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ABSTRACT

The Chicago Safe School Study was undertaken at the request of the
General Superintendent of Schools, and supported by Grant Number NIE~-G—
79-0048 of the National Institute of Education, Department of Health,
Education, and Welfare. The study began in the summer of 1979 and data
collection was completed in the summer of 1980. Analysis of the data was
completed in the Spring of 1981.

The Chicago study was modeled after the National Safe School Study
done by the National Institute of Education and completed in 1978. Modi-
fications in the model were made on the basis of particular needs and
interests of the local school district. Basically, the study is a victimi-
zation survey of students and teachers in the school system. Respondents
were asked to describe in detail specific incidents of crime where they
were the victims.

Based on survey results, it is estimated that about 62,500 students
(25%) in grades 7 through 12 have something stolen from them in a two-
month period. It is also estimated that about 8250 students are physically
attacked (3.3%) and 6250 students are robbed (2.5%) in these same grade
levels in a two-month period. It is further estimated that 6750 teachers
(27%) have something stolen from them; 443 teachers (1.77%) are physically
attacked; and 100 teachers are robbed (0.4%) in a two-month period. These
estimates are projections from a sample of 12,882 students out of a popu-
lation of approximately 250,000, and a sample of 1413 teachers out of a
population of 24,000 classroom teachers. k

In spite of these large rates of victimization, in comparing the
Chicago schools with other large urban school systems, the Chicago victimi-
zation rates for both students and teachers are below national averages
for cities over 250,000 population as determined by the 1978 NIE study.

The Chicago survey also determined that (a) many students bring some
form of weapon to school for self-protection at least part of the time,

(b) many students avoid certain places in and around the school, and cer-
tain places on the way to or from school because of fear, and (c) the
presence of street gangs and the fear of personal safety because of their
presence is felt throughout the entire school system.

Students, teachers, and principals who were respondents in the sur-

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

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

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

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

. The gtudy of school-related crime is relatively new, and nationally
aggregated data have only been available for the last few years. Crime
data is usually geénerated as a by-product of the adminisfration of crimi-
nal justice agencies, the most obvious example béing the Uniform Crime
Reports of the Federal Bureau of Investigation. School systems have
generally handled all but the most serious incidents internally, and
the majority of incidents which may be classified as crime have not
even been brought to the attention of fhe police. Officially collected
crime statistics, whether from the polies, jiwvenile courts, or the
schools; have not shed much light on the problem of school-related crime
since the information has not been readily available and the informa=-
tion available has not“come even close to assaying the problem.

For these and other reasons, most of the data collected in recent
years have come from sﬁrvey research-~the use of interviews and question-
naires--and the source of information haé been the victime--ztudents
and teachers. The most significant of these survey studies with respect

to schools was the survey conducted by the National Institute of Educa-

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

it g s s st




642 public high schools. According to this study the risk of personal
violence for both student.and teacher is greatest in large urban schooi 
systems, and steadily éééreases as one nmoves to suburbs, small towns,
and finally to rural areas. This finding is not surprising, since all
measures of crime which we have, ranging from the Uniform Crime Reports
to national victimization survey data obtained in National Crime Sur-
veys (Law Enforcement Assistance Administrétion and the U.S. Bureau of
the Census) indicate that serious crime occurs much more frequently in
large urban areas.

In 1979 the‘Chicégo Board of Education decided to conduct a study
of school-related crime and violence--modeled largely after the NIE
national survey--witgin the schools of -Chicago. The Chicago skudy was
not undertaken without trepidation. The NIE study showed that school-
related crime rates were often three to four times higher than the
national average in large metropolitan scﬁool systems( and it was ex-
pected that victimization rates in Chicago schools would prové to be
bothkshocking and embarrassing. Such did not prove to be the case.
While Chicago victimization rates were inlsome cases higher than the
national dverages, they were substantially lower than the rates for
large urban schocl systems nationally, as determined in the NIE study.
A major finding qf the Chicégo‘study was that, in comparison with the
victimization rates for other large urban systems, Chicago rates were
lower.

