

no measurable improvement in student sentiments, the 

program was ef fec t ive  in preventing the decl ine of 

favorable feel ings which was occuring in the control 

school without a pol ice-counselor program" (Bauma and 

Wil l iams, 1972). 
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Thus, the local Student A t t i tude Survey sought to 

answer a number of related questions. F i r s t ,  are local 

student a t t i tudes toward pol ice general ly  favorable 

or unfavorable? Second, do the data indicate that 

student sentiments decline as grade level advances? 

And f i n a l l y ,  do changes in student a t t i tudes toward 

pol ice vary when comparing students from SRO schools to 
i 

those from non-SRO schools? 

Demographic Data 

Before presenting the "a t t i t ude"  data, a review of 

the race and sex of the respondents is important since 

di f ferences in the sub-samplesmay inf luence the 

in te rp re ta t ion  of the resu l ts ;  Regarding race and sex, 

Bauma and Williams (1972) indicate that:  

I )  Male students report less favorable 

a t t i tudes toward pol ice than female 

students; 

2) Black students held the pol ice in 

lower regard than did white students, 

and; 

3) Important ly,  there was an increase in 

pro-pol ice at t i tudes of black students 

af ter  exposure to the Police-School 

Liaison program. 
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Table A presents the rac ia l  composition of each of 

the subsamples of students for  both the pre- test  and 

post- test  of the Student At t i tude Survey. The student 

sample from the TTPD SRO school has a d ispropor t ionate ly  

high percentage of black students whi le the samples from 

the ninth grade and eleventh grade control  schools have 

a d ispropor t ionate ly  low percentage of black students 

when compared to the other target  school samples. Based 

on the Bauma and Williams study (1972) these rat ios could 

bias the i n i t i a l  responses unfavorably at the TTPD SRO 

school and favorably at the control schools, whi le the 

degree of change in at t i tudes could be biased in the 

opposite d i rec t ion  in these subsamples. Thus, the 

di f ferences found in the race-composition of the 

subsamples should be kept in mind in reviewing the 

a t t i t ude  data. 

Table A represents the sex composition of a l l  the 

subsamples. The dif ferences observed were not found to 

be s i g n i f i c a n t l y  d i f f e ren t .  Thus, the sex composition 

di f ferences in the samples should have l i t t l e  e f fect  on 

the student responses to the questionnaire. 

In addi t ion,  the locat ion of the ninth grade 

control  school may also be a factor  that af fects the 

responses of the students. Because the control  school 
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TABLE A: Race Composition of Sample Data 

Pre-test 

Post-test 

HCSO 

BLK WHT SS 

22.8 67.5 8.8 

22.6 66.9 8.3 

TTPD 

BLK WHT SS 

37.9 62.1 0.0 

40.0 60.0 0.0 

TPD-9th 

BLK WHT 

21.9 73.3 

17.6 65. 

SS, , 

4.3 

7 12.9 

TPD-7th CONTROL 9th 

BLK WHT SS BLK WHT SS 

Pre-test 20.3 72.0 6.0 11.1 88.9 0.0 

Post-test  16.8 76.2 4.9 11.8 88.2 0.0 

CONTROt 11th 

BLK 

8.4 

13.7 

WHT S S 

82.4 6.7 

71.9 12.9 

TABLE A: ..Sex Composition of Sample Data 

Pre-test 

Post-test 

HCSO TTPD TPD-9th TPD-7th 
I 

M F M . F M F I M F 

55.3 44.7 55.2 44.8 44.1 55.9 46.4 53.6 

48.9 51.1 36.0 64.0 51.4 48.6 36.6 63.4 

Pre-test 

Post-test 

Tomlin-9th Hills/Chamb 

M F M F 

55.6 44.4 46.2 

50.0 50.0 42.1 

i i  

53.8 

57.9 
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i s  located in a ru ra l  area, the s tudents '  a t t i t u d e s  toward 

po l i ce  may be d i f f e r e n t  from the a t t i t u d u e s  o f  students 

in the suburban or urban t a r g e t  schools.  Since a l l  the 

urban schools had an SRO program at the t i m e t h e  study was 

conducted, the use of  a ru ra l  school f o r  a con t ro l  group 

was necessary. 
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Appendix B 

STUDENT INFORMATION 

STUDY 



1 

O 

INSTRUCTIONS 

The following pages contain a number of questions 

about a wide variety, of subjects. We think students differ 

a great deal in the way they feel about these things so we 

would like to have your honest opinion about them. 

4 

Read each question carefully and circle the answer 

which best tells us how you feel. There are no right or 

wrong answers to any of thequestions. Whenever possible, 

let the things which have happened to you help you make a 

choice. And please, be sure to answer each question. 

The answers to these ,questions will be kept anon]nnous- 

no names will be used. 
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Circle one (i) answer for each question. 

am: 

l) black 2) white 3) spanish 4) other 

2. I am a: 

l) boy 2) girl 

3. I am in the 

i) 7th 2) 9th 3) 

grade? 

llth 4) 12th 

4. I am years old now? 

i) 12-13 2) 14-15 3) 16-17 4) 18 or •older 

5. What kind of T.V. programs do you like 

6. Of the following types of T.V. programs, I like 

the best? 

I) 

4) 

. 

Comedy shows 2) Educational programs 

Movies 5) Variety shows 

3) Police shows 

Of the following police shows, I like the best? 

I) Adam-12 2) Police Story 3) Starsky & Hutch 

4) Koj ak 5) Barney Miller 

. 

. 

Obey means to do something someone tells you to do. 
think it is most important to obey: 

I 

i) my mother 2) my father 3) a teacher 4) a policeman 

5) an older brother or s, ister 6) friends 

Last year my best grades were in: 

i) math 2) science 3) english 4) his=ory 5) other 
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Iio 

12. 

13. 

14. 

15. 

16. 

17. 

18. 

