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Executive Summary
Introduction

Our nation’s schools should be safe havens for
teaching and learning; free of crime and violence. Any
instance of crime or violence at school not only affects
the individuals involved, but also may disrupt the
educational process and affect bystanders, the school
itself, and the surrounding community (Brookmeyer,
Fanti, and Henrich 2006; Goldstein, Young, and
Boyd 2008).

Establishing reliable indicators of the current state
of school crime and safety across the nation and
regularly updating and monitoring these indicators
are important in ensuring the safety of our nation’s
students. This is the aim of Indicators of School Crime
and Safety.

This report is the 18th in a series of annual publications
produced jointly by the National Center for
Education Statistics (NCES), Institute of Education
Sciences (IES), in the U.S. Department of Education,
and the Bureau of Justice Statistics (BJS) in the U.S.
Department of Justice. This report presents the most
recent data available on school crime and student
safety. The indicators in this report are based on
information drawn from a variety of data sources,
including national surveys of students, teachers,
principals, and postsecondary institutions. Sources
include results from the School-Associated Violent
Deaths Study, sponsored by the U.S. Department
of Education, the Department of Justice, and the
Centers for Disease Control and Prevention (CDC);
the National Crime Victimization Survey and School
Crime Supplement to that survey, sponsored by BJS
and NCES, respectively; the Youth Risk Behavior
Survey, sponsored by the CDC; the Schools and
Staffing Survey, School Survey on Crime and Safety,
Fast Response Survey System, EDFacts, and High
School Longitudinal Study of 2009, all sponsored
by NCES; the Supplementary Homicide Reports,
sponsored by the Federal Bureau of Investigation;
the Campus Safety and Security Survey and Civil
Rights Data Collection, both sponsored by the U.S.
Department of Education; and the Census of Juveniles
in Residential Placement, sponsored by the U.S.
Department of Justice. The most recent data collection
for each indicator varied by survey, from 2009 to
2014. Each data source has an independent sample
design, data collection method, and questionnaire
design, or is the result of a universe data collection.
Findings described in this report with comparative
language (e.g., higher, lower, increase, and decrease)
are statistically significant at the .05 level. Additional
information about methodology and the datasets
analyzed in this report may be found in appendix A.

This report covers topics such as victimization, teacher
injury, bullying and cyber-bullying, school conditions,
fights, weapons, availability and student use of drugs
and alcohol, student perceptions of personal safety
at school, and criminal incidents at postsecondary
institutions. Indicators of crime and safety are
compared across different population subgroups and
over time. Data on crimes that occur away from school
are offered as a point of comparison where available.

Key Findings

Preliminary data show that there were 53 school-
associated violent deaths' from July 1, 2012, through
June 30, 2013 (/ndicator I). In 2014, among
students ages 1218, there were about 850,100
nonfatal victimizations at school,? which included
363,700 theft victimizations® and 486,400 violent
victimizations (simple assault? and serious violent
victimizations®) (Indicator 2). During the 2013-14
school year, there were 1.3 million reported discipline
incidents in the United States for reasons related
to alcohol, drugs, violence, or weapons possession
that resulted in a student being removed from the
education setting for at least an entire school day
(Indicator 19). Of the 781 total hate crimes® reported
on college campuses in 2013, the most common type
of hate crime reported by institutions was destruction,
damage, and vandalism (364 incidents), followed
by intimidation (295 incidents) and simple assault
(89 incidents; Indicator 23).

' A “school-associated violent death” is defined as “a homicide,
suicide, or legal intervention (involving a law enforcement
officer), in which the fatal injury occurred on the campus of a
functioning elementary or secondary school in the United States,
while the victim was on the way to or from regular sessions at
school or while the victim was attending or traveling to or from
an official school-sponsored event.” Victims of school-associated
violent deaths include students, staff members, and others who
are not students or staff members.

2 “At school” includes inside the school building, on school
property, or on the way to or from school.

3 “Theft” includes attempted and completed purse-snatching,
completed pickpocketing, and all attempted and completed
thefts, with the exception of motor vehicle thefts. Theft does not
include robbery, which involves the threat or use of force and is
classified as a violent crime.

4 “Simple assault” includes threats and attacks without a weapon
or serious injury.

> “Serious violent victimization” includes the crimes of rape,
sexual assault, robbery, and aggravated assault.

6 A hate crime is a criminal offense that is motivated, in whole
or in part, by the perpetrator’s bias against the victim(s) based
on their race, ethnicity, religion, sexual orientation, gender,

or disability.
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The following key findings are drawn from each section
of the report.

Spotlights

» The percentage of students who had ever been
suspended or expelled was higher for fall 2009
ninth-graders who did not complete high school
by 2013 than for fall 2009 ninth-graders who did
complete high school by 2013 (54 vs. 17 percent;
Spotlight 1).

»  Ahigher percentage of Black students (36 percent)
than of Hispanic (21 percent), White (14 percent),
and Asian students (6 percent) had ever been
suspended or expelled from school (Sporlight I).

» A greater percentage of students of low socio-
economic status (SES) than of students of middle
SES had ever been suspended or expelled (29 vs.
17 percent), and both of these percentages were
greater than the percentage of high-SES students
who had ever been suspended or expelled (9
percent; Spotlight 1).

» The percentage of students with low school
engagement who had ever been suspended
or expelled (28 percent) was higher than the
percentage of students with middle or high
levels of school engagement who had ever been
suspended or expelled (21 percentand 9 percent,
respectively). Similarly, the percentage of students
with a low sense of school belonging who had
ever been suspended or expelled (28 percent)
was higher than the percentage of students with
a middle or high sense of school belonging who
had ever been suspended or expelled (16 percent
and 15 percent, respectively; Sporlight 1).

»  Between 1997 and 2013, the 1-day count of
juvenile offenders in residential placement
facilities that house such offenders fell by nearly

50 percent, from approximately 105,000 to
54,000 (Spotlight 2).

»  The rate of residential placement for Black male
juvenile offenders in 2013 was 1.6 times the rate
for American Indian/Alaska Native males, 2.7
times the rate for Hispanic males, 5 times the
rate for White males, and over 16 times the rate

for Asian males (Spotlight 2).

» In 2013, 32 percent of juvenile offenders were
housed in state-run residential placement
facilities, with an additional 32 percent in
private facilities and 36 percent in local facilities

(Spotlight 2).
Violent Deaths

» Of the 53 student, staff, and nonstudent
school-associated violent deaths occurring
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between July 1, 2012, and June 30, 2013, there
were 41 homicides, 11 suicides, and 1 legal
intervention death.” Of these 53 deaths, there
were 31 homicides, 6 suicides, and 1 legal
intervention death of school-age youth (ages
5-18) at school (Indicator I).

»  During the 201213 school year, 31 of the 1,186
homicides among school-age youth occurred
at school.® During the same period, there
were 6 suicides of school-age youth at school,
compared with 1,590 total suicides of school-

age youth that occurred in calendar year 2012
(Indicator I).

Nonfatal Student and Teacher Victimization

» In 2014, among students ages 12—18, there were
about 850,100 nonfatal victimizations at school,’
which included 363,700 theft victimizations!®
and 486,400 violent victimizations (simple
assault'! and serious violent victimizations'?)

(Indicator 2).

» In 2014, students ages 12—18 experienced
33 nonfatal victimizations per 1,000 students
at school and 24 per 1,000 students away from
school (/ndicator 2).

» In 2014, students residing in rural areas
had higher rates of total victimization at
school (53 victimizations per 1,000 students)
than students residing in suburban areas
(28 victimizations per 1,000 students). These
differences were primarily driven by higher rates
of violent victimization at school among students
living in rural areas. In the same year, the rate of
total victimization at school for students residing
in urban areas was 32 victimizations per 1,000
students (Indicator 2).

7 A legal intervention death is defined as a death caused by
police and other persons with legal authority to use deadly force,
excluding legal executions.

8 This finding is drawn from the School-Associated Violent
Deaths Study (SAVD), which defines “at school” for survey
respondents as on school property, on the way to or from regular
sessions at school, and while attending or traveling to or from a
school-sponsored event.

? This finding is drawn from the National Crime Victimization
Survey (NCVS), which defines “at school” for survey respondents
as inside the school building, on school property, or on the way
to or from school.

10 “Theft” includes attempted and completed purse-snatching,
completed pickpocketing, and all attempted and completed
thefts, with the exception of motor vehicle thefts. Theft does not
include robbery, which involves the threat or use of force and is
classified as a violent crime.

11 “Simple assault” includes threats and attacks without a
weapon or serious injury.

12 “Serious violent victimization” includes the crimes of rape,
sexual assault, robbery, and aggravated assault.
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Between 1992 and 2014, the total victimization
rate at school declined 82 percent, from
181 victimizations per 1,000 students in 1992
to 33 victimizations per 1,000 students in 2014.
The total victimization rate away from school
declined 86 percent, from 173 victimizations per
1,000 students in 1992 to 24 victimizations per
1,000 students in 2014 (Indicator 2).

In 2013, approximately 3 percent of students
ages 12-18 reported being victimized at school
during the previous 6 months. Two percent
of students reported theft, 1 percent reported
violent victimization, and less than one-half of
1 percent reported serious violent victimization

(Indicator 3).

Between 1995 and 2013, the percentage of
students ages 12—18 who reported being victimized
at school during the previous 6 months decreased
overall (from 10 to 3 percent), as did the
percentages of students who reported theft (from
7 to 2 percent), violent victimization (from 3
to 1 percent), and serious violent victimization
(from 1 percent to less than one-half of 1 percent;
Indicator 3).

About 7 percent of students in grades 9-12
reported being threatened or injured with a
weapon such as a gun, knife, or club on school
property’® in 2013. The percentage of students
who reported being threatened or injured with a
weapon on school property has decreased over the
last decade, from 9 percent in 2003 to 7 percent
in 2013 (Indicator 4).

In each survey year from 1993 to 2013, a higher
percentage of males than of females in grades
9-12 reported being threatened or injured
with a weapon on school property. In 2013,
approximately 8 percent of males and 6 percent of
females reported being threatened or injured with
a weapon on school property. The percentage of
males who reported being threatened or injured
with a weapon on school property was lower in
2013 than in 2011 (8 vs. 10 percent); however,
the percentages for females were not measurably
different between these two years (Indicator 4).

In 2013, a higher percentage of students in grades
9-12 reported being threatened or injured with
a weapon on school property 1 time (3 percent)
than reported being threatened or injured
with a weapon on school property 2 or 3 times
(2 percent), 4 to 11 times (1 percent), or 12 or
more times (1 percent; Indicator 4).

13 “On school property” was not defined for survey respondents.

»

»

During the 2011-12 school year, a higher
percentage of public than private school
teachers reported being threatened with injury
(10 vs. 3 percent) or being physically attacked
(6 vs. 3 percent) by a student from their school
(Indicator 5).

Ten percent of elementary teachers and 9 percent
of secondary teachers reported being threatened
by a student from their school in 2011-12. The
percentage of elementary teachers who reported
being physically attacked by a student was
higher than the percentage of secondary teachers
(8 vs. 3 percent; Indicator 5).

School Environment

»

»

»

»

»

»

During the 2013-14 school year, 65 percent of
public schools recorded that one or more incidents
of violence had taken place, amounting to an
estimated 757,000 crimes. This figure translates
to a rate of approximately 15 crimes per 1,000
students enrolled in 2013-14 (/ndicator 6).

In 2013-14, about 58 percent of public schools
recorded one or more incidents of a physical
attack or fight without a weapon, 47 percent of
schools recorded one or more incidents of threat of
physical attack without a weapon, and 13 percent
of public schools recorded one or more serious
violent incidents (/ndicator 6).

Primary schools recorded lower percentages of
violent incidents in 2013-14 (53 percent) than
middle schools (88 percent) and high schools and
combined elementary/secondary sciools (referred
to as high/combined schools) (78 percent;
Indicator 6).

The percentage of public schools that reported
student bullying occurred at least once a week
decreased from 29 percent in 1999-2000 to
16 percent in 2013-14. Similarly, the percentage
of schools that reported the occurrence of
student verbal abuse of teachers decreased from
13 percent in 1999-2000 to 5 percentin 201314
(Indicator 7).

The percentage of public schools reporting
student harassment of other students based on
sexual orientation or gender identity was lower in
2013-14 (1 percent) than in 2009-10 (3 percent;
Indicator 7).

During the 2013-14 school year, the percentage
of public schools that reported student bullying
occurred at least once a week was higher for middle
schools (25 percent) than high schools/combined
schools (17 percent), and the percentages for
both of these school levels was higher than the
percentage of primary schools (12 percent;

Indicator 7).
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The percentage of students ages 12-18 who
reported that gangs were present at their school
decreased from 18 percent in 2011 to 12 percent in
2013. A higher percentage of students from urban
areas (18 percent) reported a gang presence than
students from suburban (11 percent) and rural
areas (7 percent) in 2013 (Indicator 8).

A higher percentage of students attending public
schools (13 percent) than of students attending
private schools (2 percent) reported that gangs
were present at their school in 2013 (Indicator 8).

In 2013, higher percentages of Hispanic
(20 percent) and Black (19 percent) students
reported the presence of gangs at their school than
White (7 percent) and Asian (9 percent) students
(Indicator 8).

The percentage of students in grades 9-12 who
reported that illegal drugs were made available to
them on school property increased from 1993 to
1995 (from 24 to 32 percent), but then decreased
to 22 percent in 2013 (Indicator 9).

In 2013, lower percentages of Black students
(19 percent) and White students (20 percent) than
of Hispanic students (27 percent) and students
of Two or more races (26 percent) reported that
illegal drugs were made available to them on school

property (Indicator 9).

During the 2013-14 school year, the rate of
illicit drug-related discipline incidents was 394
per 100,000 students in the United States. The
majority of states had rates between 100 and 1,000
illicit drug-related discipline incidents per 100,000
students during the 2013-14 school year. Five
states had rates of illicit drug-related discipline
incidents per 100,000 students that were below
100: Wyoming, Texas, Tennessee, Virginia, and
Michigan, while two states had rates above 1,000:
Kentucky and New Mexico (Indicator 9).

The percentage of students ages 12-18 who
reported being the target of hate-related words
decreased from 12 percent in 2001 (the first year of
data collection for this item) to 7 percent in 2013.
The percentage of students who reported being the
target of hate-related words in 2013 was lower than
the percentage in 2011 (9 percent; Indicator 10).

The percentage of students ages 12-18 who
reported seeing hate-related graffiti at school
decreased from 36 percent in 1999 (the first year
of data collection for this item) to 25 percent in
2013. The percentage of students who reported
seeing hate-related graffiti in 2013 was lower than
the percentage in 2011 (28 percent; Indicator 10).

Executive Summary
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»

»
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»

In 2013, a lower percentage of White students
than students of any other race/ethnicity reported
being called a hate-related word during the school
year. About 5 percent of White students reported
being called a hate-related word, compared with
7 percent of Hispanic students, 8 percent of
Black students, 10 percent of Asian students, and
11 percent of students of other races/ethnicities.
There were no measurable differences by race/
ethnicity, however, in the percentages of students
who reported seeing hate-related graffiti at school
in 2013 (Indicator 10).

In 2013, about 22 percent of students ages 1218
reported being bullied at school during the school
year. Higher percentages of females than of males
reported that they were made fun of, called names,
or insulted (15 vs. 13 percent); were the subject
of rumors (17 vs. 10 percent); and were excluded
from activities on purpose (5 vs. 4 percent). In
contrast, a higher percentage of males (7 percent)
than of females (5 percent) reported being pushed,
shoved, tripped, or spit on (/ndicator 11).

In 2013, approximately 7 percent of students ages
12-18 reported being cyber-bullied anywhere
during the school year. A higher percentage of
female students than of male students reported
being victims of cyber-bullying overall (9 vs.
5 percent; Indicator 11).

In 2013, about 33 percent of students who
reported being bullied at school indicated that
they were bullied at least once or twice a month
during the school year, and about 27 percent
of students who reported being cyber-bullied
anywhere indicated that they were cyber-bullied at
least once or twice a month. A higher percentage
of students reported notifying an adult after being
bullied at school than after being cyber-bullied
anywhere (39 vs. 23 percent; Indicator 11).

The percentage of students who reported being
bullied was lower in 2013 (22 percent) than
in every prior survey year (28 percent each in
2005, 2009, and 2011 and 32 percent in 2007).
The same pattern was observed across many of
the student and school characteristics examined
(Indicator 11).

In 201112, about 38 percent of teachers agreed
or strongly agreed that student misbehavior
interfered with their teaching, and 35 percent
reported that student tardiness and class cutting
interfered with their teaching. Sixty-nine percent
of teachers agreed or strongly agreed that other
teachers at their school enforced the school
rules, and 84 percent reported that the principal
enforced the school rules (Indicator 12).



»

»

The percentage of teachers who reported that
student misbehavior interfered with their teaching
fluctuated between 1993-94 and 2011-12;
however, the percentage of teachers reporting
that student tardiness and class cutting interfered
with their teaching increased over this time period
(from 25 to 35 percent). Between 1993-94
and 2011-12, the percentage of teachers who
reported that school rules were enforced by other
teachers fluctuated between 64 and 73 percent,
and the percentage who reported that rules were
enforced by the principal fluctuated between 82
and 89 percent (Indicator 12).

A higher percentage of public school teachers
(41 percent) than of private school teachers
(22 percent) reported that student misbehavior
interfered with their teaching in 2011-12. In
addition, 38 percent of public school teachers
reported that student tardiness and class cutting
interfered with their teaching, compared with
19 percent of private school teachers. During
the same year, lower percentages of public school
teachers than of private school teachers agreed
that school rules were enforced by other teachers
(68 vs. 77 percent) and by the principal in their
school (84 vs. 89 percent; Indicator 12).

Fights, Weapons, and Illegal Substances

»

»

»

»

In 2013, about 25 percent of students in grades
9-12 reported that they had been in a physical
fight anywhere during the previous 12 months,
and 8 percent reported that they had been in a
physical fight on school property during this time
period (Indicator 13).

The percentage of students in grades 9-12 who
reported being in a physical fight anywhere
decreased between 1993 and 2013 (from 42 to 25
percent), and the percentage of students in these
grades who reported being in a physical fight on
school property also decreased during this period
(from 16 to 8 percent; Indicator 13).

In 2013, a lower percentage of 12th-graders
than of 9th-, 10th-, and 11th-graders reported
being in a physical fight, either anywhere or on
school property during the previous 12 months.
Higher percentages of Black students than of
students of Two or more races, Hispanic students,
Pacific Islander students, White students, and
Asian students reported being in a physical fight
anywhere or on school property during this time
period (Indicator 13).

In 2013, about 19 percent of students in grades
9-12 reported being in a physical fight anywhere
1 to 3 times, 4 percent reported being in a physical
fight anywhere 4 to 11 times, and 2 percent
reported being in a physical fight anywhere 12 or

»

»

»

»

»

»

»

more times during the previous 12 months. About
7 percent of students in these grades reported
being in a physical fight on school property 1 to
3 times, 1 percent reported being in a physical
fight on school property 4 to 11 times, and less
than 1 percent reported being in a physical fight
on school property 12 or more times during the
12-month period (/ndicator 13).

The percentage of students who reported
carrying a weapon on school property in the
previous 30 days declined from 12 percent in
1993 to 5 percent in 2013. The percentage of
students carrying weapons anywhere was lower
in 2013 (18 percent) than in 1993 (22 percent;
Indicator 14).

During the 2013-14 school year, there were 1,501
reported firearm possession incidents at schools,
and the rate of firearm possession incidents was
3 per 100,000 students. Three states had rates
above 10: Louisiana, Arkansas, and Vermont
(Indicator 14).

The percentage of students ages 12-18 who
reported that they had access to a loaded gun
without adult permission, either at school or
away from school, during the current school year

decreased from 7 percent in 2007 to 4 percent in
2013 (Indicator 14).

Between 1993 and 2013, the percentage of
students in grades 9-12 who reported having at
least one drink of alcohol during the previous
30 days decreased from 48 to 35 percent
(Indicator 15).

In 2013, about 47 percent of 12th-graders
reported consuming alcohol on at least 1 day
during the previous 30 days. This percentage
was higher than the percentages for 9th-graders
(24 percent), 10th-graders (31 percent), and
11th-graders (39 percent; Indicator 15).

During the 2013-14 school year, the rate of
alcohol-related discipline incidents was 48 per
100,000 students in the United States. The
majority of states had rates between 10 and 100
alcohol-related discipline incidents per 100,000
students during the 2013—14 school year. Texas
and Wyoming had rates of alcohol-related
discipline incidents per 100,000 students that
were at or below 10. Tennessee, Montana, and
Washington had rates above 100 (Indicator 15).

In 2013, some 23 percent of students in grades
9-12 reported using marijuana at least one
time in the previous 30 days, which was a
higher percentage than that reported in 1993
(18 percent) but not measurably different from
that reported in 2011 (/ndicator 16).

Indicators of School Crime and Safety: 2015
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In every survey year between 1993 and 2011,
higher percentages of male students than of
female students reported using marijuana at
least one time in the previous 30 days; in 2013,
however, there was no measurable difference in the
percentages reported by male and female students
(25 and 22 percent, respectively; Indicator 16).