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

. Chicago schools, we have no comparison data and cannot state that school-

related crime and violence has gone down. All we can say is that in com-

paring 1977 data for large urban school systemsvnationally, with 1980
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data from the Chicago stﬁdy, we find less crime being reported by gtu—
dents and teachers than could have been expected if the 1977 national
data were relied upon.

One explanation for the lower rates in Chicago may be simply that
the Chicago survey was done about three years after the national study.
The NIE national study- report stated that school-related crime appeared
to have leveled off, and was decreasing. Perhaps the Chicago data is
confirmation of the NIE prediction. Another explanation for the lower
rates in Chicago may have to do with the différent populations sampled
(small samples in a large number of urban school systems versus a large
sample in one urban school system) and the different ways in whieh the
two studies were conducted.

Other than the victimization rates, the Chicago study findinys are
very similar to those of the national study. Throughout this'report we
will compare the findings of the two studies and show striking similari-
ties. These similarities add to the validity of the findings for both

studies.

CONCEPTUAL FRAMEWORK

The Chicago study was designed to provide guidance for the develop-
ment of policy and program initiatives formulated to reduce crime and
violence directed against the person. The Chicago system has an adequate
approach to the prevention, monitoring, and evaluation of crimes against
school property, but, like mbst school systems, it finds it difficult to
obtain an adequate picture of the extent and nature of crimes against
persons. ~The Chicago study was desigﬁed not only to provide information

about the frequency of such incidents, but also to answer the following
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questions concerning the incidents:
* Who are the vicﬁims?
* Who are the offenders?
* What is the extent of injury involved?
* To what extent are weapons used?
* When are the incidents Sccﬁrring?
* Where are the incidents occurring?
* What proportion of the incidents is reported?
* What are the peiceptions and feelings of students

and teachers regarding crime and violence in and

around the school?

0}
1
1

‘To some extent the Chicago victimization survey has found answers

to all of these questions.

Measures of School Crime and Violence

To measure school-related crime and violence, information was col-
lected about four types of crimes: theft, assault, robbery, and rape.
There were too few valid cases of rape reported for analysis or mean-
ingful camment. Thus, all of the information about specific incidents
ip this report deals with ﬁhree types of crimes: theft, assault, and
robbery.

The survey was conducted during the months of March, April, and
May, and the first week of June, 1980._Respondents were given question-
naires which asked them, among oﬁher things, to describe in detail any
incident of theft, assault, robbery, or rape in which they w;re victims
in the last two months. Successive waves of students and teachers were
given the questionnaire each week during the sufvey preriod. With a two-

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

gt YR 3

The study should shed some Light on little known facets of
school-related crime as it affects the Chicago schools. Some of the
information is system-specific and may not prove useful to other school
systems, except as a model for analysis. This is another way of saying
that the findings, or portions of it, may not be generalizable to
other large school systems which have their own set of unique problems.
Of interest to administrators of other school systems may be Volume
II of the report, which concerns the methodology of the study,'and a

third document entitled Conducting a Victimization Study in Your

School. Both may be obtained by writing to the Center for Urban Educa-
tion, 160 West Wendell, Chicago, Illinois 60610.

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

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

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

brief compérison of the Chicago data with national data. The national
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data are takenkprimarily from a National Institute of Education report

entitled Violent Schools - Safe Schools: The Safe School_ Study Report

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

study, readers are referred to the Introduction and subsequent chap-
ters of Volume I of the report. In the next several pages we have at-
tempted to summarize a large amount of information for quick perusal.
This overview, therefbre, contains only the barest highlights of the

findings.
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HIGHLIGHTS OF THE FINDINGS

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

* About 24 out of every hundred students in grades 7 through 12 re-

port having something worth more than one dollar stolen from them in a

two-month period.

Proportion of
students reporting
theft (24%)

* About 27 out of every 100 classroom teachers report having some-

thing stolen from them in a two-month period

) ‘Proporﬂon of
students reporting
theft (27%)
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* The likelihood of a student becoming a victim of theft is a func-

tion of age in grades 7 through 1l2. Students who are 12 to 13 years of

age are almost twice as likely to report a theft as students 16 years

of age or older.