°2- 

Overall, my teachers last year were: 

I) excellent 2) good 3) fair 4) poor 5) terrible 

My parents think school is: 

I) very important 2) a good thing 

you must do 4) a waste of time 

3) something 

My personal contacts with the police have been: 

I) frequent 2) seldom 3) never 

My parents think police are: 

i) crooked 2) friendly 3) mean 4) polite 

Based on my experiences, i think school is: 

I) very important 2) a good thing 3) something 

you must do 4) a waste of time 

Based on my experiences, i think police are: 

I) crooked 2) friendly 3) mean 4) polite 

When I have a problem, I talk to: 

I) a teacher 2) a parent 3) a policeman 

4) a friend 5) a brother or sister 

When I need advice, l listen most to: 

I) a teacher 2) a parent 3) a policeman 

4) a friend 5) a brother or sister 

Most of my friends think their parents are: 

I) too strict 2) fair 3) too lenient (easy) 
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19. 

°3- 

Most of my friends think their parents: 

i) understand them 2) don't understand them 

3) don't care about them 4) don't have time for them 

20. I think my parents are: 

i) too strict 2) fair 3) too lenient (easy) 

21. I think my parents: 

I) understand me 

care about me 4) 

2) don' t understand me 

don't have time for me 

3) don' t 

22. i think understands me the best? 

I) a teacher 2) a parent 3) a policeman 4) 

friend 5) .a brother or sister 

a 

23. I think policemen treat rich and poor people the same. 

I) yes 2) no 

24. I think policemen are hardly ever arour~d when you need them. 

I) yes 2) no 

25. I think policemen usually hassle people for no reason. 

i) yes 2) no 

26. I think policemen have their jobs because they can't 
do anything else. 

i) yes 2) no 

27. In my family, dating: 

l) 

2) 

3) 

is something I can talk about with my parents. 

is something not usually talked about. 

is something we never talk about. 
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28. I have: 

i) many close friends 

3) no close friends 

2) one or ~o close friends 

29. In my family, I am: 

I) the oldest child 2) a middle child 

youngest child 4) the only child 

3) the 

30. I =hink a school cop is the same as any other cop. 

I) yes 2) no 

31o I think a school cop is nicer than a street cop. 

I) yes 2) no 

32° 

33. 

I think a school cop is in the school because he couldn't 
do the job in the street. 

l) yes 2) no 

I think a school cop is someone who just walks around 
and can't arrest anyone off school grounds. 

I) yes 2) no 

34. I want to : 

l) 

2) 

3) 

make good grades in school. 

make good grades and have a good social life while 
in school. 

have a good social and sports life rather than 
getting good grades while in school. 

4) make money and not go to school any longer. 
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Appendix C 

SCHOOL QUESTIONNAIRE & 

LAW ENFORCEMENT QUESTIONNAIRE 



SCHOOL qUESTIONNAIRE 

This questionnaire was developed to obtain two kinds of information. 
First, we are interested in knowing your opinion about how juveniles should 
be handled when they are involved in various kinds of unlawful act iv i t ies.  
Second, we are interested in knowing what you think local School Resource 
Officers do/should do in their assigned schools. 

Please complete this cover sheet and read the instructions on the 
following page before you begin the questionnaire. After you f in ish Section 
I, go on to Section I I ,  again reading the instructions careful ly before you 
begin. 

Thank you for  your assistance. 

GENERAL INFORMATION 

I©  

2. 

3, 

4. 

5. 

6. 

7. 

8. 

1 

10. 

11. 

12. 

Your school: 

What subject do you teach? 

Length of service at this school: 

Total years teaching experience: 

Age: 

Sex: 

Race: 

Highest level of education completed: 

College Major: 

B. A. Degree 
M. A. Degree 
Other 

Have you ever been a counselor/social worker? 

Have you ever been a law enforcement or correct ional  o f f icer?  

Do you have a re la t i ve  or close f r iend who is a law enforcement 
o f f i c e r ,  attorney, judge, correct ional o f f i c e r ,  etc. 

Which job(s)  do they have? 
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13. In your opinion, what is the general socio-economic status of the 
students at your school? What percentage would fal l  into "each of 
the following categories? (Total should equal 100%) 

a) low socio-economic status ( %) 
b) lower middle socio-economic status ( %) 
c) upper middle socio-economic sCatus ( ~) 
d) upper socio-economic status ( %) 

14. In your opinion, how does your school compare with other county 
schools in terms of the amount of crime in the school? (Circle one) 

15. 

a) fewer crime than at other schools 
b) about the same as other schools 
c) more crime than at other schools 

How did crime at your school last'year compare to crime the previous 
year? (Circle one) 

a) fewer crimes last year 
b) not much change from previous year 
c) more crime last year 

L 
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LAW ENFORC~IENT QUESTIONNAIRE 

This questionnaire was developed to obtain two kinds of information. 
F i r s t ,  we are interested in knowing your opinion about how juveni les should 
be handled when they are involved in various kinds of unlawful a c t i v i t i e s .  
Second, we are interested in knowing what you th ink local School Resource 
Off icers do/should do while in the i r  assigned schools. 

Please complete this cover sheet and read the instructions on the 
following page before you begin the questionnaire. After you finish Section 
I, go on to Section I I ,  again reading the instructions carefully before you 
begin. 

Thank you for  your assistance. 

GENERAL INFORMAT ION 

I .  Law Enforcement Agency: H.C.S.O. T.T.P.D. 
T.P.D. P.C.P.D. 

. 

o 

4. 

m 

6. 

7. 

8. 

. 

I0. 

I i .  

What is your current assignment (patrol, detective, juvenile, crime 
prevention, SRO, etc.)? 

How long have you been in your current assignment? 

How many years of experience do you have in the fo l lowing areas: 

Patrol 
Detective 
Crime Prevention 
Juvenile 
Total years law enforcement experience 

Age: 

Sex: 

Race: 

Highest level of education completed: High School 
A.A. Degree 
B.A. Degree 
M.A. Degree 
Other 

College Major: 

Have you ever worked as a counselor/social worker? 