In 2013, the percentages of Asian students
(16 percent) and White students (20 percent)
who reported using marijuana at least one time
during the previous 30 days were lower than
the percentages reported by Hispanic students
(28 percent), Black students and students of Two
or more races (29 percent each), and American
Indian/Alaska Native students (36 percent;
Indicator 16).

In 2011, some 6 percent of students reported
using marijuana at least one time on school
property, which was not measurably different
from the percentage in 1993. In every survey year
between 1993 and 2011, higher percentages of
male students than of female students reported
using marijuana on school property at least one
time in the previous 30 days (/ndicator 16).

Fear and Avoidance

»

»

»

The percentage of students who reported being
afraid of attack or harm at school or on the way
to and from school decreased from 12 percent in
1995 to 3 percent in 2013, and the percentage of
students who reported being afraid of attack or
harm away from school decreased from 6 percent
in 1999 to 3 percent in 2013 (/ndicator 17).

In 2013, higher percentages of Black and Hispanic
students than of White students reported being
afraid of attack or harm both at school and away
from school. Additionally, higher percentages
of students in urban areas than of students in
suburban areas reported being afraid of attack

or harm both at school and away from school
(Indicator 17).

In 2013, about 5 percent of students reported
that they avoided at least one school activity or
class'* or one or more places in school' during

14 “Avoided school activities or classes” includes student reports
of three activities: avoiding any (extracurricular) activities,
avoiding any classes, or staying home from school. Before 2007,
students were asked whether they avoided “any extracurricular
activities.” Starting in 2007, the survey wording was changed
to “any activities.” Caution should be used when comparing
changes in this item over time.

15 “Avoiding one or more places in school” includes student
reports of five activities: avoiding the entrance, any hallways or
stairs, parts of the cafeteria, restrooms, and other places inside

the school building.

Executive Summary

»

the previous school year because they feared being
attacked or harmed.'® Specifically, 2 percent of
students reported avoiding at least one school
activity or class, and 4 percent reported avoiding
one or more places in school (/ndicator 18).

A higher percentage of Hispanic students
(5 percent) than of White students (3 percent)
reported avoiding one or more places in school in
2013. In addition, a higher percentage of public
school students (4 percent) than of private school
students (1 percent) reported avoiding one or
more places in school (Indicator 18).

Discipline, Safety, and Security Measures

»

»

»

»

During the 2011-12 school year, 3.4 million
public school students in the United States
received in-school suspensions and 3.2 million
received out-of-school suspensions (Indicator 19).

During the 2011-12 school year, the percentage
of Black students receiving out-of-school
suspensions (15 percent) was higher than the
percentages for students of any other racial/
ethnic group. In contrast, a lower percentage of
Asian students (1 percent) received out-of-school
suspensions than students from any other racial/
ethnic group (/ndicator 19).

During the 2013-14 school year, there were
1.3 million reported discipline incidents in the
United States for reasons related to alcohol, drugs,
violence, or weapons possession that resulted in
a student being removed from the education
setting for at least an entire school day. About 78
percent of these discipline incidents were violent
incidents with or without physical injury, 15
percent were illicit drug related, 5 percent were
weapons possessions, and 2 percent were alcohol
related (Indicator 19).

Higher percentages of high/combined schools
and middle schools than of primary schools
reported the enforcement of a strict dress code; a
requirement that students wear badges or picture
IDs; and the use of random metal detector
checks in 2013—-14. Additionally, a higher
percentage of high/combined schools reported
the use of security cameras to monitor the school
(89 percent) than middle schools (84 percent),
and both these percentages were higher than the
percentage of primary schools (67 percent) that
reported the use of security cameras (/ndicator 20).

¢ For the 2001 survey only, the wording was changed
from “attack or harm” to “attack or threaten to attack.” See
appendix A for more information.
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From 1999-2000 to 2013-14, the percentage
of public schools reporting the use of security
cameras increased from 19 percent to 75 percent.
Similarly, the percentage of public schools
reporting that they controlled access to school
buildings increased from 75 percent to 93 percent
during this time (Indicator 20).

In the 2013-14 school year, about 88 percent of
public schools reported they had a written plan
for procedures to be performed in the event of a
shooting, and 70 percent of those schools with a
plan had drilled students on the use of the plan
(Indicator 20).

In 2013, nearly all students ages 12—18 reported
that they observed the use of at least one of the
selected security measures at their schools. Most
students ages 12—18 reported that their schools
had a written code of student conduct and a
requirement that visitors sign in (96 percent each).
Approximately 90 percent of students reported
the presence of school staff (other than security
guards or assigned police officers) or other adults
supervising the hallway, 77 percent reported
the presence of one or more security cameras
to monitor the school, and 76 percent reported
locked entrance or exit doors during the day.
Eleven percent of students reported the use of
metal detectors at their schools, representing the
least observed of the selected safety and security
measures (/ndicator 21).

About 76 percent of students ages 12—18 reported
observing locked entrance or exit doors during
the day in 2013, representing an increase from
65 percent in 2011 as well as an overall increase
from 38 percent in 1999 (Indicator 21).

Postsecondary Campus Safety and Security

»

»

In 2013, there were 27,600 criminal incidents
on campuses at postsecondary institutions that
were reported to police and security agencies,
representing an 8 percent decrease from 2012
(29,800 incidents). The number of on-campus
crimes per 10,000 full-time-equivalent students
also decreased, from 19.8 in 2012 to 18.4 in
2013 (Indicator 22).

Between 2001 and 2013, the overall number of
crimes reported by postsecondary institutions
decreased by 34 percent, from 41,600 to 27,600.

»

»

»

»

However, the number of reported forcible
sex crimes on campus increased during this
period, from 2,200 in 2001 to 5,000 in 2013
(a 126 percent increase; Indicator 22).

The number of disciplinary referrals for drug law
violations reported by postsecondary institutions
increased between 2001 and 2013 (from 23,900
to 54,100 for a 127 percent increase). The number
of referrals for liquor law violations also increased
from 130,000 in 2001 to 190,900 in 2013
(a 47 percent increase). The number of referrals
for illegal weapons possession was lower in 2013
(1,400) than in 2006 (1,900), but it was higher
than the number of such referrals in 2001 (1,300;
Indicator 22).

The number of arrests for illegal weapons
possession reported by postsecondary institutions
was 3 percent lower in 2013 than in 2001
(1,000 vs. 1,100). Arrests for drug law violations
increased by 70 percent during this period, from
11,900 in 2001 t0 20,100 in 2013. The number of
arrests for liquor law violations in 2013 (26,600)

was lower than in any year between 2001 and
2012 (Indicator 22).

Of the 781 total hate crimes reported on college
campuses in 2013, the most common type of hate
crime reported by institutions was destruction,
damage, and vandalism (364 incidents;
also referred to as “vandalism”), followed by
intimidation (295 incidents), simple assault
(89 incidents), larceny (15 incidents), forcible
sex offenses (7 incidents), aggravated assault
(6 incidents), burglary (4 incidents), and robbery
(1 incident). Similarly, vandalism, intimidation,
and simple assault were the three most common
types of hate crimes reported by institutions from
2009 to 2012 (Indicator 23).

Race-related hate crimes accounted for 41 percent
of reported vandalisms classified as hate crimes,
37 percent of reported intimidations, and
38 percent of reported simple assaults in 2013.
Additionally, 31 percent of vandalism hate crimes,
23 percent of intimidations, and 29 percent
of simple assaults were associated with sexual
orientation as the motivating bias (/ndicator 23).
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Foreword
Indicarors of School Crime and Safery: 2015 provides the

most recent national indicators on school crime and
safety. The information presented in this report serves
as a reference for policymakers and practitioners so
that they can develop effective programs and policies
aimed at violence and school crime prevention.
Accurate information about the nature, extent, and
scope of the problem being addressed is essential for
developing effective programs and policies.

This is the 18th edition of Indicators of School Crime
and Safety, ajoint publication of the Bureau of Justice
Statistics (BJS) and the National Center for Education
Statistics (NCES). This report provides detailed
statistics to inform the nation about current aspects
of crime and safety in schools.

The 2015 edition of Indicators of School Crime
and Safety includes the most recent available data,
compiled from a number of statistical data sources
supported by the federal government. Such sources
include results from the School-Associated Violent
Deaths Study, sponsored by the U.S. Department
of Education, the Department of Justice, and
the Centers for Disease Control and Prevention
(CDC); the National Crime Victimization Survey
and School Crime Supplement to the survey,
sponsored by BJS and NCES, respectively; the Youth

Risk Behavior Survey, sponsored by the CDC; the
Schools and Staffing Survey, School Survey on Crime
and Safety, Fast Response Survey System, EDFacts,
and High School Longitudinal Study of 2009, all
sponsored by NCES; the Supplementary Homicide
Reports, sponsored by the Federal Bureau of
Investigation; the Campus Safety and Security Survey
and Civil Rights Data Collection, both sponsored by
the U.S. Department of Education; and the Census
of Juveniles in Residential Placement, sponsored by
the U.S. Department of Justice.

The entire report is available on the Internet (http://
nces.ed.gov/programs/crimeindicators/). The Bureau
of Justice Statistics and the National Center for
Education Statistics continue to work together in
order to provide timely and complete data on the
issues of school-related violence and safety.

Peggy G. Carr
Acting Commissioner
National Center for Education Statistics

Jeri M. Mulrow
Acting Director
Bureau of Justice Statistics
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Our nation’s schools should be safe havens for
teaching and learning free of crime and violence.
Any instance of crime or violence at school not only
affects the individuals involved but also may disrupt
the educational process and affect bystanders, the
school itself, and the surrounding community
(Brookmeyer, Fanti, and Henrich 2006; Goldstein,
Young, and Boyd 2008). For both students and
teachers, victimization at school can have lasting
effects. In addition to experiencing loneliness,
depression, and adjustment difficulties (Crick and
Bigbee 1998; Crick and Grotpeter 1996; Nansel et al.
2001; Prinstein, Boergers, and Vernberg 2001; Storch
et al. 2003), victimized children are more prone to
truancy (Ringwalt, Ennett, and Johnson 2003),
poor academic performance (MacMillan and Hagan
2004; Wei and Williams 2004), dropping out of
school (Beauvais et al. 1996; MacMillan and Hagan
2004), and violent behaviors (Nansel et al. 2003).
For teachers, incidents of victimization may lead to
professional disenchantment and even departure from
the profession altogether (Karcher 2002; Smith and
Smith 2006).

For parents, school staff, and policymakers to
effectively address school crime, they need an accurate
understanding of the extent, nature, and context of
the problem. However, it is difficult to gauge the
scope of crime and violence in schools given the large
amount of attention devoted to isolated incidents of
extreme school violence. Measuring progress toward
safer schools requires establishing good indicators of
the current state of school crime and safety across
the nation and regularly updating and monitoring
these indicators; this is the aim of Indicators of School
Crime and Safery.

Purpose and Organization of This Report

Indicators of School Crime and Safery: 2015 is the
18th in a series of reports produced since 1998
by the National Center for Education Statistics
(NCES) and the Bureau of Justice Statistics (BJS)
that present the most recent data available on school
crime and student safety. Although the data presented
in this report are the most recent data available at the
time of publication, the data do not cover the most
recent two or more school years. The report is not
intended to be an exhaustive compilation of school
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crime and safety information, nor does it attempt
to explore reasons for crime and violence in schools.
Rather, it is designed to provide a brief summary
of information from an array of data sources and
to make data on national school crime and safety
accessible to policymakers, educators, parents, and

the general public.

Indicators of School Crime and Safery: 2015 is
organized into sections that delineate specific
concerns to readers, starting with a description of the
most serious violent crimes. The sections cover violent
deaths; nonfatal student and teacher victimization;
school environment; fights, weapons, and illegal
substances; fear and avoidance; discipline, safety, and
security measures; and campus safety and security.
This year’s report also includes a spotlight section on
topics related to student suspension and expulsion and
juvenile offenders in residential placement facilities
that house such offenders. Each section contains a
set of indicators that, taken together, aim to describe
a distinct aspect of school crime and safety. Where
available, data on crimes that occur outside of school
grounds are offered as a point of comparison.!
Supplemental tables for each indicator provide more
detailed breakouts and standard errors for estimates.
A reference section and a glossary of terms appear at
the end of the report.

This edition of the report contains updated data for
eleven indicators: violent deaths at school and away
from school (Indicator 1); incidence of victimization
at school and away from school (/ndicator 2); violent
and other criminal incidents at public schools, and
those reported to the police (/ndicator 6); discipline
problems reported by public schools (ndicator 7);
illegal drug availability and drug-related discipline
incidents (/ndicator 9); students carrying weapons on
school property and anywhere and students” access to
firearms (/ndicator 14); students” use of alcohol and
alcohol-related discipline incidents (/ndicator 15);
serious disciplinary actions taken by public schools
(Indicator 19); safety and security measures taken
by public schools (/ndicator 20); criminal incidents
at postsecondary institutions (/ndicator 22); and
hate crime incidents at postsecondary institutions

! Data in this report are not adjusted to reflect the number of
hours that youths spend on school property versus the number
of hours they spend elsewhere.



(Indicator 23). In addition, it includes two spotlight
indicators: suspension and expulsion by student,
family, and academic characteristics (Spotlight 1) and
juveniles in residential placement: youth and facility
characteristics (Spotlight 2).

Also included in this year’s report are references to
publications relevant to each indicator that the reader
may want to consult for additional information
or analyses. These references can be found in the
“For more information” sidebars at the bottom of
each indicator.

Data

The indicators in this report are based on information
drawn from a variety of independent data sources,
including national surveys of students, teachers,
principals, and postsecondary institutions and
universe data collections from federal departments
and agencies, including BJS, NCES, the Federal
Bureau of Investigation, the Centers for Disease
Control and Prevention, the Office of Postsecondary
Education, the Office for Civil Rights, and the Office
of Juvenile Justice and Delinquency Prevention. Each
data source has an independent sample design, data
collection method, and questionnaire design, or is
the result of a universe data collection.

The combination of multiple, independent sources
of data provides a broad perspective on school crime
and safety that could not be achieved through any
single source of information. However, readers
should be cautious when comparing data from
different sources. While every effort has been made
to keep key definitions consistent across indicators,
differences in sampling procedures, populations,
time periods, and question phrasing can all affect
the comparability of results. For example, both
Indicators 20 and 21 report data on selected security
and safety measures used in schools. Indicator 20
uses data collected from a survey of public school
principals about safety and security practices used
in their schools during the 2013-14 school year. The
schools range from primary through high schools.
Indicator 21, however, uses data collected from 12-
through 18-year-old students residing in a sample of
households. These students were asked whether they
observed selected safety and security measures in

their school in 2013, but they may not have known
whether, in fact, the security measure was present.
In addition, different indicators contain various
approaches to the analysis of school crime data and,
therefore, will show different perspectives on school
crime. For example, both Indicators 2 and 3 report
data on theft and violent victimization at school based
on the National Crime Victimization Survey and the
School Crime Supplement to that survey, respectively.
While Indicator 2 examines the number of incidents
of victimization, /ndicator 3 examines the percentage
or prevalence of students who reported victimization.
Table A provides a summary of some of the variations
in the design and coverage of sample surveys used in
this report.

Several indicators in this report are based on self-
reported survey data. Readers should note that
limitations inherent to self-reported data may affect
estimates (Addington 2005; Cantor and Lynch 2000).
First, unless an interview is “bounded” or a reference
period is established, estimates may include events
that exceed the scope of the specified reference period.
This factor may artificially increase reported incidents
because respondents may recall events outside of the
given reference period. Second, many of the surveys
rely on the respondent to “self-determine” a condition.
This factor allows the respondent to define a situation
based upon his or her own interpretation of whether
the incident was a crime or not. On the other hand,
the same situation may not necessarily be interpreted
in the same way by a bystander or the perceived
offender. Third, victim surveys tend to emphasize
crime events as incidents that take place at one point
in time. However, victims can often experience a
state of victimization in which they are threatened or
victimized regularly or repeatedly. Finally, respondents
may recall an event inaccurately. For instance, people
may forget the event entirely or recall the specifics
of the episode incorrectly. These and other factors
may affect the precision of the estimates based on
these surveys.

Data trends are discussed in this report when possible.
Where trends are not discussed, either the data
are not available in earlier surveys or the wording
of the survey question changed from year to year,
eliminating the ability to discuss any trend.
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Where data from samples are reported, as is the
case with most of the indicators in this report, the
standard error is calculated for each estimate provided
in order to determine the “margin of error” for these
estimates. The standard errors of the estimates for
different subpopulations in an indicator can vary
considerably and should be taken into account
when making comparisons. With the exception of
Indicator 2, in this report, in cases where the standard
error was between 30 and 50 percent of the associated
estimate, the estimates were noted with a “!” symbol
(Interpret data with caution. The coefficient of
variation [CV] for this estimate is between 30 and
50 percent). In Indicator 2, the
the reader that estimates marked indicate that the

«»

symbol cautions

reported statistic was based on 10 or fewer cases.
With the exception of Indicator 2, in cases where
the standard error was 50 percent or greater of the
associated estimate, the estimate was suppressed
(Reporting standards not met. Either there are too
few cases for a reliable estimate or the coefficient
of variation [CV] is 50 percent or greater). See
appendix A for more information.

«y»

The appearance of a “!” symbol (Interpret data with
caution) in a table or figure indicates a data cell with
a high ratio of standard error to estimate so the reader
should use caution when interpreting such data.
These estimates are still discussed, however, when
statistically significant differences are found despite

large standard errors.

Comparisons in the text based on sample survey data
have been tested for statistical significance to ensure
that the differences are larger than might be expected
due to sampling variation. Findings described in this
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report with comparative language (e.g., higher, lower,
increase, and decrease) are statistically significant at
the .05 level. Comparisons based on universe data
do not require statistical testing, with the exception
of linear trends. Several test procedures were used,
depending upon the type of data being analyzed
and the nature of the comparison being tested.
The primary test procedure used in this report was
Student’s ¢ statistic, which tests the difference between
two sample estimates. The # test formula was not
adjusted for multiple comparisons. Linear trend tests
were used to examine changes in percentages over
a range of values such as time or age. Linear trends
tests allow one to examine whether, for example, the
percentage of students who reported using drugs
increased (or decreased) over time or whether the
percentage of students who reported being physically
attacked in school increased (or decreased) with age.
When differences among percentages were examined
relative to a variable with ordinal categories (such as
grade), analysis of variance (ANOVA) was used to test
for a linear relationship between the two variables.

Percentages reported in the tables and figures
are generally rounded to one decimal place
(e.g., 76.5 percent), while percentages reported in the
text are generally rounded from the original number
to whole numbers (with any value of 0.50 or above
rounded to the next highest whole number). While
the data labels on the figures have been rounded to
one decimal place, the graphical presentation of these
data is based on the unrounded estimates.

Appendix A of this report contains descriptions of all
the datasets used in this report and a discussion of
how standard errors were calculated for each estimate.



Table A.

Nationally representative sample and universe surveys used in this report

Survey Sample Year of survey Reference time period  Indicators
Campus Safety and All postsecondary 2001 through 2013 Calendar year 22,23
Security Survey institutions that receive annually

Title IV funding
Census of Juveniles in All residential placement 1997 through 2013 Fourth Wednesday in Spotlight 2
Residential Placement facilities that house biennially October
(CJRP) juvenile offenders
Civil Rights Data All public elementary and 2011-12 2011-12 school year 19

Collection (CRDC)

EDFacts

Fast Response Survey
System (FRSS)

High School Longitudinal
Study of 2009 (HSLS:09)

National Crime
Victimization Survey
(NCvVS)

The School-Associated
Violent Deaths Study
(SAVD)

School Crime Supplement
(SCS) to the National
Crime Victimization
Survey

School Survey on Crime
and Safety (SSOCS)

Schools and Staffing
Survey (SASS)

Supplementary Homicide
Reports (SHR)

Web-Based Injury
Statistics Query and
Reporting System Fatal
(WISQARS™ Fatal)

Youth Risk Behavior
Surveillance System
(YRBSS)

secondary schools

All students in K-12
schools

Public primary, middle,
and high schools’

Students enrolled in ninth
grade in fall 2009

Individuals ages 12 or
older living in households
and group quarters

Universe

Students ages 12—-18
enrolled in public and
private schools during the
school year

Public primary, middle,
and high schools’

Public and private school
K-12 teachers

Universe

Universe

Students enrolled in
grades 9—12 in public and
private schools at the time
of the survey

2009-10 through 2013-14
annually

2013-14

2009, 2012, and 2013

1992 through 2014
annually

1992 through 2013
continuous

1995, 1999, and 2001
through 2013 biennially

1999-2000, 2003-04,
2005-06, 2007-08, and
2009-10

1993-94,1999-2000,
2003-04, 2007-08, and
201112

1992 through 2013
continuous

1992 through 2012
continuous

1993 through 2013
biennially

Incidents during the
school year

2013-14 school year
Fall 2009, spring 2012,
and fall 2013
Interviews conducted

during the calendar year?