121013
year olds

141015

o 5 i

161017
year olds

gt o R

18 or older

VRSP SR

PERCENT OF STUDENTS REPORTING THEFT BY AGE OF VICTIM

year olds

in that order.

39.4%
28.4%
22.5%
22.5%
L | | 1 L]
0 10 20 30 40
Rate per 100 students

(based on proportional age group in sample)

* The likelihood of a student becoming a victim of theft is related

.

to race (in grades 7 through 12). While American Indian students repre-
sent the smallest racial minority identified in the survey, as a pro-
portion of their race in the sample, these students report the most in-

cidents of theft, followed by blacks, whites, Hispanics and Asians

P iy g
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PERCENT OF STUDENTS REPORTING THEFT, BY RACE

American indian ‘ 34.0%
Black 32.0%
White] . 27.0%
Hispanic 25.0%

Asian 20.0%
| I l l [ | | | l
0 10 20 30 40

Rate per 100 Students #

(baéed on proportion of race in sample) .

* The classroom is the most likely place for theft to occur, regard-

less of the sex, age, or race of the victim, and regardless of whether

the victim is a student or a teacher.

" PERCENT OF THEFT WHICH OCCURS IN CLASSROOM

Students § - . 39%

Teachers | 79%

——
b
e

1 | | l l |
0 20 40 60 80 100

Percent of Reported Theft
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Over one-third of theft from students and two-thirds of theft

from teachers involve the loss of school books and supplies.

PERCENT OF THEFT INVOLVING BOOKS OR SCHOOL SUPPLIES

Students | 35.5%

Teachers L 56%

15 30 45 60
Percent of Reported Theft

(-]

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

involve losses of less than five dollars in replacement cost

PERCENT OF THEFT INVOLVING LOSS OF LESS THAN FIVE DOLLARS

Students 48%
Teachers I ; 58%
L l ! | 1
0 18 30 45 60
Percent of Reported Theft
10
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both students and teachers report being phys

s

month period, with an even larger

threatened assaults. Among th

following:

* Just over 3 out of every 100 students in grades
port being physically attacked in a two-month D

school environment or on the way to

attack them in a two-month period,

, Stugients and Teachers as Victims of ASSAULT.... ; . A large proportion of

ically attacked in a two-

proportion reporting attempted or

e major findings about assault are the

on the way to or from school.

11

Proportion of students
g an attempted
assault (8.6%)

reportin

oot g S 85

or from school.

Proportion of students
reporting an assault
(3.3%

7 through 12 re-

eriod, either in the

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

7 .
either in the school environment oOr

AN P e Y TR R

e emr R SR T R T



i * Almost 2 out of every 100 teachers reportk being physically attacked * The likelihood of assault 1s greatest for 12 and 13 year old stu-
in the school in a two-month period dents and steadily decreases with age (18 year olds are victims of an
: ,
% . assault about one-fourth as often as 12 to 13 year olds)
| \ ‘ .
5 |
Propartion of teachers . ,
reporting an assauit ‘ -
(1.77%)
q RATE OF STUDENT ASSAULT BY AGE LEVEL .
, 1213years | 117%
o ‘
14-15 ysars ' 1.1%
16-17 years § 0.56%
18 years or older 0.26%
* About 9 out of every 100 teachers report being threatened with an
assault or an attempt being made to assault them in the school in a o ‘ | L f ] | ] | | | ]
two-month period. o o ’ 0 0.2 0.4 0.6 08 10 1.2 'l.4> 1.6
’ Rate per 100 Students '
(based on proportion of age group in sample)
Proportion of teachers .
reporting an attempted S . . ' |
assault (9%)
. . |-
v B ‘
|
) ;
4 ;
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AN - {
V |
|
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* Male students are almost twice as likely to become victims of an

|
assault as are female students

PERCENT OF TOTAL REPORTED ASSAULTS, BY SEX

Male students 69%
Female students J 31%
| | | | | | i | |
1] 20 40 60 : 80

Percent of Total Assaults

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

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

male teachers in the system than males.