Have you ever worked as a school teacher? 
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SECTION I 

Instructions" 

The next few pages cons is t  of 16 scenarios i nvo lv ing  a number 
of  young people. Each paragraph describes some kind of  adolescent 
misbehavior or a de l inquent  of fense. Some of the cases are s in i i l a r  
in nature but each case has at least  one fac to r  that  d i s t i ngu ishes  
i t  from the others.  Review each scenario c a r e f u l l y  and make a 
decis ion about how to best handle the case assuming that  you are 
making the f i n a l  d i s p o s i t i o n .  Remember, whatever you say goes. 

Once you have reviewed each case se lec t  the most appropr ia te  
d i s p o s i t i o n  from the response categories def ined below and mark 
your  answer on the quest ionna i re .  Should you wish to explain why you 
made a p a r t i c u l a r  dec is ion ,  please feel  f ree to do so in the space 
provided. 

a) Counsel and Release - -  Counsel the youth 
regarding the behavior and release to 
parents/guardians (wi thout  an a r r e s t ) .  

b) Divers ion - -  Refer the youth to a local  
service agency fo r  counsel ing,  employment, 
etc .  and thus stop cr imina l  j u s t i c e  system 
involvement at th i s  po in t  Cwith or w i thou t  
an a r r e s t ) .  

c) Probation -- Arrest the youth and place on 
probation with local youth probation 
authorit ies. 

d) Commitment --  Arrest  the youth and send to 
a halfway house or t r a i n i n g  school program 
f o r  de l inquents .  

e )  Transfer  to Adul t  Sys.tem --  Ar res t  the 
youth and send to j a i l ,  pr ison or other  
t reatment program for  adu l ts .  
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4 "  

i .  Pat has been apprehended for shop l i f t i ng  a leather bel t  and an 
expensive watch worth more than $200.00 from the local department 
store. Pat is a 16 year old male and has never been in trouble 
before. Pat curses the store employees who stopped him and says 
he doesn't feel bad at a l l  about t ry ing  to steal the a r t i c l e s .  

a) Counsel and Release 
b) Diversion 
c) Probation 

d) Commitment 
e) Transfer to Adult 

System 

Comment: 

. Michael is a 16 year old male. Last Friday night Michael was 
witnessed entering a nearby house through an unlocked backdoor. 
Once inside the house, Michael had second thoughts about steal ing 
anything and ran. This is Michael's f i r s t  contact with the 
juven i le  j us t i ce  sytem. Michael admits entering the house unlaw- 
f u l l y  and feels rea l l y  g u i l t y  for  doing i t .  

a) Counsel.and Release 
b) Diversion 

-c) Probation 

d) Commitment 
e) Transfer to Adult 

System 

Comment: 

. Tom is a 14 year old male who broke a window in a neighbor's house, 
entered the house and stole a Tampa Bay Buc's jacket worth S20.00. 
Tom has never been arrested before. Tom agrees to return the 
jacket  and work o f f  the cost of the broken window by mowing the 
neighbor's yard for a month. 

a) Counsel and Release 
b) Diversion 
c) Probation 

d) Commitment 
e) Transfer to Adult 

System 

Comment: 
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Robert is a 14 year old male and has had no previous contact wi th  
the j uven i l e  j u s t i c e  system. During school hours, Robert broke 
the door on a school locker wi th a screwdr iver  and s to le  a base- 
bal l  cap worth $5.00. When apprehended Robert is very apologet ic 
fo r  what he has done and volunteers a l l  de ta i l s  of  the event. 

a) Counsel and Release 
b) Diversion 
c) Probation 

d) Commitment 
e) Transfer to Adul t  

System 

Comment: 

. Larry is a 14 year old male and has been away from home for  three 
days wi thout  his mother's consent. Larry has run away twice 
prev iously  and was arrested as a runaway on one of these occasions. 
Larry says he w i l l  go home but he won't l i k e  i t  and he is t i r ed  of 
the po l ice  hassl ing him. 

a) Counsel and Release 
b} Diversion 
c) Probation 

d) Commitment 
e) Transfer  to Adul t  

System 

Comment: 

. Rick is a 16 year old male with no previous contac: wi th  the cr imina l  
j u s t i c e  system. A f te r  playing in the park a f t e r  school, Rick and one 
of his f r iends wander through the school grounds, break three windows, 
enter a classroom and do $500.00 damage to the school 's  audio-v isual  
equipment. When apprehended Rick 's a t t i t u d e  is good and he hopes he 
can do something to repay the school fo r  the damages. 

a) Counsel and Release 
b) Diversion 
c) Probation 

d) Commitment 
e} Transfer  to Adult  

System 

Comment; 
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. Leo is a 16 year old male and has been arrested prev ious ly  for  
s h o p l i f t i n g .  On Wednesday evening Leo s to le  a neighbor 's car,  
picked up some f r iends and drove to the beach and back. Leo was 
witnessed d r i v ing  the car back in to the neighbor 's driveway and 
running away. Leo says he was never in the car and doesn' t  know 
what the pol ice are ta l k ing  about. 

a) Counsel and Release 
b) Diversion 
c) Probation 

d) Commitment 
e) Transfer to Adult 

System 

Comment: 

. Jack is a 16 year old male wi th one p r i o r  ar res t  f o r  s h o p l i f t i n g .  
Yesterday Jack sto le a soccer bal l  worth $20.00 from a local 
spor t ing goods store. Jack feels bad about s tea l ing  the bal l  and 
is  r e a l l y  confused about why he did i t .  

a) Counsel and Release 
b) Diversion 
c) Probation 

d) Commitment 
e) Transfer  to Adult  

System 

Comment: 

. On his way to school Alex f inds a can of paint  and paints on the 
side wall  of  the neighborhood drug store.  Damages are estimated at 
$20.00. Alex denies paint ing the wa l l ,  refuses to pay for  the 
damages and t e l l s  the store owner he w i l l  get even fo r  get t ing him 
in t roub le .  Alex is a 16 year old male and has one previous arrest  
fo r  b icyc le  t h e f t .  