July 1 through June 30

Incidents during the
previous 6 months

Incidents during the
school year®

1999-2000, 2003-04,
2005-06, 2007-08, and
2009-10 school years

Incidents during the
previous 12 months

July 1 through June 30

Calendar year

Incidents during the
previous 12 months

Incidents during the
previous 30 days

9, 14, 15, and 19

6, 7, and 20

Spotlight 1

8,10, 11, 14, 17, 18,
and 21

6,7, and 20

4,9,11,and 13

14,15, and 16

! Either school principals or the person most knowledgeable about discipline issues at school completed the questionnaire.
2Respondents in the NCVS are interviewed every 6 months and asked about incidents that occurred in the past 6 months.

31n 2007, 2009, 2011, and 2013, the reference period was the school year. In all other survey years, the reference period was the previous 6 months.
Cognitive testing showed that estimates from 2007, 2009, 2011, and 2013 are comparable to previous years. For more information, please see appendix A.
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Spotlight 1

Suspension and Expulsion by Student, Family, and Academic

Characteristics

The percentage of students who had ever been suspended or expelled was lower for fall 2009 ninth-graders
who completed high school by 2013 than for fall 2009 ninth-graders who did not complete high school by

2013 (17 percent vs. 54 percent).

Students may be suspended (temporarily removed
from regular school activities in or out of school) or
expelled (permanently removed from school with
no services) for a variety of disciplinary reasons.
Suspensions and expulsions from school are often
associated with negative academic outcomes, such
as lower levels of achievement and higher school
dropout rates (Christle, Nelson, and Jolivette 2004;
Skiba et al. 2002). The timing of school suspensions
or expulsions is also associated with student outcomes.
For example, students’ suspension in elementary or
middle school is associated with a greater likelihood
of being suspended later in school, poor academic
performance, and a lower likelihood of graduating
from high school on time (Raffaele Mendez 2003).
This spotlight examines the characteristics of students
who have ever been suspended or expelled, as well
as academic outcomes for these students. It also
examines differences in students’ characteristics based
on the timing of their suspension or expulsion.

The High School Longitudinal Study of 2009
(HSLS:2009) followed a nationally representative
cohort of ninth-grade students throughout high
school. During the first wave of data, which was
collected from ninth-graders and their parents in the
fall of 2009, parents were asked to report whether

their child had ever been suspended or expelled from
school since starting kindergarten. During the first
follow-up (conducted in the spring of 2012, when
most of the students were in the 11th grade), parents
and their children were surveyed again, and parents
were asked to report on whether their child had been
suspended or expelled since the last data collection.

In addition to examining differences for all students
who had ever been suspended or expelled, this
spotlight examines differences in relation to the
timing of students’ suspensions or expulsions. For
this spotlight, students who were ever suspended
or expelled are categorized into three different
groups depending on the time period in which their
suspension or expulsion occurred. One group consists
of those who were suspended or expelled only before
fall 2009 (in the spotlight, this group is described
as being made up of those who were suspended or
expelled only in the “early time period”). A second
group consists of those who were suspended or
expelled only between fall 2009 and spring 2012 (in
the spotlight, this group is described as being made
up of those who were suspended or expelled only in
the “late time period”). A third group consists of those
who were suspended or expelled in both time periods.

https://nces.ed.gov/surveys/hsls09/.

This spotlight indicator features data on a selected issue of current policy interest. For more information: Table S1.1, and

Spotlights


https://nces.ed.gov/surveys/hsls09/

Figure S1.1. Percentage of fall 2009 ninth-graders who were ever suspended or expelled through spring
2012, by when the student was suspended or expelled and sex: 2012

Percent

100

80

60

40
26.1

Ever suspended

or expelled in the early time period

Suspended or expelled

Suspended or expelled
in the late time period

Suspended or expelled
in both time periods

Timing of suspension or expulsion’

M Total [l Male []Female

"“Ever suspended or expelled” are those fall 2009 ninth-graders who were suspended or expelled at any time. “Suspended or expelled in the early
time period” are those students who were only suspended before fall 2009. “Suspended or expelled in the late time period” are those who were
only suspended between fall 2009 and spring 2012. “Suspended or expelled in both time periods” are those who were suspended or expelled both

before fall 2009 and between fall 2009 and spring 2012.
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, High School Longitudinal Study of 2009 (HSLS:2009), 2013

Update and High School Transcripts Public-Use Data File.

The percentage of fall 2009 ninth-graders who, by
spring 2012, had ever been suspended or expelled
from school was about 19 percent (table S1.1 and
figure S1.1). There were no measurable differences
between the percentages of students who had ever
been suspended or expelled in terms of the time
period during which they were suspended or expelled
(7 percent were suspended or expelled only in the early
time period, 7 percent were suspended or expelled
only in the late time period, and 6 percent were
suspended or expelled in both time periods).

A higher percentage of males (26 percent) than of
females (13 percent) were ever suspended or expelled.
There were no measurable differences between the
percentages of male students who were suspended
or expelled only in the early time period, only in the
late time period, or in both time periods. For female
students who had ever been suspended or expelled,
however, higher percentages were suspended or
expelled only in the early time period (5 percent) and
only in the late time period (5 percent) than in both
time periods (3 percent).
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Figure S1.2. Percentage of fall 2009 ninth-graders who were ever suspended or expelled through spring

2012, by race/ethnicity: 2012

Percent
100
80
60
40.6!
40 35.6
213 25.6
20 14.4 ’
6.4!
0 [ ¥
White Black Hispanic Asian Pacific Islander American Indian/  Two or more
Alaska Native races
Race/ethnicity

! Interpret data with caution. The coefficient of variation (CV) for this estimate is between 30 and 50 percent.
1 Reporting standards not met. The coefficient of variation (CV) for this estimate is 50 percent or greater.

NOTE: Race categories exclude persons of Hispanic ethnicity.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, High School Longitudinal Study of 2009 (HSLS:2009), 2013

Update and High School Transcripts Public-Use Data File.

A higher percentage of Black students (36 percent)
than of Hispanic (21 percent), White (14 percent),
and Asian students (6 percent) had ever been
suspended or expelled (figure S1.2 and table S1.1).
Additionally, a higher percentage of students of Two
or more races (26 percent) and Hispanic students had
ever been suspended or expelled than White students.
A lower percentage of Asian students than of students
of any other race/ethnicity with available data had ever
been suspended or expelled.

The percentages of students in the White, Black,
and Hispanic racial/ethnic groups who had ever
been suspended or expelled varied in terms of the

Spotlights

time period in which the suspensions or expulsions
occurred: For White students, a higher percentage
were suspended or expelled only in the late time
period (7 percent) than only in the early time period
(4 percent) or in both periods (3 percent); for Black
students, higher percentages were suspended or
expelled only in the early time period (15 percent)
or in both periods (14 percent) than only in the late
time period (7 percent); and for Hispanic students,
a higher percentage were suspended or expelled only
in the early time period (10 percent) than in both
periods (4 percent).



Figure S1.3. Percentage of fall 2009 ninth-graders who were ever suspended or expelled through spring
2012, by highest education of parents and family socioeconomic status: 2012
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1 Socioeconomic status was measured by a composite score on parental education and occupations, and family income.
SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, High School Longitudinal Study of 2009 (HSLS:2009), 2013

Update and High School Transcripts Public-Use Data File.

Data on the characteristics of students’ families, such
as their parents” highest level of education and their
families’ socioeconomic status, were also collected as
part of the HSLS:2009 study, and the percentage of
students who had ever been suspended or expelled
varied according to these characteristics. For example,
of students whose parents” highest level of education
was high school completion or less, 27 percent had
ever been suspended or expelled (figure S1.3 and
table S1.1). Of students whose parents” highest level
of education exceeded high school completion, the
percentages who had ever been suspended or expelled

were lower (21 percent for students whose parents had
some college, 13 percent for students whose parents
had a bachelor’s degree, and 10 percent for students
whose parents had a master’s or higher degree). A
greater percentage of students of low socioeconomic
status (SES) than of students of middle SES had
ever been suspended or expelled (29 vs. 17 percent),
and both of these percentages were greater than the
percentage of high-SES students who had ever been
suspended or expelled (9 percent).?

2 Socioeconomic status (SES) was measured by a composite
score on parental education and occupations, and family income
at the time of data collection. Students living in households in
the highest 20 percent of the SES scale were identified as being
from high-SES households, those living in households in the
middle 40 percent of the SES scale were identified as being from
middle-SES households, and those living in households in the
lowest 40 percent of the SES scale were identified as being from
low-SES households.

Indicators of School Crime and Safety: 2015
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Figure S1.4. Percentage of fall 2009 ninth-graders who were ever suspended or expelled through spring
2012, by school engagement and sense of school belonging: 2012
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A school engagement scale was constructed based on students’ responses to questions about how frequently they went to class without homework
done, without pencil or paper, without books, or late. Students’ school engagement is considered low if they were in the bottom quarter of the scale
distribution, middle if they were in the middle two quarters, and high if they were in the highest quarter.

2 A school belonging scale was constructed based on the extent to which students agreed or disagreed that they felt safe at school, that they felt
proud of being part of the school, that there were always teachers or other adults at school they could talk to if they had a problem, that school was
often a waste of time, and that getting good grades was important to them. Students’ sense of school belonging is considered low if they were in the
bottom quarter of the scale distribution, middle if they were in the middle two quarters, and high if they were in the highest quarter.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, High School Longitudinal Study of 2009 (HSLS:2009), 2013

Update and High School Transcripts Public-Use Data File.

Research shows that students’ attitudes toward
school are associated with their academic outcomes
(Morrison et al. 2002), and that schools with a
supportive climate have lower rates of delinquency,
including suspensions and expulsions (Christle,
Jolivette, and Nelson 2005). As part of the HSLS:2009
data collection, students reported on their school
engagement and sense of school belonging in the
fall of their ninth-grade year. School engagement
measured how frequently students went to class
without homework done, without pencil or paper,
without books, or late.” The percentage of students
with low school engagement who had ever been
suspended or expelled (28 percent) was higher than
the percentage of students with middle or high levels
of school engagement who had ever been suspended

% Students’ school engagement is considered low if they were
in the bottom quarter of the scale distribution, middle if they
were in the middle two quarters, and high if they were in the
highest quarter.

Spotlights

or expelled (21 percent and 9 percent, respectively;
figure S1.4 and table S1.1). Sense of school belonging
was measured based on the extent to which students
agreed or disagreed that they felt safe at school, that
they felt proud of being part of the school, that there
were always teachers or other adults at school they
could talk to if they had a problem, that school was
often a waste of time, and that getting good grades
was important to them.? The percentage of students
with a low sense of school belonging who had ever
been suspended or expelled (28 percent) was higher
than the percentage of students with a middle or
high sense of school belonging who had ever been
suspended or expelled (16 percent and 15 percent,
respectively).

4 Students’ sense of school belonging is considered low if they
were in the bottom quarter of the scale distribution, middle if
they were in the middle two quarters, and high if they were in
the highest quarter.



Figure S1.5. Percentage of fall 2009 ninth-graders who were ever suspended or expelled through spring
2012, by cumulative high school grade point average and high school completion status: 2013
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SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, High School Longitudinal Study of 2009 (HSLS:2009), 2013

Update and High School Transcripts Public-Use Data File.

In 2013 (after most fall 2009 ninth-graders had
completed high school), students’ high school
transcripts were obtained. In addition, students and
their parents were asked about students” high school
completion status. The percentages of students who
had ever been suspended or expelled were higher
for those students with lower grade point averages
(GPAs). About 46 percent of students with a GPA
below 1.99 had ever been suspended or expelled,

compared with 28 percent of students with a GPA
of 2.00-2.49, 18 percent of students with a GPA of
2.50-2.99, 8 percent of students with a GPA of 3.00—
3.49, and 3 percent of students with a GPA of 3.50
or above (figure S1.5 and table S1.1). Also, a higher
percentage of students who had not completed high
school by 2013 than of students who had completed
high school by 2013 had ever been suspended or
expelled (54 vs. 17 percent).

Indicators of School Crime and Safety: 2015

13



14

Spotlight 2

Juveniles in Residential Placement: Youth and Facility

Characteristics

The rate of residential placement for Black males in 2013 was 804 per 100,000, which was 1.6 times the
rate for American Indian/Alaska Native males (496 per 100,000), 2.7 times the rate for Hispanic males
(296 per 100,000), 5 times the rate for White males (162 per 100,000), and over 16 times the rate for

Asian/Pacific Islander males (49 per 100,000).

Juvenile offenders held in residential placement
facilities often lack the necessary services and
supports that can help them to develop skills,
encourage learning, and lead to successful academic
performance (U.S. Departments of Education and
Justice 2014). The experiences of these youth during
placement and following their reentry into the
community are frequently characterized by high rates
of reoffending, lower educational attainment, and
negative employment outcomes (Aizer and Doyle
2015; Apel and Sweeten 2009; Hjalmarsson 2008;
The Pew Charitable Trusts 2015; Solomon 2012).
These juveniles often experience disruptions to their
education as they pass in and out of traditional
schooling. While most facilities provide middle-
school- and high-school-level educational services
(Hockenberry, Sickmund, and Sladky 2013), these
services are generally not comparable to those available
to their peers in the community (The Council of State
Governments Justice Center 2015). Students who
exit residential facilities also face challenges related
to reenrollment, transfer of academic records, and
acceptance of credits when they attempt to reenter
the traditional education system (Feierman, Levick,
and Mody 2009/10).

The Census of Juveniles in Residential Placement
(CJRP) is a biennial survey of all secure and nonsecure
residential placement facilities that house juvenile
offenders, defined as persons younger than 21 who are
held in a residential setting as a result of some contact
with the justice system (i.e., being charged with or
adjudicated for an offense). The CJRP provides a
1-day count of the number of youth in residential
placement, as well as data on the characteristics of
youth in these facilities and information about the
facilities themselves. The census does not include adult
prisons, jails, federal facilities, or facilities exclusively
for drug or mental health treatment or for abused or
neglected youth.

Between 1997 and 2013, the number of youth
in residential placement facilities fell by nearly
50 percent, from approximately 105,000 to just over
54,000 (figure S2.1 and table S2.1). The number of
youth in these facilities declined for both males and

females, and the ratio of males to females did not
change measurably between 1997 and 2013. In each
of the nine years in which the CJRP was conducted,
there were approximately 6 times as many males as
females in residential facilities.

The decline in residential placements between
1997 and 2013 was also observed for White, Black,
Hispanic, Asian, Pacific Islander, and American
Indian/Alaska Native youth. The number of
residential placements declined by about one-third
for Hispanic and American Indian/Alaska Native
youth; by about one-half for White, Black, and Pacific
Islander youth; and by more than three-fourths for
Asian youth.

It is also important to examine the residential
placement rate, which is the number of juvenile
offenders in residential facilities per 100,000 youth
in the general population. This rate provides a more
comparable measurement across time because it
accounts for population growth and demographic
changes. The overall residential placement rate fell
from 356 per 100,000 youth in 1997 to 173 per
100,000 in 2013 (figure S2.2 and table S2.2). The
residential placement rate for White youth fell from
201 to 100 per 100,000 during the same period, while
the rate for Black youth fell from 968 to 464 per
100,000. Between 1997 and 2013, rates for American
Indian/Alaska Native youth fell from 490 to 334 per
100,000, rates for Hispanic youth fell from 468 to
173 per 100,000, and rates for Asian/Pacific Islander
youth fell from 195 to 28 per 100,000.°

Although residential placement rates per 100,000
youth declined for all racial/ethnic groups, disparities
between racial/ethnic groups persist. In 1997, the
residential placement rate for Black youth was
4.8 times the rate for White youth, and in 2013 it
was 4.6 times the rate for White youth. In 1997, the
rate for Hispanic youth was 2.3 times the rate for
White youth, and in 2013 it was 1.7 times the rate

Spotlight 2 continued on page 16.

5 Separate data for Asian and Pacific Islander youth are not
available for the residential placement rate per 100,000 juveniles.

S2.2, and http://www.ojjdp.gov/ojstatbb/ezacjrp/.

This spotlight indicator features data on a selected issue of current policy interest. For more information: Tables S2.1 and
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Figure S2.1. Number of juvenile offenders in residential placement facilities, by sex: Selected years, 1997
through 2013
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NOTE: Data are from a biennial survey of all secure and nonsecure residential placement facilities that house juvenile offenders. Data do not include
adult prisons, jails, federal facilities, or facilities exclusively for drug or mental health treatment or for abused or neglected youth. The data provide
1-day population counts of juveniles in residential placement facilities.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Justice, Office of Juvenile Justice and Delinquency Prevention, Census of Juveniles in Residential Placement
(CJRP), retrieved September 25, 2015, from http://www.ojjdp.gov/ojstatbb/ezacjrp/.

Figure S2.2. Residential placement rate (number of juvenile offenders in residential facilities) per 100,000
juveniles, by race/ethnicity: Selected years, 1997 through 2013
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NOTE: Residential placement rate calculated per 100,000 persons age 10 through the upper age at which offenders were under original jurisdiction
of the juvenile courts in each state in the given year. Data are from a biennial survey of all secure and nonsecure residential placement facilities that
house juvenile offenders. Data do not include adult prisons, jails, federal facilities, or facilities exclusively for drug or mental health treatment or for
abused or neglected youth. The data provide 1-day population counts of juveniles in residential placement facilities.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Justice, Office of Juvenile Justice and Delinquency Prevention, Census of Juveniles in Residential Placement
(CJRP), retrieved October 20, 2015, from http://www.ojjdp.gov/ojstatbb/ezacjrp/.
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Figure S2.3. Residential placement rate (number of juvenile offenders in residential facilities) per 100,000

juveniles, by race/ethnicity and sex: 2013
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NOTE: Residential placement rate calculated per 100,000 persons age 10 through the upper age at which offenders were under original jurisdiction
of the juvenile courts in each state in the given year. Data are from a biennial survey of all secure and nonsecure residential placement facilities that
house juvenile offenders. Data do not include adult prisons, jails, federal facilities, or facilities exclusively for drug or mental health treatment or for
abused or neglected youth. The data provide 1-day population counts of juveniles in residential placement facilities.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Justice, Office of Juvenile Justice and Delinquency Prevention, Census of Juveniles in Residential Placement
(CJRP), retrieved October 20, 2015, from http://www.ojjdp.gov/ojstatbb/ezacjrp/.

for White youth. In contrast, the disparity between
American Indian/Alaska Native youth and White
youth was larger in 2013 than in 1997. The American
Indian/Alaska Native rate was 2.4 times the White
rate in 1997 and 3.3 times the White rate in 2013.
In 1997, residential placement rates were similar for
White and Asian/Pacific Islander youth. However,
residential placement rates declined more sharply for
Asian/Pacific Islander youth than for White youth.
As a result, in 2013 the residential placement rate
for Asian/Pacific Islander youth was approximately
one-quarter of the rate for White youth.

The residential placement rate per 100,000 youth
was also considerably higher for Black males than
for males or females of any other racial/ethnic group.
The rate of residential placement for Black males in
2013 was 804 per 100,000, which was 1.6 times
the rate for American Indian/Alaska Native males
(496 per 100,000), 2.7 times the rate for Hispanic
males (296 per 100,000), 5 times the rate for White
males (162 per 100,000), and over 16 times the rate
for Asian/Pacific Islander males (49 per 100,000)
(hgure S2.3). Black males made up over one-third
(35 percent) of all youth in residential placement
in 2013.

Spotlights

Older youth made up a greater share of juveniles in
residential placement than younger youth in 2013: A
majority (69 percent) were between the ages of 16 and
20, about 30 percent were between the ages of 13 and
15, and 1 percent were age 12 or younger (table S2.1).

In 2013, the number of juveniles in residential
facilities was highest for those being held for offenses
against persons® (19,922, or 37 percent of all juveniles
held) and second highest for those being held for
offenses against property” (12,768, or 24 percent). The
number in residential facilities was 9,316 (17 percent)
for those being held for technical violations, such as
violations of probation, parole, or valid court order;
6,085 (11 percent) for those being held for offenses
against the public order;® and 3,533 (7 percent) for

¢ Offenses against persons, or person offenses, include
aggravated assault, criminal homicic[)e, robbery, simple assault,
violent sexual assault, and other offenses sucﬁ as harassment,
coercion, kidnapping, and reckless endangerment.

7 Offenses against property, or property offenses, include arson,
auto theft, burglary, theft, and other offenses such as vandalism,
trespassing, and selling stolen property.

8 Offenses against the public order, or public order offenses,
include driving under the influence of alcohol or drugs;
possession, use, or distribution of weapons; and other offenses
such as obstruction of justice, nonviolent sex offenses, cruelty to
animals, and disorderly conduct.


http://www.ojjdp.gov/ojstatbb/ezacjrp/

Figure S2.4. Percentage distribution of juvenile offenders in residential placement facilities, by facility

operation: 1997 and 2013
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' Private facilities are operated by private nonprofit or for-profit corporations or organizations.
NOTE: Data are from a biennial survey of all secure and nonsecure residential placement facilities that house juvenile offenders. Data do not include
adult prisons, jails, federal facilities, or facilities exclusively for drug or mental health treatment or for abused or neglected youth. The data provide

1-day population counts of juveniles in residential placement facilities.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Justice, Office of Juvenile Justice and Delinquency Prevention, Census of Juveniles in Residential Placement
(CJRP), retrieved October 20, 2015, from http://www.ojjdp.gov/ojstatbb/ezacjrp/.

those being held for drug offenses. A total of 2,524
juvenile offenders (5 percent) were being held for
status offenses, which are actions that are illegal for
underage persons but not for adults.’