Proportions of
teachers reporting
an assault by sex
of victim

14

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

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

RATE OF ASSAULT BY RACE
American indian | - 8.4%
Black 4.1%
White 3.7%
Hispanic 3.4%

Asian 2.4%
L l | I i ! | I | l l
0 2 4 6 8 10

Rate per 100 Students
15
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* About 4 in 10 assaults on students take place off school property, * In about half of the assaults on students the victim report
usually while on the way to or from school. being injured.
WHERE ASSAULTS ON STUDENTS TAKE PLACE
in school : 37.4% - Proportion of student
) assaults in which an
injury was reported
Outside of 23.0% (53%)
buliding I ' ;
Off schoot
property 40.5% , :
| I | | ! | I l | I l
0 10 20 30 40 50 .
: Percent of Reported Assaults
B , : * In about half of the assaults on teachers, the victim report
* Over half the assaults on students take place before or after re- . .
; being injured.
: gular school hours.
|
: Proportion of assaults g
which DO NOT Take K Proportion of assaults
place during regular - on feachers in which an
school hours e Injury was reported
‘ i ﬁ“ ,A (50%)
16 R g .
- — e e e 5 o i ‘% LT g
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e * Over half of the assaults on studenté involved attackers who‘
* In about half of the assaults on students, the attackers were prob- were older ﬁhan the victim
: ably other students at the school. - oy
B 1 . . b ;\"\‘
= AGE OF THE ATTACKER
) Younger § 7.3
o : Proportion of student About same age ' 38.6%
| o assaults where the -
B aftackers were p;ogabg
b studen .
3‘; : (50%) Older I 54.1%
i 1 o
it 0 10 20 30 40 50 60
’ " Percent of Total Assaulfs o
é * In 7 out of 10 assaults on students, the attackers were of the
g . :
i same race as the victim.
il ; , .
‘ * Tn about 9 out of 10 assaults on students the attacker was of the ‘ o
. ) Proportion of student S
& same sex as the victim. ' ; 7 GSSGI#fS:(n which the ' <
attacker was of a . ‘
o different race o
8 @ (30.8%)
'ze : | |
3 Proportion of student
s ; assaults in which the
R : ~ aftacker was of
e ‘ different sex than
- ; ‘ the victim (9.1%)
R
| ’
= 19 )
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Proportion of student
assauits where weapon
was used (33.7%)

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

tified as students at the school.

Non-students

20

Students and Teachers as Victims of ROBBERY. . . . -+ Just ‘over 2 out of every

100 students reported being robbed and an even larger proportion report-

,ed'that‘an attempt was made to rob them in a two month period, although

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

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

* Approximately 2.5 percent of students in grades 7 through 12 report
being robbed in a two month period.

Proportion of students
reporting a robbery
(2.5%)

*Approximately l(ﬁﬁt of 200 classroom teachers report being robbed

in a two month period.

Proportion of teachers
reporting a robbery
(0.4%)

21

= T N




kS

7y

* Male students are almost twice as likely to report being robbed

as are female students

Proportions of male
and female students
reporting a robbery

* The likelihood of a student being robbed is greatest for 12 and 13
year olds and steadily decreases with age (18 year olds report being

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

PERCENT OF STUDENTS ROBBED BY AGE LEVEL

1213 years 8.3%

14-15 years 5.1%

16-17 years 3.4%

18 or older 1.8%
L I | I | I | | ]
V) 4 6 8 10

Rate per 100 Students
22

* In ksc’hgol, the most likely place for a student to be robbed

is in the classroom.

; " STUDENT ROBBERY BY PLACE OF OCCURRENCE
Place in the School -

Classroom

22.1%

Halls/Stairs

9.6%

Playground

9.5%

Washroom

8.6%

. iLunchroom

4.2%

* Outside of school,

on school grounds and w

In School

On School Grounds
Outside of Building

Off School
Grounds

about equal numbers of robberies take place

10

13

20

hile on the way to or from school.