a) Counsel and Release 
b) Diversion 
c) Probation 

d) ConTnitment 
e) Transfer to Adult  

System 

C onTnent: 
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10. You saw Bil l  give another boy a small bag of marijuana. The 
other boy examined the bag's contents and handed Bill 520.00. 
As you approach the boy discards the marijuana. Bill denies 
ever having had the marijuana and tel ls you to "get off  his 
back." Bil l is a 14 year old male with one prior arrest fo r  
trespassing. 

a) Counsel and Release 
b) Diversion 
c) Probation 

d) Commitment 
e) Transfer to Adult 

System 

Con~nent: 

11. Jerry was si t t ing on the bench at the bus stop and did not 
notice the police off icer approaching. The off icer saw Jerry 
smoking what appeared to be a marijuana cigarette. Surprised 
by the off icer 's presence, Jerry threw three marijuana cigarettes 
on the ground. Jerry denies having had the marijuana in his 
possession and refuses to cooperate with the police off icer. 
Jerry is a 14 year old male and has had no prior contact with the 
police. 

a) Counsel and Release 
b) Divers ion 
c) Probat ion 

d) Commitment 
e) Transfer to Adult 

System 

Comment: 

12. While at school Tony gets in to  an argument wi th  his teacher and 
h i t s  the teacher over the head wi th a cha i r .  Later Tony 
v o l u n t a r i l y  apologizes to the teacher and the class fo r  causing 
the class d is turbance and for  h i t t i n g  the teacher. Tony has been 
arrested prev ious ly  fo r  truancy and is a 16 year old male. 

a) Counsel and Release 
b) Divers ion 
c) Probation 

d) Commitment 
e) Transfer  to Adul t  

System 

Comment: 
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13. Paul is a 14 year old male with one p r i o r  a r res t  for  shop- 
l i f t i n g .  Last Monday Paul grabbed the school lunchroom manager 
and demanded the cash from the reg is te r .  Paul took nearly 
$20.00 and ran. When apprehended Paul indicates that he would 
never have hurt  the lady, that he is t r u l y  sorry fo r  robbing 
her, and that  he w i l l  g lad ly  return the money. 

a) Counsel and Release 
b) Diversion 
c) Probation 

d) Commitment 
e) Transfer to Adult  

System 

Comme nt: 

14. Johnny is a !4 year old male with no p r i o r  contacts with law 
enforcement. Johnny was seen by a neighbor throwing a coke 
bo t t l e  through the side window of another neighbor 's house. 
Johnny denies throwing the bo t t le ,  curses the witness and refuses 
to cooperate with the pol ice.  

a) Counsel and Release 
b) Diversion 
c) Probation 

d) Commitment 
e) Transfer to Adult  

System 

Comment : 

15. Dave is a 14 year old male who has been prev iously  arrested for  
truancy and bicycle the f t .  At the bus stop before school th is  
morning, Dave got into a f i gh t  with another boy. When the boy 
returned home with a bloody nose, his mother reported the inc ident  
to the po l ice.  Dave regrets get t ing in to the f i g h t  and a f ter  
expla in ing what happened to cause the f i g h t  apologizes to the 
other boy. 

a) Counsel and Release 
b) Diversion 
c) Probation 

d) Commitment 
e) Transfer to Adult  

System 

Comment: 

c -  ix  



16. Jimmy is a 16 year old male with no previous arrests,  On Monday 
morning Jimmy threatened to h i t  a classmate and took $2.00 of His 
lunch money without force. Jimmy refuses to answer any questions 
and denies any involvement in the incident.  

a) Counsel and Release 
b) Diversion 
c) Probation 

d ) Commi tment 
e) Transfer to Adult 

System 

Comment: 

C - X 



SECTION II 

Instruct ions:  Listed below are a number of a c t i v i t i e s  School Resource 
Officers (SRO's) could be involved in at a school. Based on your knowledge 
and experience or what you have heard about the SRO program, indicate 
whether the o f f icers  are always, often, sometimes or never doing these 
things. Then indicate whether the o f f i ce rs '  involvement in each a c t i v i t y  
is very important, important, somewhat important, or not at a l l  important. 

Using the key at the top of each column, mark the most appropriate answers 
in the spaces provided to the r ight of the question. 

The SRO's are 
doing th is :  

This a c t i v i t y  is: 

Ac t i v i t i es  

1 o always 
2 o often 
3 - sometimes 
4 o never 

1 o very important 
2 - important 
3 - somewhat 

important 
4 - not at a l l  
. important 

Io 

2. 

. 

. 

. 

. 

. 

. 

. 

Direct t r a f f i c  at the schools. 

Counsel students who have been 
in trouble with the law. 

Talk to parents of students 
who have been misbehaving in 
school. 

Patro| the hal ls ,  restrooms, 
and school bui ldings. 

Stop people from coming on the 
schoo| grounds without 
permission. 

Supervise recess and outdoor 
a c t i v i t i e s .  

Teach students about the law 
and how i t  affects them. 

Make classroom presentations 
on various law enforcement and 
crime prevention subjects. 

Monitor students who are 
hab i tua l ly  truant.  

( ) 
( ) 

( ) 

( ) 

( ) 

( ) 

C ) 

( ) 

( ) 

( ) 
( ) 

( ) 

( ) 

( ) 

( ) 

( ) 

( ) 

( ) 

c -  xi 



'S_ection II (.continued .} 

Act iv i t ies 

The SRO's are 
doing t h i s :  

I - always 
2 - o f ten 
3 o sometimes 
4 o never 

This a c t i v i t y  i s :  

1 - very important  
2 - important 
3 - somewhat 

important  
4 - not at a l l  

imoortant  

10. 

11. 

12. 

13. 

14. 

15. 

!6. 

17. 

18. 

19. 

20. 