Between 1997 and 2013, the largest percentage
declines in the number of juveniles in residential
placement were observed for those being held for drug
offenses (61 percent), status offenses (60 percent), and
offenses against property (60 percent). Percentage
declines over the period were smaller for juveniles
being held for offenses against the public order
(41 percent) and offenses against persons (43 percent).
Juvenile residential placements for technical violations
were 25 percent lower in 2013 than in 1997.

Residential placement facilities vary by size, operational
control, and classification. The percentage of juveniles
in residential placement who were in the largest size
facilities (201 or more residents) declined from 35 to
13 percent between 1997 and 2013. In 2013, most
juveniles in residential placement were either in a
facility of 21 to 50 residents (27 percent) or a facility
of 51 to 150 residents (36 percent).

In 1997, about 44 percent of juveniles were held in
facilities operated by state government agencies, with
the remainder split evenly between facilities operated

% Examples include curfew violation, running away, truancy,
and underage drinking.

by local government agencies and facilities operated by
private entities (28 percent each; figure S2.4 and table
§2.1). In 2013, the share of juveniles in state facilities
had declined to 32 percent, with an additional
32 percent in private facilities and 36 percent in
local facilities.

Juveniles may be placed in a wide range of facility
types, including detention centers, shelters, reception/
diagnostic centers, group homes, boot camps, ranch/
wilderness camps, residential treatment centers, and
long-term secure facilities. Over time, detention
centers and long-term secure facilities have held the
largest numbers of youth.!” In 2013, detention centers
held 36 percent of the youth in residential placement
and long-term secure facilities held 27 percent.
Data on residential treatment centers first became
available in the 2003 CJRP. Since then, this facility
type has contained the third-largest number of youth,
accounting for 23 percent of juveniles in residential
placement in 2013. About 8 percent of youth were
held in group homes in 2013, and 2 percent or less of
youth were held in each of the following facility types:
ranch/wilderness camp, shelter, reception/diagnostic
center, and boot camp.

19 Although respondents were able to select more than one type
for their facility, the data used for this indicator assign each
facility to a single primary type based on an analysis that applies
a hierarchy rule.
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Indicator 1

Violent Deaths at School and Away From School

Over all available survey years, the percentage of youth homicides occurring at school remained at less than
3 percent of the total number of youth homicides, and the percentage of youth suicides occurring at school
remained at less than 1 percent of the total number of youth suicides.

Violent deaths at schools are rare but tragic events
with far-reaching effects on the school population
and surrounding community. This indicator
presents data on school-associated violent deaths
that were collected through the School-Associated
Violent Deaths (SAVD) Surveillance System, as
well as data on total suicides collected through the
Web-based Injury Statistics Query and Reporting
System Fatal (WISQARS™ Fatal) and data on total
homicides collected through the Supplementary
Homicide Reports (SHR). The SAVD Surveillance
System defines a school-associated violent death as
“a homicide, suicide, or legal intervention death'!
(involving a law enforcement officer), in which the
fatal injury occurred on the campus of a functioning
elementary or secondary school in the United States.”
School-associated violent deaths include those that
occurred while the victim was on the way to or
returning from regular sessions at school or while
the victim was attending or traveling to or from an
official school-sponsored event. Victims of school-
associated violent deaths include not only students
and staff members, but also others who are not
students or staff members, such as students’ parents
or community members.

The most recent data released by the SAVD
Surveillance System cover the period from July 1,
2012 through June 30, 2013. During this period,
there were a total of 53 school-associated violent
deaths in elementary and secondary schools in the
United States (figure 1.1 and table 1.1). Of these
53 student, staff, and nonstudent school-associated
violent deaths, there were 41 homicides, 11 suicides,
and 1 legal intervention death.!?

"1 A legal intervention death is defined as a death caused by
police and other persons with legal authority to use deadly force,
excluding legal executions.

12 Data from 1999-2000 onward are subject to change until
interviews with school and law enforcement officials have
been completed. The details learned during the interviews
can occasionally change the classification of a case. For more
information on this survey, please see appendix A.

Data on violent deaths occurring away from school
were included in order to calculate the percentage
of violent deaths occurring at school. The most
recent data available for total suicides of school-age
youth (ages 5-18; also referred to as “youth” in this
indicator) are for the 2012 calendar year; the most
recent data available for total homicides of youth are
for the 2012-13 school year."” During the 2012-13
school year, there were 1,186 homicides of youth in
the United States (figure 1.2 and table 1.1). During
the 2012 calendar year, there were 1,590 suicides of
youth. During the 2012-13 school year, there were
31 homicides and 6 suicides of school-age youth at
school (figure 1.1 and table 1.1). When instances of
homicide and suicide of school-age youth at school
were combined, there was approximately 1 homicide
or suicide at school for every 1.5 million students

enrolled."

The percentage of youth homicides occurring at
school remained at less than 3 percent of the total
number of youth homicides between 1992-93 (when
data collection began) and 2012-13, even though the
absolute number of homicides of school-age youth
at school varied across the years” (figure 1.1 and
table 1.1). Between 1992-93 and 2012-13, a range
of 1 to 10 school-age youth died by suicide at school
each year, with no consistent pattern of increase or
decrease in the number of suicides. The percentage
of youth suicides occurring at school remained at less
than 1 percent of the total number of youth suicides
over all available survey years.

13 Data on total suicides are from the Web-based Injury Statistics
Query and Reporting System Fatal (WISQARS™ Fatal) and
data on total homicides are from the Supplementary Homicide
Reports (SHR). Data on total suicides are available only by
calendar year, whereas data on suicides and homicides at school
and data on total homicides are available by school year. Due to
these differences in reference periods, please use caution when
comparing total suicides to other categories.

14 The total number of students enrolled in prekindergarten
through 12th grade during the 2012-13 school year was
54,952,269 (Snyder and Dillow 2016).

15 Single incidents occurring at school with a large number of
school-age victims could result in large variations in the number
of homicides of school-age youth at school between two years.
Please use caution when making comparisons over time.

schoolviolence/SAVD.html.

This indicator has been updated to include 2012-13 data for school-associated violent deaths and total youth homicides, and
2012 data for total youth suicides. For more information: Table 1.1, and http://www.cdc.gov/violenceprevention/youthviolence/
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Figure 1.1. Number of student, staff, and nonstudent school-associated violent deaths, and number of
homicides and suicides of youth ages 5-18 at school: School years 1992-93 to 2012-13
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" Data from 1999-2000 onward are subject to change until interviews with school and law enforcement officials have been completed. The details
learned during the interviews can occasionally change the classification of a case. For more information on this survey, please see appendix A.

2 A school-associated violent death is defined as “a homicide, suicide, or legal intervention (involving a law enforcement officer), in which the fatal
injury occurred on the campus of a functioning elementary or secondary school in the United States,” while the victim was on the way to or from
regular sessions at school, or while the victim was attending or traveling to or from an official school-sponsored event. Victims include students, staff
members, and others who are not students or staff members, from July 1, 1992, through June 30, 2013.

NOTE: “At school” includes on school property, on the way to or from regular sessions at school, and while attending or traveling to or from a school-
sponsored event. Estimates were revised and may differ from previously published data.

SOURCE: Centers for Disease Control and Prevention (CDC), 1992-2013 School-Associated Violent Deaths Surveillance Study (SAVD) (partially
funded by the U.S. Department of Education, Office of Safe and Healthy Students), previously unpublished tabulation (September 2015).

Figure 1.2. Percentage distribution and number of homicides and suicides of youth ages 5-18, by
location: 2012-13
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"Youth ages 5-18 from July 1, 2012, through June 30, 2013.

2 Data from the School-Associated Violent Deaths Surveillance Study (SAVD) are subject to change until interviews with school and law
enforcement officials have been completed. The details learned during the interviews can occasionally change the classification of a case. For more
information on this survey, please see appendix A.

3Youth ages 5-18 in the 2012 calendar year.

4Because data reported on total youth suicides are for calendar year 2012, numbers for total suicides and suicides occurring away from school
during school year 2012—13 is approximate. Use caution when interpreting these numbers due to timeline differences.

NOTE: “At school” includes on school property, on the way to or from regular sessions at school, and while attending or traveling to or from a school-
sponsored event.

SOURCE: Data on homicides and suicides of youth ages 5-18 at school are from the Centers for Disease Control and Prevention (CDC), 2013
School-Associated Violent Deaths Surveillance Study (SAVD) (partially funded by the U.S. Department of Education, Office of Safe and Healthy
Students), previously unpublished tabulation (September 2015); data on total suicides of youth ages 5-18 are from the CDC, National Center for
Injury Prevention and Control, Web-based Injury Statistics Query and Reporting System Fatal (WISQARS™ Fatal), 2012, retrieved September 2015
from http://www.cdc.gov/injury/wisqars/index.html; and data on total homicides of youth ages 5-18 for the 2012-13 school year are from the
Supplementary Homicide Reports (SHR) collected by the Federal Bureau of Investigation and tabulated by the Bureau of Justice Statistics,
preliminary data (November 2015).
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Indicator 2

Incidence of Victimization at School and Away From School'®

Between 1992 and 2014, the total victimization rate at school declined 82 percent, from 181 victimizations
per 1,000 students in 1992 ro 33 victimizations per 1,000 students in 2014. The total victimization
rate away from school declined 86 percent, from 173 victimizations per 1,000 students in 1992 to

24 victimizations per 1,000 students in 2014.

In 2014, data from the National Crime Victimization
Survey showed that students ages 12—18 experienced
850,100 nonfatal victimizations (theft'” and violent
victimization'®) at school and 621,300 nonfatal
victimizations away from school (table 2.1)."” These
figures represent total crime victimization rates of
33 victimizations per 1,000 students at school and
24 per 1,000 students away from school; these rates
were not measurably different.

For most of the years between 1992 and 2008 as well
as in 2012, the rate of theft at school was higher than
the rate of theft away from school among students
ages 12-18 (figure 2.1). There were no measurable
differences between the rates of theft at school and
away from school in 2009, 2010, 2011, 2013, or 2014.

The rate of theft at school was 14 thefts per 1,000
students in 2014 and 18 thefts per 1,000 students
in 2013; these rates were not measurably different.
The rate of theft away from school was lower in 2014
(11 thefts per 1,000 students) than in 2013 (16 thefts
per 1,000 students).

Between 1992 and 2000, the rate of violent
victimization per 1,000 students at school was
either lower than or not measurably different from
the rate away from school. Since 2001, the rate of

16 Although Indicators 2 and 3 present information on
similar topics, Indicator 2 is based solely on data collected in
the NCVS, whereas Indicator 3 is based on data collected in
the School Crime Supplement (SCS) to the NCVS as well as
demographic data collected in the NCVS. Indicator 2 uses data
from all students ages 12-18 who responded to the NCVS,
while Indicator 3 uses data from all students ages 12-18 who
responded to both the NCVS and the SCS.

17 “Theft” includes attempted and completed purse-snatching,
completed pickpocketing, and all attempted and completed
thefts, with the exception of motor vehicle thefts. Theft does not
include robbery, which involves the threat or use of force and is
classified as a violent crime.

18 “Violent victimization” includes serious violent crimes and
simple assault.

19 “Students” refers to youth ages 12-18 whose educational
attainment did not exceed grade 12 at the time of the survey.
An uncertain percentage of these persons may not have attended
school during the survey reference period. These data do not
take into account the number of hours that students spend at
school or away from school. “At school” includes inside the
school building, on school property, and on the way to or from
school.

violent victimization per 1,000 students at school has
generally been higher than or not measurably different
from the rate away from school. In 2014, the rate of
violent victimization was 19 per 1,000 students at
school and 13 per 1,000 students away from school;
these rates were not measurably different. The rate of
simple assault®® at school (15 per 1,000 students) was
higher than away from school (6 per 1,000).

The rate of violent victimization at school was lower
in 2014 (19 violent victimizations per 1,000 students)
than in 2013 (37 violent victimizations per 1,000
students). For violence away from school, the 2014
violent victimization rate did not differ measurably
from the 2013 rate.

The rate of serious violent victimization?' against
students ages 12—-18 was generally lower at school
than away from school in most survey years between
1992 and 2008. Between 2009 and 2014, the rate at
school was not measurably different from the rate
away from school.

The 2014 serious violent victimization rate for
students ages 12—18 did not differ measurably from
the 2013 rate regardless of whether the location of
victimization was at school or away from school. In
2014, students experienced about 4 serious violent
victimizations per 1,000 students at school and
6 serious violent victimizations per 1,000 students
away from school.

Between 1992 and 2014, total victimization rates
for students ages 12—18 generally declined both at
school and away from school (figure 2.1). The total
victimization rate at school declined 82 percent,
from 181 victimizations per 1,000 students in 1992
to 33 victimizations per 1,000 students in 2014. The
total victimization rate away from school declined
86 percent, from 173 victimizations per 1,000
students in 1992 to 24 victimizations per 1,000
students in 2014.

Indicator 2 continued on page 26.

20 “Simple assault” includes threats and attacks without a

weapon or serious injury.
21 “Serious violent victimization” includes the crimes of rape,
sexual assault, robbery, and aggravated assault.

This indicator has been updated to include 2014 data. For more information: Tables 2.1 and 2.2.

Nonfatal Student and Teacher Victimization



Figure 2.1.

Rate of nonfatal victimization against students ages 12-18 per 1,000 students, by type of

victimization and location: 1992 through 2014
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" Serious violent victimization is also included in all violent victimization.

NOTE: Due to methodological changes, use caution when comparing 2006 estimates to other years. “Serious violent victimization” includes the crimes of
rape, sexual assault, robbery, and aggravated assault. “All violent victimization” includes serious violent crimes as well as simple assault. “Theft” includes
attempted and completed purse-snatching, completed pickpocketing, and all attempted and completed thefts, with the exception of motor vehicle thefts.
Theft does not include robbery, which involves the threat or use of force and is classified as a violent crime. “Total victimization” includes thefts and
violent crimes. “At school” includes inside the school building, on school property, or on the way to or from school. Although Indicators 2 and 3 present
information on similar topics, Indicator 2 is based solely on data collected in National Crime Victimization Survey (NCVS), whereas Indicator 3 is based
on data collected in the School Crime Supplement (SCS) to the NCVS as well as demographic data collected in the NCVS. Indicator 2 uses data from

all students ages 12—18 who responded to the NCVS, while Indicator 3 uses data from all students ages 12—18 who responded to both the NCVS and
the SCS. The population size for students ages 12—-18 was 25,773,800 in 2014. Detail may not sum to totals due to rounding. Estimates may vary from
previously published reports.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Justice, Bureau of Justice Statistics, National Crime Victimization Survey (NCVS), 1992 through 2014.

Indicators of School Crime and Safety: 2015 25



26

This pattern of decline in total victimization rates
both at and away from school between 1992 and 2014
also held for thefts, violent victimizations, and serious
violent victimizations. Thefts at school declined from
a rate of 114 per 1,000 students to 14 per 1,000, and
thefts away from school declined from a rate of 79
thefts per 1,000 students to 11 per 1,000. The rate of
violent victimization at school declined overall from
68 victimizations per 1,000 students in 1992 to 19
per 1,000 in 2014. The rate of violent victimization
away from school declined from 94 victimizations
per 1,000 students in 1992 to 13 per 1,000 in 2014.
Serious violent victimizations at school declined from
8 per 1,000 students in 1992 to 4 per 1,000 in 2014.
The rate of serious violent victimization away from
school declined from 43 victimizations per 1,000
students in 1992 to 6 per 1,000 in 2014.

In 2014, the rates of total victimization, theft,
and violent victimization for males did not differ
measurably from the rates for females; this pattern
held regardless of whether the location of victimization
was at school or away from school. In 2014, the
rate of total victimization at school for males was
35 victimizations per 1,000 students and the rate
for females was 31 victimizations per 1,000 students
(table 2.2 and figure 2.2). The total victimization rate
away from school for males was 25 victimizations
per 1,000 students, and the rate for females was
23 victimizations per 1,000 students. The rate
of violent victimization at school for males was
20 victimizations per 1,000 students, and the rate for
females was 18 victimizations per 1,000 students. The
violent victimization rate away from school for males
was 14 victimizations per 1,000 students, and the rate
for females was 12 victimizations per 1,000 students.

Nonfatal Student and Teacher Victimization

In 2014, the rates of total victimization, theft, and
violent victimization for students ages 12—14 did not
differ measurably from the rates for students ages
15-18; this pattern held regardless of whether the
location of victimization was at school or away from
school. Tortal victimization rates at school were 34 per
1,000 students ages 12—14 and 32 per 1,000 students
ages 15—18 (table 2.2). Total victimization rates away
from school were 22 per 1,000 students ages 12—14
and 26 per 1,000 students ages 15-18.

Differences in the rates of total victimization of
students ages 12-18 at school by urbanicity were
observed in 2014 (table 2.2, figure 2.3). In 2014,
students residing in rural areas had higher rates of
total victimization at school (53 victimizations per
1,000 students) than students residing in suburban
areas (28 victimizations per 1,000 students). These
differences were primarily driven by higher rates
of violent victimization at school among students
living in rural areas. In the same year, the rate of
total victimization at school for students residing
in urban areas was 32 victimizations per 1,000
students; the rates between rural and urban areas
were not measurably different. Violent victimization
rates at school were 40 per 1,000 students in rural
areas, compared with 16 per 1,000 students in urban
areas and 14 per 1,000 students in suburban areas.
There were no measurable differences in rates of
theft at school by urbanicity. In 2014, there were
no differences by urbanicity in total victimization
rates, theft rates, or violent victimization rates for
victimizations that occurred away from school.



Figure 2.2. Rate of nonfatal victimization against students ages 12-18 per 1,000 students, by location,
type of victimization, and sex: 2014

At school
Rate per 1,000 students
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NOTE: “Violent victimization” includes serious violent crimes (rape, sexual assault, robbery, and aggravated assault) as well as simple assault.
“Theft” includes attempted and completed purse-snatching, completed pickpocketing, and all attempted and completed thefts, with the exception of
motor vehicle thefts. Theft does not include robbery, which involves the threat or use of force and is classified as a violent crime. “Total victimization”
includes thefts and violent crimes. “At school” includes inside the school building, on school property, or on the way to or from school. Although
Indicators 2 and 3 present information on similar topics, Indicator 2 is based solely on data collected in National Crime Victimization Survey (NCVS),
whereas Indicator 3 is based on data collected in the School Crime Supplement (SCS) to the NCVS as well as demographic data collected in the
NCVS. Indicator 2 uses data from all students ages 12—-18 who responded to the NCVS, while Indicator 3 uses data from all students ages 12-18
who responded to both the NCVS and the SCS. The population size for students ages 12—-18 was 25,773,800 in 2014. Detail may not sum to totals
due to rounding and missing data on student characteristics.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Justice, Bureau of Justice Statistics, National Crime Victimization Survey (NCVS), 2014.
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Figure 2.3. Rate of nonfatal victimization against students ages 12—-18 per 1,000 students, by location,
type of victimization, and urbanicity: 2014

At school
Rate per 1,000 students
100
52.8
50
39.7
325
27.6
160 134 134 165 442
: Bl B
Total Theft Violent
Type of victimization
B Urban @ Suburban 0O Rural
Away from school
Rate per 1,000 students
100
50
29.6
255 218 o
12.6 9.8 13.4 12.9 11.9 :
0 B | e
Total Theft Violent

Type of victimization

B Urban @ Suburban O Rural

NOTE: “Violent victimization” includes serious violent crimes (rape, sexual assault, robbery, and aggravated assault) as well as simple assault.
“Theft” includes attempted and completed purse-snatching, completed pickpocketing, and all attempted and completed thefts, with the exception of
motor vehicle thefts. Theft does not include robbery, which involves the threat or use of force and is classified as a violent crime. “Total victimization”
includes thefts and violent crimes. “At school” includes inside the school building, on school property, or on the way to or from school. Although
Indicators 2 and 3 present information on similar topics, Indicator 2 is based solely on data collected in National Crime Victimization Survey (NCVS),
whereas Indicator 3 is based on data collected in the School Crime Supplement (SCS) to the NCVS as well as demographic data collected in the
NCVS. Indicator 2 uses data from all students ages 12—18 who responded to the NCVS, while Indicator 3 uses data from all students ages 12—-18
who responded to both the NCVS and the SCS. The population size for students ages 12-18 was 25,773,800 in 2014. Detail may not sum to totals
due to rounding and missing data on student characteristics.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Justice, Bureau of Justice Statistics, National Crime Victimization Survey (NCVS), 2014.
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Indicator 3

Prevalence of Victimization at School

In 2013, approximately 3 percent of students ages 12—18 reported being victimized at school during the
previous 6 months. Two percent of students reported theft, 1 percent reported violent victimization, and less
than one-half of 1 percent reported serious violent victimization. Between 1995 and 2013, the percentage
of students ages 12—18 who reported being victimized at school decreased overall, as did the percentages of
students who reported theft, violent victimization, and serious violent victimization.