42%

30%

i

28%

28

10

23
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* Less than half of student robberies take plade inside the school. * Over h
alf of the student robberi o
% erles took place either befor
e or

after regular school hours

. Place of Occurrence

L | A2.1% | »
ROBBERY OF STUDENTS BY TIME OF OCCURRENCE

" In School

During Regular
School Hgours : 46.3%]

Properly

4 : .

; : . E .

8 On School 3
| - 0% £
!

|

{

i (j’ B .

8 : - Before or After

f . SchoolHours | ' 33.7%
j .

Off School ' .
Property ‘ 28%

et I R IR |
i 0 10 20 30 40 50 5

Percent of Reported Robbery .

L | | | | | | o
-0 10 20 30 40 50 60
Percent of Reported Robberies

* In 2 out of 3 cases of student robbery, the victim and the offen-
’ % In oy
er half the cases of student robbery, no weapon was invelved

der are of the same sex.

STUDENT ROBBERY: SEX OF VICTIM AND OFFENDER

L e S R R RN

No Weapon
Used
60%

g Same Sex C o 81.3%

1

L I B ! l | l |
0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 B

g
R 2 | ’ ‘ Percent of Reported Robberies
|

|
=t ,
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injury. |
| Proportion of Students

ng an Injury
Reporti g’ 210%

e victim was
than half the cases of student vobbery, th
* In more

y more than one offender.

robbed b
ROBBERY OF STUDENTS BY NUMBER OF OFFENDERS INVOLVED
40%
One Offender
25.4%
Two Offenders
Three Offenders " | ‘ 14.6%
More than Three ‘ ?0%
P TR MR NN N B 4\0
0 10 20 30

percent of Reported quberles
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* In 4 out of 10 caSes of student robbery, the offender was pProbably
another student at the school. \

Proportion of Robberies of =
Students where Offender was
. probably another Student

Non-Studem
680%

* The ;ikelihood of being robbed is related to. race. As with theft
and assault, American Indian students have thé highest victimization

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

e S N e e o o,

e

order. .
PERCENT OF STUDENTS ROBBED BY RACE
American Indlan 3.4%
Black 3.1%
White 2.6%
Hispanic 2.5%

Aslan : ' 2.0%
i 1 | | 1 l | L1
0 1 2 3 4

Rate per 100 Students
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* In over half the cases cf student robbery, the offenders were

K .
SO

older than the victim.

COMPARISON OF CHICAGO STUDY DATA
WITH NATIONAL DATA

|
1
z
|

ROBBERY OF STUDENTS BY AGE OF OFFENDERS

Younger § 9.9%| THEFT from Students. . . . Theft from students is a common occurrence in

the nation's schools. An estimated 24 out of 100 Chicago school stu-

Aboui Same Age | 32%
dents in grades 7 through 12 have something stolen from them worth ;
: d
OIderI ; ) 58.1% more than one dollar in a two-month period. According to the national ‘
' ' (NIE) data,about 11 out of 100 secondary school students (junior and 'f

L

senior high school) have something worth more than one dollar stolen

I | | | [
O 10 .20 30 40 30 60

Percent of Reported Robberies

from them in a one-month period (or 22 percént in a two-month period).

The 22 percent rate is based on student interview information. If the

information obtained from student questionnaires is used, 36 out of 100

* In over half the cases of student robbery, the offender and the students throughout the country experience theft in a two-month period.
victim were of the same race. If only data from metro cities (over 250,000 population) is used,
about half of secondary school students are victims of theft in a two-

ROBBERY OF STUDENTS BY RACE OF OFFENDER month period. This information is illustrated on the next page.