Handle many of  the school 's  
everyday d i s c i p l i n e  problems. 

Prevent crimes just by being 
present and by being seen 
often. 

Take the time to talk with 
students on an informal 
basis before and after school 
and between classes. 

Teach students the responsi-  
b i l i t i e s  of law enforcement 
o f f i c e r s  and the ro le  of  law 
enforcement agencies in the 
community. 

Advise students wi th  personal 
and f am i l y  problems where 
they can f i nd  help. 

Make themselves ava i lab le  for  
guidance i f  a student has a 
problem and wants to discuss 
i t .  

A r res t  students who commit 
crimes on school grounds. 

Attend f a c u l t y  meetings and 
planning sessions. 

Help teachers handle c lass-  
room behavior problems. 

Make themselves ava i lab le  to 
teachers and students to 
answer i nd i v idua l  questions 
about the law and the cr iminal  
j u s t i c e  system. 

Investigate crimes committed 
by students in the conTnunity 
outside the school. 

( ) 

( ) 

( ) 

C ) 

( ) 

C ) 

( ) 

C ) 

( ) 

C 

( ) 

( ) 

( ) 

( ) 

C ) 

( ) 

( ) 

C ) 

C ) 

c - x i i  



Section I I  (continued) 

A c t i v i t i e s  

The SRO's are 
doing th i s :  

I o always 
2 - often 
3 - sometimes 
4 o never 

This a c t i v i t y  is :  

i o very important 
2 o important 
3 - somewhat 

important 
4 - not at a l l  

imoortant 

21o 

22. 

23° 

Try hard to be f r i e n d l y  to 
students and school s t a f f .  

Present a good image for  
lawenforcement.  

Help prevent crimes by 
stopping possible offenders 
before they break the law. 

( ) 

( ) 

( ) 

( ) 

( ) 

C ¸ 

c - x i i i  



Appendix D 

MULTIPLE LINEAR REGRESSION ANALYSIS OF DATA. 



MLR ANALYSIS DATA 

An analysis of the responses to the scenarios was 

accomplished using a s t a t i s t i ca l  technique called mult ip le 

l inear regression (MLR), available in a computerized 

s t a t i s t i c a l  program package. I This procedure allows y o u  

to assess the degree to which selected factors,  in 

combination, account for the v a r i a b i l i t y  in the c r i t e r i a  

measure --  Disposit ion -- defined above. 

The MLR analysis of the differences between the SR0's 

and the Regular o f f icers  used the predict ion models 

defined in Tables 1D, 2D and 3D. The results indicate 

that the independent variables - -  type of offense, age of 

the youth described, the youth's pr ior  record, the youth's 

a t t i t ude ,  the o f f i ce rs '  education level and the length Of 

the o f f i ce rs '  current assignment - -  were important factors 

( s t a t i s t i c a l l y  s ign i f i can t )  in determining the disposi t ion 

chosen by the o f f i cers .  However, the data indicate the SRO's 

and the Regular of f icers were not s i gn i f i can t l y  d i f fe ren t  

on the disposit ion chosen. 

Tables 4D, 5D and 6D represent a s imi lar  analysis 

comparing the responses of the SR0's to those of the teachers 

sampled. 

1 SYSREG is the MLR program included in the computerized 
statistical package entitled "Statistical Analysis System II 
(SAS) available at the USF Regional Data Center. 

d -  i 
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IABLE 3D: MLR Analysis (Minor Offense Scenarios) 
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T.ABL_E 5D: MLR Ana lys_is (Serious. Offense Scenarios) 
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Append ix  E 

RESPONSES TO OFFICER & TEACHER SURVEY 

o SCENARIOS- 



Table IE : 
.GROUP 

Group By Disposition :~Lg ~,eVo~;) 
DISP 

Frequency 
Row Pc~ 

Counsel & 
Release 

33 
I~ 

~7 

./S,/~ 

,S'a 

17.:./3 

3 

/ 2 ,./ 

3£  go 

,,7~(5" 

I 

/o: 

3/. ~.s" 

e~O3 

Transfer to 
~dult Cour, t 

TOTAL 

3~ 

STATISTICS FOR 2-WAY To&BLES 

//~= ~//~ hnv~ ~F~_~/~O Ce,..n/5 dcss ~,v / ST. 

7"A~I~ ,,~ ~ 5p,~,~ "~h,~l C/,,'-Cz~u,Y#c me V wj~r D~ A- ~'.~I,~'I 7~; ~. 

Chi-Square ~, 7e~ DF = ~ PROB. -- ~ ~  

e -  i 



Table 26" : Group By Disposition 

GROUP OISP 

Frequency 
Row Pct 

Sg~ % 

Counsel & 
Release 

1. 

) .97 

6~ 

/ /  

2 

/ 0  

18 
II, S'-/ q~,7¢ 

4 

~S 

~2 

/97 

Transfer to 

2 
/, 3 ~  

2-- 
/ .9~. 

, /  

/S';::z. 

5,o,./ 

STATISTICS FOR 2-WAY T.%BLES 

~,,4,g,~,,/~C-.." &;L,~,,~ ,.<'f~ ~W 4~e ~e-e'~s ~,~,p_ e~, ,e¢ , ,a  r ~e~ . ' / s  Lc-~  //v~' 

Chi-Squara 0~','](~9.. DF = 1./ PROB. -- 0 ,  2./ ,g '2..  