The School Crime Supplement (SCS)?? to the
National Crime Victimization Survey (NCVS) makes
possible the comparison, across student demographic
characteristics (e.g., grade, sex, and race/ethnicity),
of victimization rate data collected from the NCVS.
The SCS is administered only to students who have
already completed the NCVS; thus, the calculation
of estimates presented here is based on a subset of
the student sample used to calculate the estimates
presented in Indicator 2. Results from the most recent
data collection show that in 2013 approximately
3 percent of students ages 12-18 reported being
victimized at school?® during the previous 6 months.
Two percent of students reported theft,* 1 percent
reported violent victimization,? and less than one half
of 1 percent reported serious violent victimization?®

(figure 3.1 and table 3.1).

In 2013, a higher percentage of 9th-graders than of
12th-graders reported being victimized at school during
the previous 6 months (4 vs. 2 percent; figure 3.2 and

22 Although Indicators 2 and 3 present information on
similar topics, Indicator 2 is based solely on data collected in
the NCVS, whereas Indicator 3 is based on data collected in
the School Crime Supplement (SCS) to the NCVS as well as
demographic data collected in the NCVS. Indicator 2 uses data
from all students ages 12-18 who responded to the NCVS,
while Indicator 3 uses data from all students ages 12-18 who
responded to both the NCVS and the SCS.

2 “At school” includes the school building, on school property,
on a school bus, and, from 2001 onward, going to and from
school.

24 “Theft” includes attempted and completed purse-snatching,
completed pickpocketing, and all attempted and completed
thefts, with the exception of motor vehicle thefts. Theft does not
include robbery, which involves the threat or use of force and is
classified as a violent crime.

%5 “Violent victimization” includes serious violent crimes and
simple assault.

26 “Serjous violent victimization” includes rape, sexual assault,
robbery, and aggravated assault.

table 3.1). The percentage of students who reported
theft was higher for 9th- and 10th-graders (3 percent
each) and 1lth-graders (2 percent) than for 8th-
graders (1 percent). In addition, the percentage of
students who reported violent victimization was
higher for 6th-graders (3 percent) than for 10th-
and 1lth-graders (1 percent each). No measurable
differences were observed by sex or race/ethnicity in
reports of victimization overall or in reports of specific
types of victimization.

Among students ages 12—18 in 2013, the percentage
reporting theft at school during the previous 6 months
was higher for students from urban and suburban
areas (2 percent each) than for students from rural
areas (1 percent). No measurable differences were
observed between public and private schools in
student reports of victimization overall or in reports
of specific types of victimization.

Indicator 3 continued on page 32.

This indicator repeats information from the Indicators of School Crime and Safety: 2014 report. For more information: Table 3.1,
and DeVoe and Bauer (2011), (http://nces.ed.gov/pubsearch/pubsinfo.asp?pubid=2012314).
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Figure 3.1.

Percentage of students ages 12—-18 who reported criminal victimization at school during the

previous 6 months, by type of victimization: Selected years, 1995 through 2013
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' Serious violent victimization is also included in violent victimization.

NOTE: “Total victimization” includes theft and violent victimization. “Theft” includes attempted and completed purse-snatching, completed
pickpocketing, and all attempted and completed thefts, with the exception of motor vehicle thefts. Theft does not include robbery, which involves
the threat or use of force and is classified as a violent crime. “Serious violent victimization” includes the crimes of rape, sexual assault, robbery, and
aggravated assault. “Violent victimization” includes the serious violent crimes as well as simple assault. “At school” includes the school building,
on school property, on a school bus, and, from 2001 onward, going to and from school. Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding and
because students who reported both theft and violent victimization are counted only once in total victimization. Although Indicators 2 and 3 present
information on similar topics, Indicator 2 is based solely on data collected in the National Crime Victimization Survey (NCVS), whereas Indicator 3 is
based on data collected in the School Crime Supplement (SCS) to the NCVS as well as demographic data collected in the NCVS. Indicator 2 uses
data from all students ages 12—18 who responded to the NCVS, while Indicator 3 uses data from all students ages 12—18 who responded to both
the NCVS and the SCS.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Justice, Bureau of Justice Statistics, School Crime Supplement (SCS) to the National Crime Victimization Survey,
1995 through 2013.
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Between 1995 and 2013, the percentage of students
ages 12—18 who reported being victimized at school
during the previous 6 months decreased overall (from
10 to 3 percent), as did the percentages of students
who reported theft (from 7 to 2 percent), violent
victimization (from 3 to 1 percent), and serious violent
victimization (from 1 percent to less than one-half of
1 percent). The percentage of students who reported
being victimized at school decreased between 1995
and 2013 for both male (from 10 to 3 percent)
and female students (from 9 to 3 percent), as well
as for White (from 10 to 3 percent), Black (from
10 to 3 percent), and Hispanic students (from 8 to
3 percent). In addition, the percentages of students
who reported being victimized decreased between

1995 and 2013 for all grades 6 through 12.

Nonfatal Student and Teacher Victimization

A decrease between 1995 and 2013 in the percentage
of students reporting criminal victimization also
occurred by school characteristics. About 9 percent
of students from urban areas, 10 percent of students
from suburban areas, and 8 percent of students
from rural areas reported being victimized at school
in 1995, compared with 3 percent each of students
from urban and suburban areas and 2 percent of
students from rural areas in 2013. About 10 percent
of public school students and 7 percent of private
school students reported being victimized at school
in 1995; the reported percent decreased to 3 percent
each for public and private school students in 2013.



Figure 3.2. Percentage of students ages 12-18 who reported criminal victimization at school during the
previous 6 months, by selected student and school characteristics: 1995 and 2013

Student or school
characteristic

Total

Sex
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! Interpret data with caution. The coefficient of variation (CV) for this estimate is between 30 and 50 percent.

" Race categories exclude persons of Hispanic ethnicity. Separate data for Asians were not collected in 1995; therefore, data for this group are

not shown.

2 Refers to the Standard Metropolitan Statistical Area (MSA) status of the respondent’s household as defined in 2000 by the U.S. Census Bureau.
Categories include “central city of an MSA (Urban),” “in MSA but not in central city (Suburban),” and “not MSA (Rural).”

NOTE: “Total victimization” includes theft and violent victimization. “At school” includes the school building, on school property, on a school bus, and,
from 2001 onward, going to and from school. Although Indicators 2 and 3 present information on similar topics, Indicator 2 is based solely on data
collected in the National Crime Victimization Survey (NCVS), whereas Indicator 3 is based on data collected in the School Crime Supplement (SCS)
to the NCVS as well as demographic data collected in the NCVS. Indicator 2 uses data from all students ages 12—18 who responded to the NCVS,
while Indicator 3 uses data from all students ages 12—18 who responded to both the NCVS and the SCS.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Justice, Bureau of Justice Statistics, School Crime Supplement (SCS) to the National Crime Victimization Survey, 1995
and 2013.
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Indicator 4

Threats and Injuries With Weapons on School Property

In 2013, about 7 percent of students in grades 9—12 reported that they were threatened or injured with
a weapon on school property. The percentage of students who reported being threatened or injured with a
weapon on school property has decreased over the last decade, from 9 percent in 2003 to 7 percent in 2013.

In the Youth Risk Behavior Survey, students in grades
9-12 were asked whether they had been threatened or
injured with a weapon such as a gun, knife, or club on
school property?” during the 12 months preceding the
survey. In 2013, about 7 percent of students reported
they were threatened or injured with a weapon on
school property (table 4.1). This percentage was not
measurably different from the percentages reported
in 2011 and in 1993 (the first year of data collection
for this item), but it decreased over the last decade,
from a high of 9 percent in 2003 to 7 percent in 2013.

In each survey year from 1993 to 2013, a higher
percentage of males than of females reported being
threatened or injured with a weapon on school
property in the previous 12 months (figure 4.1 and
table 4.1). In 2013, approximately 8 percent of males
and 6 percent of females reported being threatened
or injured with a weapon on school property. The
percentage of males who reported being threatened or
injured with a weapon on school property was lower
in 2013 than in 2011 (8 vs. 10 percent); however, the
percentages for females were not measurably different
between these two years.

There were differences in the percentages of students
who reported being threatened or injured with a
weapon on school property in the previous 12 months
by race/ethnicity and grade level. In 2013, lower
percentages of White students (6 percent) and Asian
students (5 percent) than of Hispanic students
(8 percent) and American Indian/Alaska Native
students (18 percent) reported being threatened or

27 “On school property” was not defined for survey respondents.

injured with a weapon on school property (figure 4.2
and table 4.1). In addition, a lower percentage of
White students than of Black students reported
being threatened or injured with a weapon on school
property (6 vs. 8 percent). In 2013, a lower percentage
of 12th-graders (5 percent) than of students in any
other grade (9 percent of 9th-graders and 7 percent
each of 10th- and 11th-graders) reported being
threatened or injured with a weapon (table 4.1).

As part of the survey students were also asked how
many times they had been threatened or injured with
a weapon on school property during the previous
12 months. In 2013, 93 percent of students reported
that they had not been threatened or injured with a
weapon on school property. A higher percentage of
students reported being threatened or injured with a
weapon on school property 1 time (3 percent) than
reported being threatened or injured with a weapon
on school property 2 or 3 times (2 percent), 4 to 11
times (1 percent), or 12 or more times (1 percent;

figure 4.3 and table 4.1).

In 2013, the percentage of public school students who
reported being threatened or injured with a weapon on
school property during the previous 12 months varied
among the 35 states for which data were available.
Among these states, the percentage of students who
reported being threatened or injured with a weapon on
school property ranged from 4 percent in Wisconsin
and Massachusetts to 11 percent in Louisiana and

Arkansas (table 4.2).

This indicator repeats information from the Indicators of School Crime and Safety: 2014 report. For more information: Tables
4.1 and 4.2, and Centers for Disease Control and Prevention (2014), (http://www.cdc.gov/mmwr/PDF/ss/ss6304.pdf).

Nonfatal Student and Teacher Victimization
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Figure 4.1. Percentage of students in grades 9-12 who reported being threatened or injured with a
weapon on school property at least once during the previous 12 months, by sex: Selected
years, 1993 through 2013
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NOTE: Survey respondents were asked about being threatened or injured “with a weapon such as a gun, knife, or club on school property.” “On
school property” was not defined for respondents.

SOURCE: Centers for Disease Control and Prevention, Division of Adolescent and School Health, Youth Risk Behavior Surveillance System
(YRBSS), 1993 through 2013.

Figure 4.2. Percentage of students in grades 9—12 who reported being threatened or injured with
a weapon on school property at least once during the previous 12 months, by race/
ethnicity: 2013
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! Interpret data with caution. The coefficient of variation (CV) for this estimate is between 30 and 50 percent.

NOTE: Race categories exclude persons of Hispanic ethnicity. Survey respondents were asked about being threatened or injured “with a weapon
such as a gun, knife, or club on school property.” “On school property” was not defined for respondents.

SOURCE: Centers for Disease Control and Prevention, Division of Adolescent and School Health, Youth Risk Behavior Surveillance System
(YRBSS), 2013.
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Figure 4.3. Percentage of students in grades 9-12 who reported being threatened or injured with a
weapon on school property at least once during the previous 12 months, by number of times
threatened or injured and grade: 2013
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NOTE: Survey respondents were asked about being threatened or injured “with a weapon such as a gun, knife, or club on school property.” “On
school property” was not defined for respondents. Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding.

SOURCE: Centers for Disease Control and Prevention, Division of Adolescent and School Health, Youth Risk Behavior Surveillance System
(YRBSS), 2013.
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Indicator 5

Teachers Threatened With Injury or Physically Attacked by Students

During the 201112 school year, a higher percentage of public than private school teachers reported being
threatened with injury (10 vs. 3 percent) or being physically attacked (6 vs. 3 percent) by a student from

their school.

Students are not the only victims of intimidation or
violence in schools. Teachers are also subject to threats
and physical attacks, and students from their schools
sometimes commit these offenses. The Schools and
Staffing Survey (SASS) asks school teachers whether
they were threatened with injury or physically
attacked by a student from their school in the previous
12 months. During the 2011-12 school year, 9 percent
of school teachers reported being threatened with
injury by a student from their school (table 5.1).
This percentage was lower than the 12 percent of
teachers who reported being threatened with injury in
1993-94, but higher than the percentages of teachers
who reported being threatened with injury in
2003—-04 and 2007-08 (7 percent each; figure 5.1).
The percentage of teachers reporting that they had
been physically attacked by a student from their school
in 2011-12 (5 percent) was higher than in any previous
survey year (ranging from 3 to 4 percent).

During the 2011-12 school year, there were no
measurable differences in the percentages of male
and female teachers who reported being threatened
with injury during the school year (9 percent each);
however, there were gender differences in the reports
of being physically attacked (figure 5.2). Six percent
of female school teachers reported being physically
attacked by a student from their school, compared
with 4 percent of male teachers.

There were some differences in the percentages of
teachers who reported being threatened by a student
and being physically attacked by the race/ethnicity

of the teacher. In the 2011-12 school year, a higher
percentage of Black teachers (14 percent) than White
teachers and teachers of other racial/ethnic groups
(9 percent each) reported being threatened by a
student from their school during the school year.
A higher percentage of Black teachers (8 percent)
than Hispanic teachers (4 percent) reported being
physically attacked by a student.

The percentages of teachers who reported being
threatened with injury or being physically attacked
during the school year by a student from their school
varied by school characteristics during the 2011-12
school year (figure 5.3). The percentage of elementary
teachers who reported being physically attacked by a
student was higher than the percentage of secondary
teachers reporting it (8 vs. 3 percent). In addition,
a higher percentage of public than private school
teachers reported being threatened with injury
(10 vs. 3 percent) or being physically attacked (6 vs.
3 percent) by a student during 2011-12.

Public school teachers’” reports of being threatened
with injury or physically attacked varied among
the states and the District of Columbia. During the
2011-12 school year, the percentage of public school
teachers who reported being threatened with injury
during the previous 12 months ranged from 5 percent
in Oregon to 18 percent in Louisiana (table 5.2). The
percentage who reported being physically attacked
ranged from 3 percent in Alabama, Mississippi,
North Dakota, Oregon, and Tennessee to 11 percent
in Wisconsin.

This indicator repeats information first reported in the Indicators of School Crime and Safety: 2013 report. For more
information: Tables 5.1 and 5.2, and appendix B for definitions of instructional levels.
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Figure 5.1. Percentage of public and private school teachers who reported that they were threatened
with injury or that they were physically attacked by a student from school during the previous
12 months: Selected school years, 1993-94 through 2011-12

Percent
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Threatened with injury
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0

1993-94 1999-2000 2003-04 2007-08 2011-12

School year

NOTE: Teachers who taught only prekindergarten students are excluded. Some data have been revised from previously published figures.
SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Schools and Staffing Survey (SASS), “Public School Teacher
Data File,” and “Private School Teacher Data File,” 1993-94, 1999-2000, 2003-04, 2007-08, and 2011-12; and “Charter School Teacher Data
File,” 1999-2000.

Figure 5.2. Percentage of public and private school teachers who reported that they were threatened
with injury or that they were physically attacked by a student from school during the previous
12 months, by sex: School year 2011-12

Percent
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Type of reported problem

H Total B Men O Women

NOTE: Teachers who taught only prekindergarten students are excluded.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Schools and Staffing Survey (SASS), “Public School Teacher
Data File,” and “Private School Teacher Data File,” 2011-12.
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Figure 5.3. Percentage of public and private school teachers who reported that they were threatened
with injury or that they were physically attacked by a student from school during the previous

12 months, by instructional level: School year 2011-12

Percent
25

20
15

10 8.7

Threatened with injury
Type of reported problem
B Total B Elementary O Secondary

2.6

Physically attacked

NOTE: Teachers who taught only prekindergarten students are excluded. Instructional level divides teachers into elementary or secondary based
on a combination of the grades taught, main teaching assignment, and the structure of the teachers’ class(es). Please see the glossary for a more

detailed definition.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Schools and Staffing Survey (SASS), “Public School Teacher

Data File” and “Private School Teacher Data File,” 2011-12.
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Indicator 6

Violent and Other Criminal Incidents at Public Schools, and Those

Reported to the Police

During the 2013—14 school year, 65 percent of public schools recorded that one or more violent incidents
had taken place, amounting to an estimated 757,000 crimes. This figure translates to a rate of approximately

15 crimes per 1,000 students enrolled in 2013—14.

In 2013-14, public school principals were asked to
provide the number of incidents of violent crime?® and
serious violent crime?®® that occurred at their school”
on the Fast Response Survey System (FRSS) survey of
school safety and discipline. This indicator presents
the percentage of public schools that recorded one or
more of these specified incidents, the total number of
these incidents recorded, and the rate of incidents of
crime per 1,000 students.’® In the School Survey on
Crime and Safety (SSOCS) administered in earlier
years, public school principals were asked to provide
the number of incidents of violent crime, incidents
of serious violent crime, thefts of items valued at
$10 or greater without personal confrontation, and
other incidents® that occurred at their school. In this
survey, public school principals were also asked to
provide the number of incidents they reported to the
police. Data on these additional items are presented
for the 2009-10 school year.

During the 2013-14 school year, 65 percent of public
schools recorded that one or more violent incidents
had taken place, amounting to an estimated 757,000
incidents (figure 6.1 and table 6.1). This figure
translates to a rate of approximately 15 crimes per
1,000 students enrolled in 2013-14.

28 “Violent incidents” include rape, sexual battery other than

rape, physical attack or fight with or without a weapon, threat
of physical attack with or without a weapon, and robbery with
or without a weapon.

2 “Serious violent incidents” include rape, sexual battery other
than rape, physical attack or fight with a weapon, threat of
physical attack with a weapon, and robbery with or without a
weapon.

30 “At school” was defined for respondents to include activities
that happen in school buildings, on school grounds, on school
buses, and at places that hold school-sponsored events or
activities. Respondents were instructed to include incidents that
occurred before, during, or after normal school hours, or when
school activities or events were in session.

31 Hereafter referred to as the rate of crime per 1,000 students.
32 “Other incidents” include possession of a firearm or explosive
device; possession of a knife or sharp object; distribution,
possession, or use of illegal drugs or alcohol; vandalism; and
inappropriate distribution, possession, or use of prescription drugs.

Violent incidents can be examined by the specific
types of incidents that schools recorded. In 201314,
about 58 percent of public schools reported one or
more incidents of a physical attack or fight without a
weapon. This percentage translates to approximately
453,000 incidents at a rate of about 9 crimes per 1,000
students. Some 47 percent of schools reported one or
more incidents of threat of physical attack without a
weapon (a rate of 6 crimes per 1,000 students).

Serious violent incidents are included within the
total number of violent incidents, but can also be
examined on their own. About 13 percent of public
schools recorded one or more serious violent incidents
in 2013-14 (arate of 1 crime per 1,000 students). The
types of serious violent incidents recorded included:
threat of physical attack with a weapon (9 percent),
robbery without a weapon (2 percent), physical attack
or fight with a weapon (2 percent), sexual battery
other than rape (2 percent), and rape or attempted
rape (less than one half of 1 percent). Each type of
serious violent incident translates to a rate of less than
1 crime per 1,000 students.

Indicator 6 continued on page 44.

This indicator has been updated to include 2013—14 data. For more information: Tables 6.1, 6.2, and 6.3, Neiman (2011), (http://
nces.ed.gov/pubsearch/pubsinfo.asp?pubid=2011320), and Gray and Lewis (2015), (http://nces.ed.gov/pubsearch/pubsinfo.

asp?pubid=2015051).
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Figure 6.1. Percentage of public schools recording incidents of violent crime at school, by type of crime:
School year 2013-14

Percent
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60 57.5
47 1
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0 . — - * I
Total Physical  Threat of Serious Rape or Sexual Physical  Threatof = Robbery  Robbery
attack or  physical violent  attempted  battery attack or  physical with a without a
fight without  attack incidents, rape other than fight with attack with  weapon weapon
a weapon without a total rape aweapon a weapon
weapon

Serious violent incidents
Type of crime

! Interpret data with caution. The coefficient of variation (CV) for this estimate is between 30 and 50 percent.

I Reporting standards not met. Either there are too few cases for a reliable estimate or the coefficient of variation (CV) is 50 percent or greater.
NOTE: Responses were provided by the principal or the person most knowledgeable about crime and safety issues at the school. “At school” was
defined to include activities that happen in school buildings, on school grounds, on school buses, and at places that hold school-sponsored events
or activities. Respondents were instructed to include incidents that occurred before, during, and after normal school hours or when school activities
or events were in session. Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding and because schools that recorded more than one type of crime
incident were counted only once in the total percentage of schools recording or reporting incidents.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response Survey System (FRSS), “School Safety and
Discipline: 2013-14,” FRSS 106, 2014.
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The percentage of public schools that recorded violent
incidents and serious violent incidents varied by
school characteristics. For example, primary schools
recorded lower percentages of violent incidents
(53 percent) than middle schools (88 percent) and
high schools and combined elementary/secondary
schools (referred to as high/combined schools)
(78 percent; figure 6.2 and table 6.2). Similarly, a
lower percentage of primary schools recorded serious
violent incidents (9 percent) than middle or high/
combined schools (18 and 19 percent, respectively).