.
Réported theft by Chicago students using questionnaire data is

Same Race as Vlctim| ‘ 68.5% lower than theft reported nationally by students who filled out similar

/

! uwestionnaires. Reported theft by Chicago students is significantl

i Different Race l 31.5% o q | p Y g _ g y
lower than theft reported by students in metro cities. The National

| | | | | | | | Institute of Education also obtained information on thefts from students
0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70

Percent of Reported Robberles ' » _k . ‘ to interview data i

using intexrviews, and the theft rate for students nationally, accordinyg

s s‘lightly lower than the reported Chicago rate

based on questionnaire data. In its report to the Congress, NIE chose
o use interview data in reporting student victimization rates for theft,

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

28 tionnaires were too high.
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INCIDENCE OF THEFT FROM STUDENTS IN A TWO MONTH PERIOD:

A COMPARISON OF CHICAGO AND NATIONAL DATA ’

l 4]

Chicago Study § SQ 24%
NIE Metro Cities }§ SQ 50%
NIE National I SQ 36%
NIE National I Sl - 2%
L | | l | |

i

0 10 20 30 40 50
Parcent Reporting Theft

SQ=Student Questionnaire

SI=Student Interview

ASSAULT Upon Students. . . approximately 3 out of 100 (3.3%) of Chicago
students in grades 7 through 12 reported being physically attacked
either in school or on school grounds, or on the way to or from school.

in a two month period. Since over 1 in 3 of the reported assaults took

place outside of the school environment, primarily while on the way to

or from school, the actual student assault rate in the school environ-
ment is about 2 ‘out of 100 students (2.1%). According to the national

(NIE) study, about 1.3 percent of secondary school students nationally
reported being attackedk at school in a typica.l month or 2.6 percent in
a two-month period. 'The NIE rate is based on student interviews. If the

national rate of student assault is based on information obtained from

r

o,

-
2

' ;gﬁ? >

‘questionnaires, about 4.3 percent of

secondary school students report

such attacks; If questionnaire data from metro cities is used, about

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

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

below.

{0D:
NCE OF ASSAULT ON STUDENTS IN A TWO MONTH PER
T%’ﬁnmsou OF CHICAGO AND NATIONAL DATA

Chicago Study §SQ 2.1%

NIE Metro Cities §SQ 1%

NIE National s 4.3%

NIE Nationat |SI 2.6%

I l l |

| | I
‘ 6 g 10 12

0 2 4 .
~ Ppercent Reporting Assault

sp=Student Questionnaire

gI=Student Interview
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ROBBERY of Students. .. Approximately 2.5 percgnt of student in grades

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

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

same time period. If questionnaire data is uséd to compute robbery rates
oniy fo; metro cities, about 10 percent of students reported being rob-

bed. This information is illustrated below,

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

Chicago Study §SQ 2.5%

NIE Mefro Citles §SQ ., 10%

P

NIE National §SQ 4.5%

NIE National §SI | 1%

| l | l I
0 2 4 6 8 10
Percent Reporting Robbery

Sp=Student Questionnaire

SI=Student Interview
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THEFT from Teachers. . . .chicago school teachers reported having some-
{ thing stoleﬁ from them at a slightiy higher rate than Chicago students.
About 27‘ out of 100 teachers (26.8%) reported‘having something stolen
- from them in a two-month period. Nationally, according to the NIE study,
about 12 percent of secondary school teachers reported theft in a one?
month period, or 24 percent over two months. Also, the NIE stud&r re-
ported that teachers have higher risks of becoming victims of theft F‘in

larger cities. This information is illustrated below.

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

Chicago Study 27%
NIE Metro Citles , * %notknown
NIE National 24%
L I | l il | l |
0 L 20 30 40
Percent Reporting Theft

All data from Questionnaires
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ASSAULT Upon Teachess. . .approximately 2 out of 100 (1.77%) éh;'.t:ago

teachers repoi‘ted being victims of an assault in a two-month period. ROBBERY of Teache;s. «« A little less than one-half of one percent of

; : Chicago teachers (0.4%) reported being robbed in school during a two-
: ' ole - £ one percent of » ;
The NIE national study found that ahout one half o | |

secondary school teachers across the country are physically attacked ménth period. Nationally, the NIE study fgugd that a little more than

- f one percent of secondary school teachers nationwide were
i i - 33 i wo months. e NIE one-h ‘
in school in a one-month period, or 1 percent in t th Thi N’ alf» of o

study als§ found that assaults upon teachers increase with the size .victims of a robbery in a one-month perlod, or just over 1 percent in