Table a E  : Group By Disposition LrZH,~',wz D~x.~ ..CLe~_,H~) 

GROUP DISP 

Frequency 
Row Pc: 

C~-~c," (.E..s 

Counsel & 
Release 

/ 3 . 6z  

~S 

/G,~S 

3~ 

2~. Gg 

3..<" 

25.cS 

T/  

v./~,./ q 

4 

3~ 

2./,'71 

~q 93 

Transfer to 
,dul t Court 

5 

ol 
0,00[ 

1 °I C.~o I 

O 

TOTAL 

15"p_ 

STATISTICS FOR 2-WAY T.I~LES 

Chi- Squat a DFS {5 

e -  i i  

PKOB. = 



Table ~/E : Group By Disoosition (/#I(_ ~Cd6YJzf~-?c5 ,) 

GROUP DISP 

Frequency 
Row Pct 

| 

Counsel & 
Release 

1 

39  

,/z 
.~,75 

i 

7 5  

/ 7,'/~ 

8"7 
/6,/~ 

17~ 

297 

4 

qs 

3/ ,~ . s  

/ ~ q  

Transfer to 
dul t 5 Cour!t 

~(,., 

"7, s"o 

TOTAL 

3o9 

q£o 

STATISTICS FOR 2-WAY T.k~LES 

DF= 5Z P~OB. = D, ooob 

e -  i i i  



Table ~"~" Group By Disposition (~/cu~ C~'~e_ .~_~,~,"t,~ie-~) 
GROUP 

Frequency 
Row Pct 

~ 6 Z z  Lz/~ 

DISP 

Counsel & Transfer to 
Release ~dult Coult 

I 2 3 a 5 .. TOTAL 

g 

g 
6 ,TG 

I f  

/8 
/ / .B~ 

I@ 
?.5o 

3~ 

~,7 f  ,-/~,'7¢ 
,Z 1 1 ~  

i . . ~  ! 

Z./l.~,~-- 1 _~,~7 /~,s"~ 

/~ /  1 /5/ 

~Vm 

STATISTICS FOR 2-WAY TABLES 

Chi-Square ~ ~ DF : # PROB. = ~ ~ ( -  

• 

Table ~ -  : Group By DisPosi t ion ,'~m~ ~ / ~ f ~  ~t~e~',/-#/ 

GROUP DISP 

Frequency 
Row Pct 

Counsel & 
Release 

Transfer  to 
I d u l t  Courl t 

i 5 TOTAL 

| 

23.e~ 

~9 

lof~ 

@ 
9 ~,~z 

Y'7 
B2.c.S 

I ~  

D, c c  

~ /  I, Io  
# , ' . ~  I 4 , / 7  

i 

.~I ! /c 
i 

?do 

69~ 

STATISTICS FOR 2-WAY TABLES 

Chi-Square ~.i~:5" DF = L/ PROB. = C , C ~ 7 1  

e -  iv 



Table 7E:  Group By Disposition (//L/ fC~.',4,~,,c,s) 
GROUP DISP 

Frequency 
Row Pct 

i 

~Ro 5~ 

Counsel & 
Release 

7.8~ 

/ 9 5 "  

a ,~ . s 4  

;.o? 

2 

vb 

/S./3 

2-98 

d~d 

3 

qo 
9~, 94 

/ c g  

/76 
/q. 7.~ 

~e4 

aransfer to 
~dult Court 

P. 

O.&(~ 

34  
.4, .~.z 

TOTAL 

/ / 9 5  

STATISTICS FOE 2-WAY TABLES 

chi-Square ~ 3 , , / ~ .  VF= z/' PROB. = O,C~l 

e - v 



4:-  Table 8~"  : 

GROUP 

Frequency 
Row Pct 

3 /O 

DISP 

Counsel & Transfer to 
Release ~dul t Cou, t 

I 2 3 ¢ 5 
~Z 7~ 

TOTAL 

j~'2._ 

#4 
q,.~7 

q7 
Ja..p.q 

//7 

26,R~ 

/ .5= 

3,$" 

~ 7  

STATISTICS FOR 2-WAY TABLES 

PROB. = ~,DO0/ 

i 

Table E/~ : Grou~) By D ispos i t i on fh~ /~  ,~~,,..'~E.-CcPx..',,~.'z~s,~ 

GROUP DISP 

Frequency 
Row Pct 

S.eo 

7"e~e~.~ 

Counsel & 
Release 

2 . /  

/3,~'2- 

3 A ; ¢  

/&o 

2 

3~ 

23.6~ 

/9x 

3/,9/ 

/2~ 

9 ~  

-~/.~7 

/ ~  

Transfer to 
t I dul t Cour 

5 

B3 o 

2-/, 7/ ~ , o~ 

~9 9 , 

i 19.2..6 ; 2 , o ~ .  ~ 
• I 

i i 

TOTAL 

597 

STATISTICS FOR 2-WAY TABLES 

7-A~/~ j5 ~o Sv;,eF_sE 4V-/~r C#,-SC-ev,~,eE m,+y xj~r" .de--/q- V,,+L,~ /~, 

Chi-Square ~q,b~2-~ OF = ~ PROB. = 6,CC0 / 

e - vi 



T, able /06": Group By OisDosition frill ~'~_x.,,4~z/~.~j 
GROUP DISP 

Frequency 
Row Pct 

Ta__,,/c#:_x~ 

, ~ E ~  t,~ ,~ 

i 

Counsel & 
Release 

2 3 

 591 3 3 o , ~ .  3o,14 
i 

I 

4 

.2p.S 

/ Ta, 

/ ¢  "25" 

Transfer to 
.dult Cour i 

5 TOTAL 

/9 
Lb~ 

..44 / 6 5  

2~,94 

qo~ 

3~ 

STATISTICS FOR 2-WAY TABLES 

C:-~L-Square /-~. 5 7~ Dr = ~ /  PROB. -~ O,~. 

I 

e - v i i  



Table ll~C: Group By Disposition :~z~ ~p/~Lg=- ~e-/_~f_~hs) 

GROUP OISP 

Frequency 
Row Pct 

5no 

Counsel & 
Release 

:9 
/ 0 . / 0  

V4 

/o.5 

I,  i l  
:~ "-A, / d  

Xg7 

3 
T 

~/~ 

,.~,~. .~.g 

/5"5 
a~, 9 /  

/ / 7  

~ Tp. 