In 2013-14, about 86 percent of public schools with
1,000 or more students enrolled recorded violent
incidents at school, higher than the percentages
reported by schools with fewer students enrolled.
The same pattern by enrollment size was observed
for the percentage of schools recording serious violent
incidents. A higher percentage of schools located
in towns recorded violent incidents (76 percent)
than those located in rural areas (62 percent) and
suburban areas (60 percent), and a higher percentage
of schools located in towns recorded serious violent
incidents (17 percent) than those located in rural areas
(10 percent). Additionally, a higher percentage of
schools located in cities (18 percent) recorded serious
violent incidents than those located in suburban areas
(11 percent) and rural areas.

In 2013-14, a lower percentage of schools where
0 to 25 percent of students were eligible for free
or reduced-price lunch recorded violent incidents
(51 percent) than those schools where a larger
percentage of students were eligible for free or

School Environment

reduced-price lunch. The percentage of schools that
recorded serious violent incidents was also lower for
schools where 0 to 25 percent of students were eligible
for free or reduced-price lunch (10 percent) than for
schools where 76 to 100 percent of students were
eligible for free or reduced-price lunch (16 percent).

In the SSOCS, public school principals were asked to
provide the number of thefts of items valued at $10
or greater without personal confrontation, and other
incidents that occurred at their school in addition to
reporting the number of violent incidents and serious
violent incidents. During the 2009-10 school year,
85 percent of public schools recorded that one or more
of these types of incidents had taken place (table 6.1).
During the same year, 60 percent of schools reported
one of the specified incidents to the police.

In 2009-10, a greater percentage of public schools
recorded a criminal incident than reported a criminal
incident to the police. This pattern held true for
violent incidents, serious violent incidents, thefts, and
other criminal incidents (tables 6.1 and 6.3). Seventy-
four percent of schools recorded one or more violent
incidents, 16 percent recorded one or more serious
violent incidents, 44 percent recorded one or more
thefts, and 68 percent recorded one or more other
criminal incidents. In comparison, 40 percent of
public schools reported at least one violent incident to
police, 10 percent reported at least one serious violent
incident to police, 25 percent reported at least one
theft to police, and 46 percent reported one or more
other criminal incidents to police.



Figure 6.2. Percentage of public schools recording incidents of violent crime at school, by selected
school characteristics: School year 2013-14

School characteristic
Total 65.0

School level
Primary
Middle

High school/combined

Enrollment size
Less than 300
300-499
500-999

1,000 or more

Locale
City
Suburban
Town

Rural

Percent combined enroliment
of minority students’

Less than 5 percent
5 percent to less than 20 percent
20 percent to less than 50 percent

50 percent or more

Percent of students eligible
for free or reduced-price lunch

0-25
26-50
51-75
76-100

0 20 40 60 80 1
Percent

" Percent combined enroliment of Black, Hispanic, Asian, Pacific Islander, and American Indian/Alaska Native students.

NOTE: Responses were provided by the principal or the person most knowledgeable about crime and safety issues at the school. “At school” was
defined to include activities that happen in school buildings, on school grounds, on school buses, and at places that hold school-sponsored events
or activities. Respondents were instructed to include incidents that occurred before, during, and after normal school hours or when school activities
or events were in session. High school/combined refers to high schools and combined elementary/secondary schools. Because the 2013-14 survey
did not collect data on the percentage of students eligible for free or reduced-price lunch, the classification of schools by the percentage of students
eligible for free or reduced-price lunch was computed based on data obtained from the Common Core of Data.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response Survey System (FRSS), “School Safety and
Discipline: 2013-14,” FRSS 106, 2014; and Common Core of Data (CCD), “Public Elementary/Secondary School Universe Survey,” 2013—-14.
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Indicator 7

Discipline Problems Reported by Public Schools

The percentage of public schools that reported student bullying occurred at least once a week decreased from

29 percent in 1999-2000 to 16 percent in 2013—14.

Between 1999-2000 and 2009-10, the School Survey
on Crime and Safety (SSOCS) asked public school
principals how often certain disciplinary problems
happened in their schools* during the school years
in which this survey was administered. More recently,
in 2013-14, school principals were asked to provide
responses to a similar set of questions on the Fast
Response Survey System (FRSS) survey of school
safety and discipline. This indicator examines whether
the following discipline problems were reported by
public schools at least once a week: student racial/
ethnic tensions, student bullying, student sexual
harassment of other students, student harassment of
other students based on sexual orientation or gender
identity, student verbal abuse of teachers, student acts
of disrespect for teachers other than verbal abuse,
and widespread disorder in the classroom. In the
2009-10 SSOCS survey administration, schools were
also asked to report selected types of cyber-bullying®*
problems at school or away from school that occurred
at least once a week.

In 2013-14, about 16 percent of public schools
reported that bullying occurred among students at
least once a week (figure 7.1 and table 7.1). About
5 percent of public schools reported verbal abuse
of teachers, 9 percent reported acts of disrespect
for teachers other than verbal abuse, and 2 percent
reported widespread disorder in the classroom. About
1 percent of public schools reported each of the
following occurred at least once a week in 2013—14:
Student racial/ethnic tensions, sexual harassment
of other students, and harassment of other students
based on sexual orientation or gender identity.

33 “At school” was defined for respondents to include activities
that happen in school buildings, on school grounds, on school
buses, and at places that hold school-sponsored events or
activities. Respondents were instructed to respond only for those
times that were during normal school hours or when school
activities or events were in session, unless the survey speciﬁed
otherwise.

3% “Cyber-bullying” was defined for respondents as “occurring
when willful and repeated harm is inflicted through the use of
computers, cell phones, or other electronic devices.”

The percentage of public schools that reported student
bullying occurred at least once a week decreased from
29 percent in 1999-2000 to 16 percent in 2013-14
(figure 7.1 and table 7.1). Similarly, the percentage of
schools that reported the occurrence of student verbal
abuse of teachers at least once a week decreased from
13 percent in 1999-2000 to 5 percent in 2013-14.
The percentages of public schools that reported the
occurrence of student racial/ethnic tensions was
lower in 2013-14 than in most prior survey years.
For example, 3 percent of schools reported student
racial/ethnic tensions in 1999-2000, compared to
1 percent of schools in 2013-14.

The percentage of public schools reporting student
sexual harassment of other students at least once
a week was lower in 2013-14 (1 percent) than in
every prior survey year since data collection began in
2003-04 (table 7.1). The percentage of public schools
reporting student harassment of other students based
on sexual orientation or gender identity was lower in
2013-14 (1 percent) than in 2009-10 (3 percent), the
first year data on this item were collected.

There was no measurable difference in the percentage
of schools that reported widespread disorder in the
classroom in 1999-2000 and 2013-14 (figure 7.1
and table 7.1). Similarly, there was no measurable
difference in the percentage of schools reporting
student acts of disrespect for teachers other than
verbal abuse in 2007-08 (the first year of data
collection for this item) and 2013—14.

Indicator 7 continued on page 48.

asp?pubid=2015051).

This indicator has been updated to include 2013-14 data. For more information: Tables 7.1 and 7.2, Neiman (2011), (http://
nces.ed.gov/pubsearch/pubsinfo.asp?pubid=2011320), and Gray and Lewis (2015), (http://nces.ed.gov/pubsearch/pubsinfo.
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Figure 7.1. Percentage of public schools reporting selected discipline problems that occurred at school
at least once a week: School years 1999-2000, 2009-10, and 2013-14
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" Data for 1999-2000 are not available.

NOTE: Responses were provided by the principal or the person most knowledgeable about crime and safety issues at the school. “At school” was
defined to include activities that happen in school buildings, on school grounds, on school buses, and at places that hold school-sponsored events
or activities. Respondents were instructed to respond only for those times that were during normal school hours or when school activities or events
were in session, unless the survey specified otherwise. Data for 2013—14 were collected using the Fast Response Survey System, while data for
earlier years were collected using the School Survey on Crime and Safety (SSOCS). The 2013-14 survey was designed to allow comparisons with
SSOCS data. However, respondents to the 2013—14 survey could choose either to complete the survey on paper (and mail it back) or to complete
the survey online, whereas respondents to SSOCS did not have the option of completing the survey online. The 2013-14 survey also relied on a
smaller sample. The smaller sample size and change in survey administration may have impacted 2013—14 results.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, 1999—-2000 and 2009—10 School Survey on Crime and Safety
(SSOCS), 2000 and 2010; Fast Response Survey System (FRSS), “School Safety and Discipline: 2013-14,” FRSS 106, 2014.
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During the 2013—14 school year, the most commonly
reported discipline problem among public schools
was student bullying. The percentage of public
schools that reported student bullying occurred
at least once a week was higher for middle schools
(25 percent) than high schools and combined
elementary/secondary schools (referred to as high/
combined schools) (17 percent), and the percentages
for both of these school levels were higher than
the percentage for primary schools (12 percent;
figure 7.2 and table 7.1). A higher percentage of
schools with enrollments of 1,000 or more reported
student bullying (22 percent) than schools of any
other enrollment size. A higher percentage of schools
located in towns (24 percent) reported bullying as
compared to schools located in suburbs (13 percent),
cities (15 percent), and rural areas (15 percent). A lower
percentage of schools where 25 percent or less of the
students were eligible for free or reduced-price lunch
reported student bullying (8 percent) than schools
with any other percentage of students eligible for free
or reduced-price lunch.?

In 2009-10, the SSOCS included a questionnaire
item on cyber-bullying in which public schools were
asked to report the occurrence of cyber-bullying

% The percentage of students eligible for free or reduced-price
lunch programs is a proxy measure of school poverty.

School Environment

among students at school and away from school.
Eight percent of public schools reported that cyber-
bullying had occurred among students daily or at
least once a week at school or away from school.
Four percent of public schools also reported that the
school environment was affected by cyber-bullying.
Similarly, 4 percent of schools reported that staff
resources were used to deal with cyber-bullying

(figure 7.3 and table 7.2).

Public schools’ reports on the occurrence of cyber-
bullying at school and away from school in 2009-10
varied by school characteristics (table 7.2). Primary
schools reported lower percentages of cyber-bullying
among students (2 percent) than middle schools
(19 percent), high schools (18 percent), and combined
schools (13 percent). Thirteen percent of schools with
less than 5 percent combined enrollment of minority
students (defined as Black, Hispanic, Asian/Pacific
Islander, or American Indian/Alaska Native students)
reported cyber-bullying among students, compared
with 5 percent of schools with 50 percent or more

combined enrollment of these racial/ethnic groups.



Figure 7.2. Percentage of public schools reporting student bullying occurred at school at least once a
week, by selected school characteristics: School year 2013-14

School characteristic
Total 15.7

School level
Primary 12.2
Middle 24.5

High school/combined

Enrollment size
Less than 300
300-499
500-999

1,000 or more 221

Locale
City
Suburban
Town 24.0

Rural

Percent combined enroliment
of minority students’

Less than 5 percent
5 percent to less than 20 percent
20 percent to less than 50 percent

50 percent or more

Percent of students eligible
for free or reduced-price lunch

0-25
26-50
51-75
76-100

Percent

!Interpret data with caution. The coefficient of variation (CV) for this estimate is between 30 and 50 percent.

1 Percent combined enroliment of Black, Hispanic, Asian, Pacific Islander, and American Indian/Alaska Native students.

NOTE: Responses were provided by the principal or the person most knowledgeable about crime and safety issues at the school. “At school” was
defined to include activities that happen in school buildings, on school grounds, on school buses, and at places that hold school-sponsored events
or activities. Respondents were instructed to respond only for those times that were during normal school hours or when school activities or events
were in session, unless the survey specified otherwise. High school/combined refers to high schools and combined elementary/secondary schools.
Because the 2013-14 survey did not collect data on the percentage of students eligible for free or reduced-price lunch, the classification of schools
by the percentage of students eligible for free or reduced-price lunch was computed based on data obtained from the Common Core of Data.
SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response Survey System (FRSS), “School Safety and
Discipline: 2013-14,” FRSS 106, 2014; and Common Core of Data (CCD), “Public Elementary/Secondary School Universe Survey,” 2013—-14.
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Figure 7.3. Percentage of public schools reporting selected types of cyber-bullying problems occurring
at school or away from school at least once a week, by school level: School year 2009-10

Percent of public schools
v¥r;r--- - - ——— - - — -

All public schools Primary Middle High school Combined
School level
[l Cyber-bullying among students [l School environment is [0 Staff resources are used

affected by cyber-bullying to deal with cyber-bullying

!Interpret data with caution. The coefficient of variation (CV) for this estimate is between 30 and 50 percent.

1 Reporting standards not met. Either there are too few cases for a reliable estimate or the CV is 50 percent or greater.

" Primary schools are defined as schools in which the lowest grade is not higher than grade 3 and the highest grade is not higher than grade 8.
Middle schools are defined as schools in which the lowest grade is not lower than grade 4 and the highest grade is not higher than grade 9. High
schools are defined as schools in which the lowest grade is not lower than grade 9 and the highest grade is not higher than grade 12. Combined
schools include all other combinations of grades, including K-12 schools.

NOTE: Includes schools reporting that cyber-bullying happens either “daily” or “at least once a week.” “Cyber-bullying” was defined for respondents
as occurring “when willful and repeated harm is inflicted through the use of computers, cell phones, or other electronic devices.” Responses were
provided by the principal or the person most knowledgeable about crime and safety issues at the school. Respondents were instructed to include
cyber-bullying “problems that can occur anywhere (both at your school and away from school).”

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, 2009—-10 School Survey on Crime and Safety (SSOCS), 2010.
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Indicator 8

Students’ Reports of Gangs at School

The percentage of students ages 12—18 who reported that gangs were present at their school decreased from
18 percent in 2011 to 12 percent in 2013. A higher percentage of students from urban areas (18 percent)
reported a gang presence than students from suburban (11 percent) and rural areas (7 percent) in 2013.

In order to assess gang activity in and around the
vicinity of schools, the School Crime Supplement
to the National Crime Victimization Survey asked
students ages 12-18 if gangs were present at their
school*® during the school year. The percentage of
students ages 12—18 who reported that gangs were
present at their school decreased from 18 percent in
2011 to 12 percent in 2013 (figure 8.1 and table 8.1).
The percentage of students who reported a gang
presence has decreased every year since 2005, when
it was 24 percent.

In 2013, a higher percentage of students from urban
areas (18 percent) reported a gang presence at their
school than students from suburban (11 percent) and
rural areas (7 percent). Between 2011 and 2013, the
percentages of students from urban and suburban
areas who reported a gang presence at their school
both decreased (from 23 to 18 percent for students
from urban areas and from 16 to 11 percent for
students in suburban areas). There was no measurable
change in the percentage of rural students who
reported a gang presence at their school between
2011 and 2013.

A higher percentage of students attending public
schools (13 percent) than of students attending private
schools (2 percent) reported that gangs were present at
their school in 2013. The percentage of public school
students who reported a gang presence decreased from
19 percent in 2011 to 13 percent in 2013. However,
the percentage of private school students who reported
a gang presence at their school in 2013 was not
measurably different from the percentage in 2011.

3% “At school” includes in the school building, on school
property, on a school bus, and going to and from school.

In 2013, the percentages of male and female students
who reported a gang presence at their school were not
measurably different (13 and 12 percent, respectively).
Between 2011 and 2013, the percentage of male
students who reported a gang presence decreased
from 18 to 13 percent, and the percentage of female
students who reported a gang presence decreased from
17 to 12 percent.

Higher percentages of Hispanic (20 percent) and
Black (19 percent) students reported the presence
of gangs at their school than White (7 percent) and
Asian (9 percent) students (figure 8.2 and table 8.1).
The percentage of White students who reported a
gang presence decreased from 11 percent in 2011 to
7 percent in 2013. Similarly, between 2011 and 2013
the percentage of Black students who reported a gang
presence decreased from 33 to 19 percent, and the
percentage of Hispanic students decreased from 26
to 20 percent. The percentages reported in 2013 by
Asian students and students of other races/ethnicities
were not measurably different from the percentages
reported in 2011.

The percentages of students in 6th through 8th
grade who reported a gang presence at their school
were lower than the percentages for students in 9th
through 12th grade in 2013 (table 8.1). Five percent
of 6th-graders and 8 percent each of 7th- and 8th-
graders reported the presence of gangs, compared
with 14 percent of 9th-graders, 15 percent of 12th-
graders, 17 percent of 11th-graders, and 18 percent
of 10th-graders.

This indicator repeats information from the Indicators of School Crime and Safety: 2014 report. For more information: Table 8.1,
and DeVoe and Bauer (2011), (http:/nces.ed.gov/pubsearch/pubsinfo.asp?pubid=2012314).

School Environment
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Figure 8.1. Percentage of students ages 12—18 who reported that gangs were present at school during
the school year, by urbanicity: 2011 and 2013

Percent
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NOTE: Urbanicity refers to the Standard Metropolitan Statistical Area (MSA) status of the respondent’s household as defined in 2000 by the U.S.
Census Bureau. Categories include “central city of an MSA (Urban),” “in MSA but not in central city (Suburban),” and “not MSA (Rural).” All gangs,
whether or not they are involved in violent or illegal activity, are included. “At school” includes in the school building, on school property, on a school
bus, and going to and from school.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Justice, Bureau of Justice Statistics, School Crime Supplement (SCS) to the National Crime Victimization Survey,
2011 and 2013.

Figure 8.2. Percentage of students ages 12—18 who reported that gangs were present at school during
the school year, by race/ethnicity: 2011 and 2013
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NOTE: Race categories exclude persons of Hispanic ethnicity. “Other” includes American Indians/Alaska Natives, Pacific Islanders, and persons of
Two or more races. All gangs, whether or not they are involved in violent or illegal activity, are included. “At school” includes in the school building,
on school property, on a school bus, and going to and from school.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Justice, Bureau of Justice Statistics, School Crime Supplement (SCS) to the National Crime Victimization Survey,
2011 and 2013.
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Indicator 9

llegal Drug Availability and Drug-Related Discipline Incidents

The percentage of students in grades 9—12 who reported that illegal drugs were offered, sold, or given to them
on school property increased from 1993 to 1995 (from 24 to 32 percent), but then decreased to 22 percent
in 2013. The percentage of students who reported that illegal drugs were made available to them on school
property was lower in 2013 than in 2011 (22 vs. 26 percent).

This indicator uses data from the Youth Risk Behavior
Survey (YRBS) to discuss whether students had
been offered, sold, or given an illegal drug on school
property, and then uses state data from the EDFaczs
data collection to discuss the number of discipline
incidents resulting in the removal of a student for
at least an entire school day that involve students’
possession or use of tobacco or illicit drugs on school
grounds. Readers should take note of the differing

data sources and terminology.

In the YRBS, students in grades 9-12 were asked
whether someone had offered, sold, or given them
an illegal drug on school property in the 12 months
preceding the survey.’” From 1993 to 1995, the
percentage of students in grades 9—12 who reported
that illegal drugs were made available to them on
school property increased (from 24 to 32 percent),
but then decreased to 22 percent in 2013 (table 9.1).
There was no measurable difference between the
percentages reported in 1993 and 2013. However,
the percentage of students who reported that drugs
were made available to them on school property was
lower in 2013 (22 percent) than in 2011 (26 percent;
figure 9.1 and table 9.1).

In every survey year from 1993 to 2013, a lower
percentage of females than of males reported that
illegal drugs were offered, sold, or given to them on
school property. In 2013, some 20 percent of females
and 24 percent of males reported that illegal drugs
were made available to them on school property. The
percentage of males who reported that drugs were
offered, sold, or given to them on school property in
2013 was lower than the percentage reported in 2011
(29 percent). However, for females the percentage
reported in 2013 was not measurably different from
the percentage reported in 2011.

7 “On school property” was not defined for survey respondents.

In 2013, lower percentages of Black students
(19 percent) and White students (20 percent) than of
Hispanic students (27 percent) and students of Two
or more races (26 percent) reported that illegal drugs
were offered, sold, or given to them on school property
(figure 9.2 and table 9.1). In addition, the percentage
of Black students who reported that illegal drugs were
made available to them on school property was lower
than the percentage of Pacific Islander students (19 vs.
28 percent). Between 2011 and 2013, the percentages
of Black, Hispanic, and American Indian/Alaska
Native students who reported that illegal drugs were
made available to them on school property declined.

A lower percentage of 12th-graders than of 9th-,
10th-, or 11th-graders reported that illegal drugs
were made available to them on school property in
2013 (table 9.1). Nineteen percent of 12th-graders
reported that illegal drugs were made available to
them on school property that year, compared with
22 percent of 9th-graders and 23 percent each of
10th- and 11th-graders.

In 2013, public school students’ reports of the
availability of illegal drugs on school property varied
across the 36 states for which data were available
(table 9.2). Among these states, the percentage of
students reporting that illegal drugs were offered,
sold, or given to them on school property ranged
from 12 percent in Mississippi to 33 percent in
New Mexico.

Indicator 9 continued on page 56.