, .. R a tWo‘-month period. Once again, the NIE study found that robbery rates
: i i i tro cities. This informa- |
of the community, being highest for large me | k

i e s e AN TS ST T =

o, for teachers are a function of the size of the community? with the
tion is illustrated below. A :
highest rates in large‘ urban areas and the lowest rates in rural areas.
‘ This information is illustrated below.
AULYS ON TEACHERS IN A TWO MONTH PERIOD:
AAsg()Ml’ARISON OF CHICAGO AND NATIONAL DATA
ROBBERY OF TEACHERS IN A TWO MONTH PERIOD:
. : A COMPARISON CF CHICAGO AND NATIONAL DATA !
Chicago Study § , 1.8%
NIE Metro Cities 3.6% Chicago Study 0.4%
NIE Natlonal . 1.0% NIE Large Cities 1.3%
NIE Small Cities 0.6%
I | L1 | R l !
0 ! 2 : ) NIE Rural Areas 0.5% -
Percent Reporting Assauit ‘ '
L l ! n ]
All data from Questionnaires 0 0.5 1.0 1.5 » 2.0
Percent Reporting Robbery
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RECOMMENDATIONS

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

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

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

This included strict enforceﬁent of rules and regulations, increased
usé of‘suspension, expulsion, and prosecution, and the placement of
"troublemakersﬁ in special classes or special schools.

The Recommendations of TEACHERS...

Teachers involved in the survey, whether teaching in elemehtary
or high school, alsé recormended stficter discipline and firmness as
the best response to school-related crime and violence. The teachers
were more likely to criticize both the school system and the criminal
justice system than were the students.

The Recommendations of PRINCIPALS...

Principals involved in the survey’were in agreement with students
and teachers in stressing strict discipline and rule enforcement. The
principals frequently emphasized the importance Qf strong support and

a clear cut discipline policy from the Board of Education. A large

percentage of the principals recommended more autonomy for principals

with respect to disciplinary actions, coupled with firmer support from

the Board of Education and the central office.

The Recommendations Chapter.

Chapter VII of the Chicago Safe School Study report is concerned
with the recommendations of students, teachers, and principals, as well

as recommendations from the Safe School Study Citizens Advisory Commit-

36

‘ tee, and the principal investigator. Interested”readers are referred

to this section of the report.

- SUMMARY .

The Chicago Safe School Study”report summarizes the salient find-
ings of a crime‘victimizatiOn study involving students and teachers.
it focuses on personal crimes such a§'theft, assault, and robbery
which take place in and around the school. Students in gradeé 7 through

12, and teachers at all grade levels are victims of personal theft with

. great frequency. Based on the survey it is estimated that about 62,000

students and 6700 teachers have ébmething stolen from them in a two-
month period. It is also estimated that about 8200 students and 440
teachers are physically attacked in a two-month period, and that about
6200 students and 100 teachérs are robbed in a two-month period.

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

With some exCepﬁions the younger the student the more likely‘he
or she is to report both victimization and fear of being victimized.
Both males and females experience theft with equal frequency, but males
are much more likely to reébrt being physically attacked or robbed.
Race is also a factor. American Indianp students report the most victim-
ization and the most fear of being victimized. Black students are more

likely to report being robbed than white or hispanic students, but

‘Asian and Hispanic students are more likely to report being assaulted

37
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than black or white students. Other‘factors which inflﬁence the like-

lihood of victimization are the time the student has been attending

the échool, the size of the school, and the location of the school.
Most major urban school syétems find crime to be a problem. But

in comparing 1980 student victimization rates with 1976-77 rates as

-determined by a national survey, Chicago students appear to be victims

of crime less often than students in other large urban school systems.
Any érime in our schools is "too much" crime. The incident rates

obtained from this study should send a clear signal“to the community

and to policymakers. A safe: and securé environment is a prerequisite

to learning, and cannot be dismissed as a side issue or a minor prob-

lem when it involves such large numbers of students and teachers.
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