Transfer to 
~dul t Cou) 

5 

/ 5  
2.5"7 

~ /  
~p 

TOTAL 

V~ 

/o9o 

STATISTICS FOR 2-WAY TABLES 

Chi-Square Z 7 ~ -  DF = ~/ PROB. = 0,/~07 

Table/RE: Group By Disposition(/~;~'c~ O / ~ x . : . ~ "  ,ff~e,,uA-,e.,~' 0 
GROUP DISP 

Frequency 
Row Pct 

XJe6~z~ 
7-mzw-#~s 

m 

Counsel & 
Release 

l&o 
P7,4o 

/39 

2 

/~/p. 

3/, 91 

3 

IBiS 

~7 ~,b9 

7~ 

//~9 

86 59 

l 

234 I /~9 

Transfer to 
Ldult Court 

5 TOTAL 

/c2-q 

STATISTICS FOR 2-WAY T.%BLES 

Chi-Square 2 o ( : ~  DS = 4 

e - v i i i  

PROB, = 



Appendix F 

RESPONSES TO OFFICER & TEACHER SURVEY 

- FREQUENCY & IMPORTANCE OF SRO ACTIVITIES - 



Table I /=  : Group By Frequency :I~:/~./.~;:9/:.. /~e/,Vi/-z:z) 

GROUP FREQ 

Frequency 
Row Pct 

Always 

I 
i 

I~5 
SS, b{~ 

2 7~ 

41. c.5 

2 

IOO 

I#'~ 
9~39 

293 

3 

i~5" 

i97 

STATISTICS FOR 2-WAY TABLES 

Never 

4 

0 

TOTAL 

Ls-~. 

5o ~4~ 

Chi-Square ~/E, z/6 _~ ° DF: 5 
DF- X 

PROB. -~ ~63,O/ 

Table 2-: : Group By Frequency (~.c',,?/::~:.,:,~,,/:/~. /~/7~}Ae<) 

GROUP FREQ 

Frequency 
Row Pct 

5,eo '~ 

APE6L, ~.r~ 
7-e,,f~//E:2 _~ 

AI ways Never 

1 

/D 
.5.s~- 

5 f  
/ 2 . / 0  

2 

9~ 
.A/ .e  S" 

77 
J X~9;. 

3 

3f,,. q~. 

/09 2~6 

STATISTICS FOR 2-WAY TABLES 

4 

97 

21,1~, 

TOTAL 

/5"~. 

3 ~5 ~ 

q92 

Chi-Square ~,0£'3 DF = 

f- i 

PROB. = 0, 0 ~IA~i ~ 



Table #~ : GroupBy FreQuency (~A'/.~/;~</~z]#/a /)7</,v/A#.~) 

GROUP FREQ 

Frequency 
Row Pct 

TP# cH~.'5 

A266~ ~ z/r#__ 

Always 

1 

#s? 
#%## 

27o 

, I / ,  c9 

7 ~  

I f i .~ 

/9. sy 

Never 

2~ 
~ , I ~  

#,5% 

55 

TOTAL 

i~>L-7 

/72-~ 

STATISTICS FOR 2-WAY TABLES 

Chi-Square /'~.b,~b" DF : PROB. _z Z9,OI 

Table #F : GrOUD ..By Freauency FTx,.'v~P,P~(~F,~'>31£- ,~<~',','At_s) 
GROUP 

Frequency 
Row Pct 

5~(~ 

RE£i,~ LHxC 
TCA~/fe-~pS 

FREQ 

A1 ways 

1 

i4.73 

i ' ?.z<~ 

2 

143 

77 

. ~ . ~ -  

3 

2~y 

.#¢ fi~. 

Never 

1% 97 

23 
~ X / 6  

TOTAL 

6q..~ 

I 
9':>7 

STATISTICS FOR 2-WAY TABLES 

Ch~-Square ~?,C25L DF = PP, OB. = ~,  ~0 



,Tab le 5"F" ' Group By Frequency (/{~.r.~,,,~.~"/.4,~ /~:.//,'~//t'~ ) 

GROUP 

Frequency 
Row Pct 

~.AJ l~c. Z 
~o /;Y e e , z ~ 

FREQ 

Always 

1 

/53 

/(~ / 

~ 4  

IE>O 

5¢od 

/¢? 

3 

,92. 
//25 

27 

Never 

4 

,0 

D 

TOTAL 

2~'5 

28~ " 

E'7o 

STATISTICS FOR 2-WAY TABLES 

Chi-Square ~.¢p73 DF = ~, PROB. : 0 ,  ~/~/~. 

Table/ -p~:  Grouo By Frequency (~7-~,#~p,~c>plZlhg/~ /)~t;,/7~, 9 

GROUP 

Frequency 
Row Pct 

5~3 

FREQ 

A1 way s 

1 

/,Y, qR 

V/ 

3~ 
~ / , o 5  

,-// 

.,7c.¢7 

73 

7o 

~6 

Never 

4 

~57 
~ V.a,/ 

/?  

//./3 

STATISTICS FOR 2-WAY TABLES 

TOTAL 

/52_ 

Chi-Square /¢/22. DF = 5 PROB. = d9,C027 

f -  i i i  



Table 7 F :  Group By Frequency (t~/)/;#.c/:~,#,/# /61,~/¢~',~Z~"~) 

GROUP 

Frequency. 
Row Pct 

i " 

FREQ 

Always 

I 

iLo l 
5"¢:, 49 

/ ~ -  

#,/.. 3~. 

3 ~  

34,c,q 

3Y,~3 

;(5"d~ 

2 7  
¢,'/7 

7:z 
/ 7  ~ 7  

Never 

~ , ~  

/ 

= .  

i 

TOTAL 
I 

STATISTICS FOR 2-WAY TABLES 

Chi-Square I ~ ,  ~°~A DF : 
bF.--~. 