This indicator repeats student-reported information from the Indicators of School Crime and Safety: 2014 report, and adds 2013
data on discipline incidents related to illicit drug. For more information: Tables 9.1, 9.2, and 9.3, and Centers for Disease Control

and Prevention (2014), (http://www.cdc.gov/mmwr/PDF/ss/ss6304.pdf).

School Environment
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Figure 9.1. Percentage of students in grades 9-12 who reported that illegal drugs were made available
to them on school property during the previous 12 months, by sex: Selected years, 1993

through 2013
Percent
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NOTE: “On school property” was not defined for survey respondents.
SOURCE: Centers for Disease Control and Prevention, Division of Adolescent and School Health, Youth Risk Behavior Surveillance System
(YRBSS), 1993 through 2013.

Figure 9.2. Percentage of students in grades 9-12 who reported that illegal drugs were made available to
them on school property during the previous 12 months, by race/ethnicity: 2011 and 2013
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NOTE: “On school property” was not defined for survey respondents. Race categories exclude persons of Hispanic ethnicity.
SOURCE: Centers for Disease Control and Prevention, Division of Adolescent and School Health, Youth Risk Behavior Surveillance System
(YRBSS), 2011 and 2013.
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It is also important to examine discipline incidents
that result from illicit drug-related activities at school,
which reflect disruptions in the educational process
and provide a gauge for the scope of drug use at
school. As part of the EDFacts data collection, state
education agencies report the number of discipline
incidents resulting in the removal of a student for
at least an entire school day that involve students’
possession or use of illicit drugs on school grounds.*®
State education agencies compile these data based
on incidents that were reported by their schools
and school districts. During the 2013-14 school
year, there were 197,000 reported illicit drug-related
discipline incidents in the United States (table 9.3).%
The number of illicit drug-related incidents varies
widely across states, due in large part to states’

38 Includes tobacco.
39 United States total includes 49 states and the District of
Columbia. Data for Vermont were unavailable for 2013—14.

School Environment

differing populations. Therefore, the rate of illicit
drug-related discipline incidents per 100,000 students
can provide a more comparable indication of the
frequency of these incidents across states. During the
2013-14 school year, the rate of illicit drug-related
discipline incidents was 394 per 100,000 students in
the United States.

The majority of states had rates between 100 and
1,000 illicit drug-related discipline incidents per
100,000 students during the 2013—14 school year.
Five states had rates of illicit drug-related discipline
incidents per 100,000 students that were below 100:
Wyoming, Texas, Tennessee, Virginia, and Michigan,
while two states had rates above 1,000: Kentucky and
New Mexico.
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Indicator 10

Students’ Reports of Being Called Hate-Related Words and Seeing

Hate-Related Graffiti

In 2013, about 7 percent of students ages 12—18 reported being the target of hate-related words and
25 percent reported seeing hate-related graffiti at school during the school year; the corresponding 2011
percentages were both higher (9 and 28 percent, respectively).

The School Crime Supplement to the National Crime
Victimization Survey collects data on students’
reports of being the target of hate-related*’ words and
seeing hate-related graffiti at school.#! Specifically,
students ages 12—18 were asked whether someone
at school had called them a derogatory word having
to do with their race, ethnicity, religion, disability,
gender, or sexual orientation. Additionally, students
were asked if they had seen hate-related grafhti at
their school—that is, hate-related words or symbols
written in classrooms, bathrooms, or hallways or on

the outside of the school building.

In 2013, about 7 percent of students ages 12-18
reported being the target of hate-related words at
school during the school year, which was lower
than the 9 percent reported in 2011 (figure 10.1 and
table 10.1). The percentage of students who reported
being the target of hate-related words decreased from
12 percent in 2001 (the first year of data collection
for this item) to 7 percent in 2013. Similarly, in
2013, about 25 percent of students reported seeing
hate-related graffiti at school during the school year,
which was lower than the 28 percent reported in
2011, and also represented a decrease from the 36
percent reported in 1999, when data for students’
reports of seeing hate-related graffiti at school were
first collected.

The percentages of males and females who reported
being called a hate-related word during the school
year did not measurably differ in any survey year from
2001 to 2013. The percentages of male and female
students who reported being called a hate-related
word were lower in 2013 (7 percent each) than in

40 “Hate-related” refers to derogatory terms used by others in
reference to students’ personal characteristics.

41 “At school” includes the school building, on school property,
on a school bus, and, from 2001 onward, going to and from
school.

2011 (9 percent each). In addition, the percentages
of both males and females who reported being called
a hate-related word decreased overall between 2001
and 2013 (from 13 to 7 percent for males and from
12 to 7 percent for females).

The percentages of males and females who reported
seeing hate-related grafhiti at school during the school
year did not measurably differ in any survey year
from 2001 to 2013. The percentage of male students
who reported seeing hate-related graffiti at school was
lower in 2013 (24 percent) than in 2011 (29 percent),
as well as in 1999 (34 percent). The percentage of
female students who reported seeing hate-related
grafiti at school was lower in 2013 (25 percent)
than in 2011 (28 percent) and lower than in 1999
(39 percent).

In 2013, a lower percentage of White students than
students of any other race/ethnicity reported being
called a hate-related word during the school year.
About 5 percent of White students reported being
called a hate-related word, compared with 7 percent
of Hispanic students, 8 percent of Black students,
10 percent of Asian students, and 11 percent of
students of other races/ethnicities. There were no
measurable differences by race/ethnicity, however, in
the percentages of students who reported seeing hate-
related grafhti at school in 2013. About 21 percent
of Asian students, 24 percent of White students,
26 percent each of Hispanic and Black students,
and 28 percent of students of other races/ethnicities
reported seeing hate-related graffiti at school.

Indicator 10 continued on page 60.

This indicator repeats information from the Indicators of School Crime and Safety: 2014 report. For more information: Tables
10.1 and 10.2, and DeVoe and Bauer (2011), (http://nces.ed.gov/pubsearch/pubsinfo.asp?pubid=2012314).
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Figure 10.1. Percentage of students ages 12-18 who reported being the target of hate-related words and
seeing hate-related graffiti at school during the school year, by selected student and school
characteristics: 2013
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" Race categories exclude persons of Hispanic ethnicity. “Other” includes American Indians/Alaska Natives, Pacific Islanders, and persons of Two or
more races.

NOTE: “At school” includes the school building, on school property, on a school bus, and going to and from school. “Hate-related” refers to
derogatory terms used by others in reference to students’ personal characteristics.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Justice, Bureau of Justice Statistics, School Crime Supplement (SCS) to the National Crime Victimization Survey, 2013.
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Some measurable differences were observed across
grades in students’ reports of being called a hate-
related word and seeing hate-related graffiti at
school in 2013 (figure 10.1 and table 10.1). In 2013,
a lower percentage of 12th-graders (4 percent) than
of 7th-, 8th-, and 9th-graders (7 percent each), and
11th-graders (8 percent) reported being called a
hate-related word at school. A lower percentage of
7th-graders (22 percent) reported secing hate-rated
graffiti at school than 9th- and 10th-graders (27 and
26 percent, respectively).

In each data collection year between 1999 and 2013,
a higher percentage of public school students than of
private school students reported seeing hate-related
graffiti at school. For instance, in 2013, approximately
26 percent of public school students reported
seeing hate-related graffiti at school, compared with
13 percent of private school students. However, the
percentages of public and private school students
who reported being called a hate-related word were
not measurably different in 2013 (7 percent each).

School Environment

Students who reported being the target of hate-
related words at school in 2013 were asked to indicate
whether the derogatory word they were called referred
to their race, ethnicity, religion, disability, gender, or
sexual orientation (figure 10.2 and table 10.2). A lower
percentage of male students than of female students
reported being called a hate-related word referring
to their gender (less than one-half of 1 percent vs.
2 percent).

With respect to being called a hate-related word
referring to their race, a lower percentage of White
students than of their peers reported being targeted
in 2013 (table 10.2). Specifically, 2 percent of White
students reported being called a hate-related word
referring to their race, compared with 4 percent of
Hispanic students, 6 percent of Black students, and 8
percent each of Asian students and students of other
races/ethnicities.



Figure 10.2. Percentage of students ages 12—18 who reported being the target of hate-related words at

school during the school year, by type of hate-related word and sex: 2013
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1 Students who indicated that they had been called a hate-related word were asked to choose the specific characteristics that the hate-related word
or words targeted. Students were allowed to choose more than one characteristic. If a student chose more than one characteristic, he or she is
counted only once in the total percentage of students who reported being called a hate-related word; therefore, the total is less than the sum of the
students’ individual characteristics.

NOTE: “At school” includes the school building, on school property, on a school bus, and going to and from school. “Hate-related” refers to

derogatory terms used by others in reference to students’ personal characteristics.
SOURCE: U.S. Department of Justice, Bureau of Justice Statistics, School Crime Supplement (SCS) to the National Crime Victimization Survey, 2013.
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Indicator 11

Bullying at School and Cyber-Bullying Anywhere

The percentage of students who reported being bullied was lower in 2013 (22 percent) than in every prior
survey year (28 percent each in 2005, 2009, and 2011 and 32 percent in 2007).

The School Crime Supplement (SCS) to the National
Crime Victimization Survey collects data on bullying??
and cyber-bullying®® by asking students ages 12-18 if
they had been bullied at school** and cyber-bullied
anywhere during the school year. Students were also
asked about the types and frequencies of bullying
and cyber-bullying they had been subjected to, as
well as whether an adult at school®> had been notified
of the incidents. Cyber-bullying is distinct from
bullying at school; however, bullying at school might
be a pertinent context to understand cyber-bullying
anywhere. In the SCS, survey items on cyber-bullying
anywhere were asked separately from survey items
on bullying at school. In a different survey, the
Youth Risk Behavior Survey (YRBS), students in
grades 9-12 were asked if they had been bullied on
school property*® or electronically bullied during the
previous 12 months. In addition to collecting data at
the national level, the YRBS also collects data at the
state level. Readers should take note of the differing
data sources and terminology.

On the SCS in 2013, about 22 percent of students
ages 1218 reported being bullied at school during the
school year (figure 11.1 and table 11.1). Of students

42 “Bullying” includes students who responded that another
student had made fun of them, called them names, or insulted
them; spread rumors about them; threatened them with harm;
tried to make them do something they did not want to do;
excluded them from activities on purpose; destroyed their
property on purpose; or pushed, shoved, tripped, or spit on
them.

# “Cyber-bullying” includes students who responded that
another student had posted hurtful information about them on
the Internet; purposely shared private information about them
on the Internet; threatened or insulted them through instant
messaging; threatened or insulted them through text messaging;
threatened or insulted them through e-mail; threatened or
insulted them while gaming; or excluded them online.

# “At school” includes the school building, on school property,
on a school bus, or going to and from school.

# “Adult at school” refers to a teacher or other adult at school.
% In the Youth Risk Behavior Survey (YRBS), bullying was
defined for respondents as “when one or more students tease,
threaten, spread rumors about, hit, shove, or hurt another
student over and over again.” “On school property” was not
defined for survey respondents.

ages 1218, about 14 percent reported that they were
made fun of, called names, or insulted; 13 percent
reported being the subject of rumors; and 6 percent
reported that they were pushed, shoved, tripped,
or spit on. Of those students who reported being
pushed, shoved, tripped, or spit on at school, about
21 percent reported injury as a result of the incident.
Additionally, about 4 percent of all students reported
being excluded from activities on purpose, 4 percent
reported being threatened with harm, 2 percent
reported that others tried to make them do things
they did not want to do, and 2 percent reported that
their property was destroyed by others on purpose.

In 2013, a higher percentage of females than of males
ages 12-18 reported being bullied at school during
the school year (24 vs. 19 percent). Also, higher
percentages of females than of males reported that
they were made fun of, called names, or insulted
(15 vs. 13 percent); were the subject of rumors (17 vs.
10 percent); and were excluded from activities on
purpose (5 vs. 4 percent). In contrast, a higher
percentage of males (7 percent) than of females
(5 percent) reported being pushed, shoved, tripped,

or spit on.

A higher percentage of White students (24 percent)
than of Hispanic students (19 percent) and Asian
students (9 percent) reported being bullied at school
in 2013. In addition, higher percentages of Black
students (20 percent) and Hispanic students than
of Asian students reported being bullied at school.
A higher percentage of White students (16 percent)
than of Hispanic students (12 percent), Black
students (10 percent), and Asian students (7 percent)
reported being made fun of, called names, or insulted.
Similarly, 15 percent of White students reported that
they had been the subject of rumors, compared with
11 percent of Hispanic students and 4 percent of
Asian students.

Indicator 11 continued on page 64.

This indicator repeats information from the Indicators of School Crime and Safety: 2014 report. For more information: Tables
11.1,11.2, 11.3, 11.4, 11.5, and 11.6, Centers for Disease Control and Prevention (2014), (http://www.cdc.gov/mmwr/PDF/ss/
$s6304.pdf), and DeVoe and Bauer (2011), (http://nces.ed.gov/pubsearch/pubsinfo.asp?pubid=2012314).
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Figure 11.1. Percentage of students ages 12—-18 who reported being bullied at school during the school

year, by type of bullying and sex: 2013
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NOTE: “At school” includes the school building, on school property, on a school bus, or going to and from school. Bullying types do not sum to totals
because students could have experienced more than one type of bullying. Students who reported experiencing more than one type of bullying at

school were counted only once in the total for students bullied at school.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Justice, Bureau of Justice Statistics, School Crime Supplement (SCS) to the National Crime Victimization Survey, 2013.

Indicators of School Crime and Safety: 2015

63



64

Higher percentages of students in grades 6 through
11 than of students in grade 12 reported being
bullied at school during the school year. In 2013,
about 14 percent of 12th-graders reported being
bullied at school, compared with 28 percent of 6th-
graders, 26 percent of 7th-graders, 22 percent of
8th-graders, 23 percent of 9th-graders, 19 percent
of 10th-graders, and 20 percent of 11th-graders.
No measurable differences were observed in the
percentage of students who reported being bullied
at school by school characteristics such as urbanicity
and control of school.

The SCS also asked students ages 12—-18 who
reported being bullied at school to indicate the
location where they had been victimized. In 2013,
of students who reported being bullied during the
school year, about 46 percent of students reported
that the bullying occurred in the hallway or stairwell
at school, 34 percent reported being bullied inside
the classroom, and 23 percent reported being bullied
outside on school grounds (figure 11.2 and table
11.2). About 19 percent of students who were bullied
reported that the bullying occurred in the cafeteria,
9 percent reported that it occurred in the bathroom
or locker room, 8 percent reported that it occurred on
the school bus, and 1 percent reported that it occurred
somewhere else in school.

School Environment

In 2013, approximately 7 percent of students ages
12-18 reported being cyber-bullied anywhere during
the school year (figure 11.3 and table 11.3). About
3 percent of students reported that another student
had posted hurtful information about them on the
Internet, and 3 percent reported being the subject
of harassing text messages. Some 2 percent reported
being the subject of harassing instant messages
and 1 percent each reported having their private
information purposely shared on the Internet, being
the subject of harassing e-mails, being harassed while
gaming, and being excluded online.

A higher percentage of female students than of male
students ages 12—18 reported being victims of cyber-
bullying in 2013. Nine percent of females compared
with 5 percent of males were victims of cyber-bullying
overall. In particular, a higher percentage of females
than of males were victims of various types of cyber-
bullying: Having hurtful information about them
posted on the Internet by another student (5 vs.
1 percent), having their private information purposely
shared on the Internet (1 percentvs. less than one-half
of 1 percent), being the subject of harassing instant
messages (3 vs. 1 percent), and being the subject of
harassing text messages (5 vs. 2 percent). In contrast,
2 percent of male students reported being harassed
while gaming, compared with less than one-half of
1 percent of female students.

Indicator 11 continued on page 66.



Figure 11.2. Among students ages 12-18 who reported being bullied at school during the school year,
percentage who reported being bullied in various locations: 2013
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! Interpret data with caution. The coefficient of variation (CV) for this estimate is between 30 and 50 percent.

NOTE: “At school” includes the school building, on school property, on a school bus, or going to and from school. Location totals may sum to more
than 100 percent because students could have been bullied in more than one location.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Justice, Bureau of Justice Statistics, School Crime Supplement (SCS) to the National Crime Victimization Survey, 2013.

Indicators of School Crime and Safety: 2015 65



66

The percentage of students who reported being cyber-
bullied anywhere during the school year in 2013
was higher for White students (8 percent) than for
Black students (5 percent). There were no measurable
differences by grade level, urbanicity, or school sector
in the prevalence of students reporting being a victim
of cyber-bullying.

In 2013, about 33 percent of students who reported
being bullied at school indicated that they were
bullied at least once or twice a month during the
school year: 19 percent reported being bullied once
or twice a month, 8 percent reported being bullied
once or twice a week, and 6 percent reported being
bullied almost every day (figure 11.4 and table 11.4).
About 27 percent of students who reported being
cyber-bullied anywhere indicated that they were
cyber-bullied at least once or twice a month during
the school year: 15 percent reported being cyber-
bullied once or twice a month, 8 percent reported
being cyber-bullied once or twice a week, and
4 percent reported being cyber-bullied almost every
day. Among students who reported being cyber-
bullied, a higher percentage of females than of males
reported being cyber-bullied once or twice a month
(19 vs. 9 percent).

School Environment

Students who reported being bullied or cyber-bullied
were also asked whether they had notified an adult
about the incident. In 2013, a higher percentage
of students reported notifying an adult after being
bullied at school than after being cyber-bullied
anywhere (39 vs. 23 percent). While there was no
measurable difference by sex in the percentage of
students notifying an adult after being bullied at
school, a higher percentage of females than of males
reported notifying an adult after being cyber-bullied
(32 vs. 11 percent). In addition, higher percentages
of 6th- and 7th-graders than of 8th- through 12th-
graders reported notifying an adult after being
bullied at school, and higher percentages of 7th- and
8th-graders than of 9th-graders reported notifying
an adult after being cyber-bullied. The percentage of
students who reported notifying an adult after being
bullied at school was higher for those who reported
being bullied once or twice a week (55 percent)
than for those who reported being bullied once or
twice a year (37 percent) or once or twice a month

(38 percent).

Indicator 11 continued on page 68.



Figure 11.3. Percentage of students ages 12—18 who reported being cyber-bullied anywhere during the
school year, by type of cyber-bullying and sex: 2013
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! Interpret data with caution. The coefficient of variation (CV) for this estimate is between 30 and 50 percent.

NOTE: Students who reported experiencing more than one type of cyber-bullying were counted only once in the cyber-bullying total. Detail may

not sum to totals because of rounding and because students could have experienced more than one type of cyber-bullying. Students who reported
being cyber-bullied are those who responded that another student had done one or more of the following: posted hurtful information about them on
the Internet; purposely shared private information about them on the Internet; threatened or insulted them through instant messaging; threatened or
insulted them through text messaging; threatened or insulted them through e-mail; threatened or insulted them while gaming; or excluded them online.
SOURCE: U.S. Department of Justice, Bureau of Justice Statistics, School Crime Supplement (SCS) to the National Crime Victimization Survey, 2013.

Figure 11.4. Among students ages 12-18 who reported being bullied at school or cyber-bullied anywhere
during the school year, percentage reporting various frequencies of bullying and the
notification of an adult at school: 2013

Percent
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twice inthe  twice twice everyday notified"  twice inthe  twice twice every day notified"
school year a month a week school year a month a week

Bullying at school Cyber-bullying anywhere?

" Teacher or other adult at school notified.

2 Students who reported being cyber-bullied are those who responded that another student had done one or more of the following: posted hurtful
information about them on the Internet; purposely shared private information about them on the Internet; threatened or insulted them through instant
messaging; threatened or insulted them through text messaging; threatened or insulted them through e-mail; threatened or insulted them while gaming;
or excluded them online.

NOTE: “At school” includes the school building, on school property, on a school bus, or going to and from school. Detail may not sum to totals because
of rounding.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Justice, Bureau of Justice Statistics, School Crime Supplement (SCS) to the National Crime Victimization Survey, 2013.
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The percentages of students reporting being bullied
at school varied over time from 2005 through 2013.
Prior data are excluded from the time series due to
a significant redesign of the bullying items in 2005.
The percentage of students who reported being bullied
was lower in 2013 (22 percent) than in every prior
survey year (28 percent each in 2005, 2009, and
2011 and 32 percent in 2007; table 11.5). A similar
pattern was observed for some of the student and
school characteristics examined. For example, in 2013
about 24 percent of female students reported being
bullied at school, compared with 29 percent each in
2005 and 2009, about 31 percent in 2011, and 33
percent in 2007. Similarly, about 24 percent of White
students reported being bullied at school in 2013,
compared with 29 percent in 2009, about 30 percent
in 2005, about 31 percent in 2011, and 34 percent
in 2007. By school characteristics, in 2013 about 22
percent of students from suburban schools reported
being bullied at school, compared with 28 percent
in 2009, about 29 percent each in 2005 and 2011,
and 31 percent in 2007 (figure 11.5). Similarly, about

School Environment

21 percent of public school students reported being
bullied at school in 2013, compared with 28 percent
in 2011, about 29 percent each in 2005 and 2009,
and 32 percent in 2007.