PROB. : ~ P , ~ 3 ~ .  
Pn¢~. t_ O, o l  

Table~/--- : Group By Freouency(~-z~,,,pF~i~/~Je_ ~ i l t ' ; ' , , / / ~ )  

GROUP 

Frequency 
Row Pct 

f<z~.le t ,'t.,¢_ 

FREQ 

A1 ways 

1 

A6 
IS,q% 

/2. S'o 

4J 

6S 

~6 

/'C: 

Never 

1"7 
//,15 

i 

/3.,~4 

STATISTICS FOR 2-WAY TABLES 

TOTAL 

I 
i 

Chi- Square '.~, 7 ~  DF = PROB. : ~, ~/~ 6L/ 

f -  i v  



Tabl e ~]: : Group Bv Importance (//f'toeg.W,*lc- dctir./~e'~ ) 

GROUP IMPORT 

Very Not at All 
FrequenCYRow Pct [ Implrtant Importan)4 

/~o 67 

3&'.7~ ll.l.Z 

/08 

~9 
©.o0 

I 

/7 

/ 7  

TOTAL 
J,73 

II oo 

Ic,no.x,,,k,'E.' 
STATISTICS FOR 2-WAY TABLES 

0 , o t  Chi-Square / B , ~  DF = ~  PROB.- 

..S. 

Table i ~ F :  Group By Importance (~/-n~'P/:~#'~Y,V/e A<//r i~ 'e~) 

GROUP IMPORT 

Frequency 
Row Pct 

.t n c H ~  s I 

Very Not at All 
Important Important 

/ 7  
/ / ,#/  

/ 06  
.a3,.5;z.- 

3~ 
,,z~,gz 

II 
;as. /7 

/ 4 5  

3 

,5:5- 

/3B 
.~ 9. .9 f 

d~ 
: 7 .oS 

9V 
.~ I , I ~  

13 5 

TOTAL 

q~5 

ss? 

STATISTICS FOR 2-WAY T.~BLES 

Chi-Square 

f - V 

PROB.= 



Table U~- : GrOUD By Im~)ortance (A~W~:p,~,~/~ A,l,~i'~',:s ) 

GROUP IMPORT 

Frequency 
Row Pct 

Very Not at All 
Imporzant Important 

L.sI 
5"?. 

.Sc.~- 

l.V,e.L, 

5c,.~-f 

.~5". ~.. 

Ic,/ 
f,/V 

/1,12. 

15" 

/.3~. 

/7 
2 c,6 

TOTAL 

i /o~-  

.gX7 

STATISTICS FOR 2-WAY TABLES 

Chi-Square ~', 5-'/'%~ DF = 3 z /LID PROB. - 

Table 2~ / : :  Group. By Importance (2-/~4(pP-L,p,c/W/e. llL/,i.';l~,.~) 

GROUP IMPORT 

Frequency 
Row Pct 

5 z?o 

Very Not at All 
Important important 

/ ~  / 
~ . ~  

/c,6; 

~5 9X 

25"2 

2 

1.9~., 
6/.~,3 

112. 

x~/7 

3 

/35 

50/ 

4 

/c5 

/7 ~x 

?V 
9/,/~. 

/77 

TOTAL 

5;s  

/c95 

STATISTICS FOR 2-WAY TABLES 

Chi- Square ~. 5"/O DF= PROB. z._ C), ~c, 



Table JSF'. Group By Importance (//7.~:::-p~zili/.+" /~,-/~V//~.'s ). 
• i . ~ . ,  - • , " - 

GROUP IMPORT 

Frequency 
Row Pet 

5*D'S 

Very Not a t  A l l  
Impor tant  

74,74 

~7 
.2,¢s¢ 

=zA c.5- 

/ ~ 7  

,,G 

s:. .9~ 

/2.. 
,-/. ~/ 

2-6 

Importanl  

4. 
E' 

(:,~0 

0 
C:, #Z'.] 

0 

TOTAL 

~7~ 

STATISTICS FOR 2-WAY TABLES 

Chi-Square ~,6:/_~ DF = ~. PROB. : 6 3, 3~5-~- 

Tab]e/~/Ac: Group By Importance (/A.:/4/~p~r,:/:,~4/~" ,'f"/~,';"~e'-~.~ 
• .J # 

GROUP IMPORT 

Frequency 
Row Pct 

Sj2u's 

('c.,',.",~c(. 

Very Not at  A l l  
Important,  Impor tant  

, '7 
II.$I 

25.(~Z 

.$3 

2 

22,//2 

s-s- 

3 

,5,5- 
5.9,1~ 

,-/~. 
:q .  &./ 

4 

2 7, t,9 

iC,.b 5 

J E  

TOTAL , 

/Vq 

STATISTICS FOR 2-WAY TABLES 

Chi-Square 22. ~g~ DF : 3 PROB. : 0: t:.:c.'l 

f - v i i  



i 

@ 

Table / b'#" : 

GROUP 

Frequency 
Row Pct 

C~,.,t~e. l 

/@£,d.,t-£ 

Group By [moortance (App~.c~/z,7¢l#-I~<~,,',~l'b~j 
IMPORT 

Very 
Important 

g / 3  
74.74 

~q.9 

2 

~ 5  
S,#¢ 

Not at All 
Importa n) 

4 TOTAL 

0 ;z.W~ 
O,c,~ 

o.U~ 

/#7  

4e~ 7 

STATISTICS FOR 2-WAY TABLES 

Chi-square ~. ?~ DF = .~ 
2)F= 

PROB. = ~, ,-d95"/.5" 

°Table/¢ F : Group By Importance (~-i,,~pp~c:p~z,#te ~-t-c ~ , , '~ ,~  

GROUP IMPORT 

Frequency 
Row Pct 

&c.i,.~z~,.L 

Very Not at A1 
Impor tan t Impor tan t 

.,.55 
,56,/¢ 

Je, 83 

i 

U5 

?/ 

4 

i6  
/'m. S-~ 

//, t,7 

TOTAL , 

/52.. 

39~ 

STATISTICS FOR 2-WAY TABLES 

Chi-Square ¢3, 7.~5 DF= PROB.= C, qE'C,C, 

. v~ 