As mentioned in the introduction, the Youth Risk
Behavior Survey (YRBS) collects both national and
state-level data on bullying and electronic bullying for
students in grades 9-12. In 2013, both national and
state-level data on the percentages of students who
reported being bullied on school property during the
previous 12 months were available for 40 states (table
11.6). Among these states, the percentages of students
who reported being bullied on school property ranged
from 16 percent in Florida to 26 percent in Montana.
There were also 40 states that had 2013 data available
on the percentages of students who reported being
electronically bullied during the previous 12 months.
Among these states, the percentages of students
who reported being electronically bullied ranged
from 12 percent in Mississippi, Florida, and North
Carolina to 21 percent in Maine.



Figure 11.5. Percentage of students ages 12-18 who reported being bullied at school during the school
year, by selected school characteristics: Selected years, 2005 through 2013
Urbanicity’ Sector?
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" Refers to the Standard Metropolitan Statistical Area (MSA) status of the respondent’s household as defined in 2000 by the U.S. Census Bureau.
Categories include “central city of an MSA (Urban),” “in MSA but not in central city (Suburban),” and “not MSA (Rural).” These data by metropolitan
status were based on the location of households and differ from those published in Student Reports of Bullying and Cyber-Bullying: Results From
the 2011 School Crime Supplement to the National Crime Victimization Survey, which were based on the urban-centric measure of the location of

the school that the child attended.

2 Sector of school as reported by the respondent. These data differ from those based on a matching of the respondent-reported school name to the
Common Core of Data’s Public Elementary/Secondary School Universe Survey or the Private School Survey, as reported in Student Reports of
Bullying and Cyber-Bullying: Results From the 2011 School Crime Supplement to the National Crime Victimization Survey.

NOTE: “At school” includes the school building, on school property, on a school bus, or going to and from school.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Justice, Bureau of Justice Statistics, School Crime Supplement (SCS) to the National Crime Victimization Survey,
2005 through 2013.
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Indicator 12

Teachers’ Reports on School Conditions

In 2011-12, higher percentages of public school teachers than of private school teachers reported that student
misbehavior and student tardiness and class cutting interfered with their teaching.

Managing inappropriate behaviors and classroom
disruptions is time-consuming and takes away from
valuable instructional time and student engagement in
academic behaviors (Riley et al. 2011). In the Schools
and Staffing Survey (SASS), public and private school
teachers were asked whether student misbehavior and
student tardiness and class cutting interfered with their
teaching. During the 2011-12 school year, 38 percent
of teachers agreed or strongly agreed that student
misbehavior interfered with their teaching, and
35 percent reported that student tardiness and class
cutting interfered with their teaching (figure 12.1
and table 12.1). Teachers were also asked whether
school rules were enforced by other teachers at their
school, even for students not in their classes, and
whether school rules were enforced by the principal.
In 2011-12, about 69 percent of teachers agreed or
strongly agreed that other teachers at their school
enforced the school rules, and 84 percent reported
that the principal enforced the school rules (figure
12.1 and table 12.2).

The percentages of teachers who reported that
student misbehavior and student tardiness and
class cutting interfered with their teaching varied
by school characteristics during the 2011-12 school
year (table 12.1). For example, a higher percentage
of public school teachers (41 percent) than of private
school teachers (22 percent) reported that student
misbehavior interfered with their teaching. Thirty-
eight percent of public school teachers reported that
student tardiness and class cutting interfered with
their teaching, compared with 19 percent of private
school teachers.

In every survey year, a lower percentage of elementary
school teachers than of secondary school teachers
reported that student tardiness and class cutting
interfered with their teaching; in 2011-12,
31 percent of elementary school teachers and
45 percent of secondary school teachers reported that
student tardiness and class cutting interfered with
their teaching (table 12.1). There was no measurable
difference between the percentages of elementary and
secondary school teachers who reported that student
misbehavior interfered with their teaching.

The percentage of teachers who reported that student
misbehavior interfered with their teaching fluctuated
between 1993-94 and 2011-12; however, the
percentage was higher in 2011-12 (38 percent) than
in the previous survey year (34 percent in 2007-08;
figure 12.2). The percentage of teachers reporting
that student tardiness and class cutting interfered
with their teaching increased between 1993-94 and
2011-12 (from 25 to 35 percent). A higher percentage
of teachers reported that student tardiness and class
cutting interfered with their teaching in 2011-12
than in 2007-08 (35 vs. 31 percent).

In every survey year, a lower percentage of public
school teachers than of private school teachers agreed
that school rules were enforced by other teachers
and by the principal in their school (table 12.2). In
2011-12, some 68 percent of public school teachers
reported that school rules were enforced by other
teachers, compared with 77 percent of private school
teachers. In addition, 84 percent of public school
teachers reported that school rules were enforced by
the principal, compared with 89 percent of private
school teachers.

Indicator 12 continued on page 72.

pubsearch/pubsinfo.asp?pubid=2009324).

This indicator repeats information first reported in the Indicators of School Crime and Safety: 2013 report. For more information:
Tables 12.1, 12.2, and 12.3, appendix B for definitions of school levels, and Coopersmith (2009), (https://nces.ed.gov/

School Environment
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Figure 12.1. Percentage of public and private school teachers who agreed that student misbehavior and
student tardiness and class cutting interfered with their teaching, and percentage who agreed
that other teachers and the principal enforced school rules, by school control: School year
2011-12

Percent
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" Teachers were asked whether “rules for student behavior are consistently enforced by teachers in this school, even for students not in their
classes.”

2Teachers were asked whether their “principal enforces school rules for student conduct and backs me up when | need it.”

NOTE: Teachers who taught only prekindergarten students are excluded. Includes teachers who “strongly” agreed and teachers who “somewhat”
agreed that students’ misbehavior, tardiness, and class cutting interfered with their teaching, as well as teachers who “strongly” agreed and teachers
who “somewhat” agreed that other teachers and the principal enforced school rules. The public sector includes traditional public and public charter
school teachers.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Schools and Staffing Survey (SASS), “Public School Teacher
Data File” and “Private School Teacher Data File,” 2011-12.

Figure 12.2. Percentage of public and private school teachers who agreed that student misbehavior and
student tardiness and class cutting interfered with their teaching, and percentage who agreed
that other teachers and the principal enforced school rules: Selected school years, 1993-94
through 2011-12
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" Teachers were asked whether their “principal enforces school rules for student conduct and backs me up when | need it.”

2 Teachers were asked whether “rules for student behavior are consistently enforced by teachers in this school, even for students not in their
classes.”

NOTE: Teachers who taught only prekindergarten students are excluded. Includes teachers who “strongly” agreed and teachers who “somewhat”
agreed that students’ misbehavior, tardiness, and class cutting interfered with their teaching, as well as teachers who “strongly” agreed and teachers
who “somewhat” agreed that other teachers and the principal enforced school rules. The public sector includes traditional public and public charter
school teachers.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Schools and Staffing Survey (SASS), “Public School Teacher
Data File” and “Private School Teacher Data File,” 1993-94, 1999-2000, 2003-04, 2007-08, and 2011-12; and “Charter School Teacher Data File,”
1999-2000.
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Between 1993-94 and 2011-12, the percentage of
teachers who agreed or strongly agreed that school
rules were enforced by other teachers fluctuated
between 64 and 73 percent, and the percentage who
agreed that rules were enforced by the principal
fluctuated between 82 and 89 percent, showing no
consistent trends. However, a lower percentage of
teachers reported that school rules were enforced
by other teachers in 2011-12 (69 percent) than in
the previous survey year (72 percent in 2007-08).
Similarly, the percentage of teachers who reported
that school rules were enforced by the principal
was lower in 2011-12 than in 2007-08 (84 vs.
89 percent).

School Environment

In 2011-12, the percentages of public school teachers
who reported that student misbehavior and student
tardiness and class cutting interfered with their
teaching varied by state. For example, among the 50
states and the District of Columbia, the percentage
of teachers who reported that student misbehavior
interfered with their teaching ranged from 31 percent
in Wyoming to 55 percent in Louisiana (table 12.3).
The percentages of teachers who reported that school
rules were enforced by other teachers and by the
principal also varied by state.



Fights,
Weapons,
and lllegal

Substances

Indicator 13
Physical Fights on School Property and

ANYWNEIE ..ot 74
Figure 13,1 .o 75
Figure 13.2..... )
Figure 13.3 .. e 77

Indicator 14

Students Carrying Weapons on School Property

and Anywhere and Students’ Access to Firearms...78
Figure 14.0 .o 79

Figure 14.2.....
Figure 14.3 ..o 81

Indicator 15
Students’ Use of Alcohol and Alcohol-Related

Discipline InCidents ..........ccooceeiiiiiiiiie e 82
Figure 15,1 .o 83
Figure 15.2..... ....83
Figure 15.3 .. e 85

Indicator 16
Students’ Use of Marijuana on School Property

and ANYWHEre ..o 86
Figure 16.1 ..o 87
Figure 16.2.....

FIGUIE 16.3orrrr oo oo oo sreeeee s B9

Indicators of School Crime and Safety: 2015 73




74

Indicator 13

Physical Fights on School Property and Anywhere

The percentage of students in grades 9—12 who reported being in a physical fight anywhere decreased between
1993 and 2013 (from 42 to 25 percent), and the percentage of students in these grades who reported being
in a physical fight on school property also decreased during this period (from 16 to 8 percent).

In the Youth Risk Behavior Survey, students in
grades 9—12 were asked about their involvement in
physical fights in general (referred to as “anywhere”
in this indicator),”” as well as about their involvement
in physical fights on school property, during the
12 months preceding the survey.® In this indicator,
percentages of students reporting involvement in
fights occurring anywhere are used as a point of
comparison with percentages of students reporting
involvement in fights occurring on school property.

Overall, the percentage of students in grades 9-12
who reported being in a physical fight anywhere
decreased between 1993 and 2013 (from 42 to
25 percent), and the percentage of students in these
grades who reported being in a physical fight on
school property also decreased during this period
(from 16 to 8 percent; figure 13.1 and table 13.1). The
percentage of students in these grades who reported
being in a physical fight anywhere was lower in 2013
(25 percent) than in 2011 (33 percent); the percentage
of those who reported being in a physical fight on
school property was also lower in 2013 (8 percent)
than in 2011 (12 percent).

From 1993 through 2013, the percentages of students
in grades 9-12 who reported being in a physical
fight anywhere as well as a physical fight on school
property decreased for all four grade levels. The 2013
percentages of 12th-graders who reported being in a
physical fight, either anywhere or on school property,
were lower than the percentages reported by 9th-,
10th-, and 11th-graders. In 2013, about 19 percent
of 12th-graders reported being in a physical fight
anywhere, compared with 28 percent of 9th-graders,
26 percent of 10th-graders, and 24 percent of
11th-graders. Similarly, 5 percent of 12th-graders,
compared with 11 percent of 9th-graders, 8 percent of
10th-graders, and 7 percent of 11th-graders reported
being in a physical fight on school property.

47 “Anywhere” includes on school property.

48 The term “anywhere” is not used in the Youth Risk Behavior
Survey (YRBS) questionnaire; students were simply asked
how many times in the past 12 months they had been in a
physical fight. In the question asking students about physical
fights at school, “on school property” was not defined for
survey respondents.

The percentages of 9th- to 12th-graders who reported
being in a physical fight in 2013 differed by race/
ethnicity. For example, a higher percentage of Black
students (35 percent) than of students of Two or more
races (29 percent), Hispanic students (28 percent),
Pacific Islander students (22 percent), White students
(21 percent), and Asian students (16 percent) reported
being in a physical fight anywhere (figure 13.2
and table 13.1). In addition, higher percentages of
Hispanic students and students of Two or more races
than of White students and Asian students reported
being in a physical fight anywhere. With regard to
the involvement of 9th- to 12th-graders in physical
fights on school property, the same patterns by race/
ethnicity were observed. The percentage of students
who reported being in a physical fight on school
property was higher for Black students (13 percent)
than for students of Two or more races (10 percent),
Hispanic students (9 percent), Pacific Islander
students (7 percent), White students (6 percent), and
Asian students (5 percent), and the percentages were
higher for students of Two or more races and Hispanic
students than for White students and Asian students.

Between 1993 and 2013, the percentage of students
in grades 9-12 who reported being in a physical
fight anywhere decreased for White students (from
40 to 21 percent), Hispanic students (from 43 to
28 percent), and American Indian/Alaska Native
students (from 50 to 32 percent). During the same
period, the percentage of students in grades 9—12 who
reported being in a physical fight on school property
decreased for White students (from 15 to 6 percent),
Black students (from 22 to 13 percent), and Hispanic
students (from 18 to 9 percent). The percentages of
Asian students who reported being in a physical fight
anywhere and on school property both decreased
between 1999 (the first year separate data on Asian
and Pacific Islander students were available) and
2013. The percentage of Pacific Islander students who
reported being in a physical fight on school property
also decreased between 1999 and 2013.

Indicator 13 continued on page 76.

This indicator repeats information from the Indicators of School Crime and Safety: 2014 report. For more information: Tables
13.1, 13.2, and 13.3, and Centers for Disease Control and Prevention (2014), (http://www.cdc.gov/mmwr/PDF/ss/ss6304.pdf).

Fights, Weapons, and lllegal Substances


http://www.cdc.gov/mmwr/PDF/ss/ss6304.pdf

Figure 13.1. Percentage of students in grades 9-12 who reported having been in a physical fight at
least one time during the previous 12 months, by location and grade: Selected years, 1993

through 2013
Anywhere (including on school property) On school property
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60 60

50 50

40 40

30 30
Sth 10th 1ot

20 20

10 10 -~~~-~~__—————"‘——_-'-—_>,‘
11th 12th S

0 T T T T T T T T O T T T T T T T T

T T T T T T
1993 1995 1997 1999 2001 2003 2005 2007 2009 2011 2013 1993 1995 1997 1999 2001 2003 2005 2007 2009 2011 2013

Year Year

NOTE: The term “anywhere” is not used in the Youth Risk Behavior Survey (YRBS) questionnaire; students were simply asked how many times in
the past 12 months they had been in a physical fight. In the question asking students about physical fights at school, “on school property” was not
defined for survey respondents.

SOURCE: Centers for Disease Control and Prevention, Division of Adolescent and School Health, Youth Risk Behavior Surveillance System
(YRBSS), 1993 through 2013.

Figure 13.2. Percentage of students in grades 9-12 who reported having been in a physical fight at least
one time during the previous 12 months, by race/ethnicity and location: 2013
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! Interpret data with caution. The coefficient of variation (CV) for this estimate is between 30 and 50 percent.

NOTE: Race categories exclude persons of Hispanic ethnicity. The term “anywhere” is not used in the Youth Risk Behavior Survey (YRBS)
questionnaire; students were simply asked how many times in the past 12 months they had been in a physical fight. In the question asking students
about physical fights at school, “on school property” was not defined for survey respondents.

SOURCE: Centers for Disease Control and Prevention, Division of Adolescent and School Health, Youth Risk Behavior Surveillance System
(YRBSS), 2013.
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Students in grades 9-12 were also asked how often
they had been in physical fights during the previous
12 months. In 2013, about 19 percent of students
in these grades reported being in a physical fight
anywhere 1 to 3 times, 4 percent reported being in a
physical fight anywhere 4 to 11 times, and 2 percent
reported being in a physical fight anywhere 12 or
more times (figure 13.3 and table 13.2) during the
12-month period. When students in these grades were
asked about the incidence of physical fights on school
property during the 12-month period, 7 percent
reported being in a physical fight on school property
1 to 3 times, 1 percent reported being in a physical
fight on school property 4 to 11 times, and less than
1 percent reported being in a physical fight on school
property 12 or more times.

The percentages of both male and female 9th- to
12th-graders who reported being in a physical fight
both anywhere and on school property decreased
between 1993 and 2013. About 30 percent of male
students reported being in a physical fight anywhere
in 2013 compared with 51 percent in 1993, and
11 percent reported being in a physical fight on school
property in 2013 compared with 24 percent in 1993.
About 19 percent of female students reported being
in a physical fight anywhere in 2013 compared with
32 percent in 1993, and 6 percent reported being in
a physical fight on school property in 2013 compared
with 9 percent in 1993.

In 2013, a higher percentage of male than of female
9th- to 12th-graders reported being in a physical fight
during the previous 12 months (30 vs. 19 percent;

Fights, Weapons, and lllegal Substances

figure 13.3 and table 13.1). The reported frequency
of fights involving students in these grades was also
higher for males than for females (table 13.2). A
higher percentage of males than of females reported
being in a physical fight anywhere 1 to 3 times (22 vs.
16 percent), 4 to 11 times (5 vs. 3 percent), and 12 or
more times (3 vs. 1 percent) during the 12-month
period. Similar to the frequency of fights anywhere, in
2013, a higher percentage of males than of females in
grades 9 through 12 reported that they had been in a
physical fight on school property during the previous
12 months (11 vs. 6 percent). Additionally, a higher
percentage of males than of females reported being
in a physical fight on school property 1 to 3 times
(9 vs. 5 percent), 4 to 11 times (1 percent vs. less than
1 percent), and 12 or more times (1 percent vs. less
than 1 percent).

Data for the percentage of public school students who
reported being in a physical fight anywhere in 2013
were available for 37 states, and data for physical
fights on school property involving these students
were available for 35 states. Among these states,
the percentages of students who reported being in a
physical fight anywhere ranged from 17 percent in
Hawaii and Maine to 31 percent in Louisiana and
Mississippi, and the percentages of students who
reported being in a physical fight on school property
ranged from 5 percent in Massachusetts to 14 percent
in Mississippi and Maryland (table 13.3).



Figure 13.3. Percentage of students in grades 9-12 who reported having been in a physical fight during
the previous 12 months, by location, number of times, and sex: 2013
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! Interpret data with caution. The coefficient of variation (CV) for this estimate is between 30 and 50 percent.
NOTE: The term “anywhere” is not used in the Youth Risk Behavior Survey (YRBS) questionnaire; students were simply asked how many times in
the past 12 months they had been in a physical fight. In the question asking students about physical fights at school, “on school property” was not

defined for survey respondents. Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding.

SOURCE: Centers for Disease Control and Prevention, Division of Adolescent and School Health, Youth Risk Behavior Surveillance System
(YRBSS), 2013.
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Indicator 14

Students Carrying Weapons on School Property and Anywhere

and Students’ Access to Firearms

Between 1993 and 2013, the percentage of students in grades 9—12 who reported carrying a weapon on
school property at least 1 day during the previous 30 days declined from 12 to 5 percent. A higher percentage
of male students than of female students reported they had carried a weapon, both anywhere and on school

property, in every survey year from 1993 to 2013.

This indicator uses data from the Youth Risk Behavior
Survey (YRBS) to discuss students’ carrying of
weapons on school property and anywhere, then
uses state data from the EDFacts data collection to
discuss the numbers of incidents involving students
with firearms at school by state, and concludes with a
discussion of data from the School Crime Supplement
(SCS) survey on students’ access to firearms at school
or away from school. Readers should take note of the
differing data sources and terminology.

In the YRBS, students were asked if they had carried
a weapon such as a gun, knife, or club anywhere in
the previous 30 days and if they had carried such a
weapon on school property during the same time
period.® In this indicator, the percentage of students
carrying a weapon “anywhere”? is included as a
point of comparison with the percentage of students
carrying a weapon on school property.

In 2013, some 18 percent of students in grades 9-12
reported that they had carried a weapon anywhere
at least 1 day during the previous 30 days: 9 percent
reported carrying a weapon anywhere on 6 or more
days, 6 percent reported carrying a weapon on 2 to
5 days, and 3 percent reported carrying a weapon
on 1 day (tables 14.1 and 14.2). In comparison,
5 percent of students reported carrying a weapon on
school property at least 1 day during the previous
30 days. This percentage was composed of 3 percent
of students who reported carrying a weapon on 6
or more days, 1 percent of students who reported
carrying a weapon on 2 to 5 days, and 1 percent of
students who reported carrying a weapon on 1 day
during the 30-day period.

# The term “anywhere” is not used in the Youth Risk Behavior
Survey (YRBS) questionnaire; students were simply asked how
many days they carried a weapon during the past 30 days. In the
question asking students about carrying a weapon at school, “on
school property” was not defined for survey respondents.

50 “Anywhere” includes on school property.

The percentage of students who reported carrying a
weapon on school property in the previous 30 days
declined from 12 percent in 1993 to 5 percent in 2013
(figure 14.1 and table 14.1). The percentage of students
who reported carrying weapons anywhere was lower
in 2013 (18 percent) than in 1993 (22 percent). There
were no measurable differences between the 2011 and
2013 percentages of students who reported carrying a
weapon either anywhere or on school property during
the previous 30 days.

In every survey year from 1993 to 2013, a higher
percentage of male students than of female students
reported that they had carried a weapon, both
anywhere and on school property. In 2013, for
example, 28 percent of male students reported
carrying a weapon anywhere, compared with
8 percent of female students. In addition, 8 percent of
male students reported carrying a weapon on school
property, compared with 3 percent of female students.

In 2013, the percentage of White students who
reported carrying a weapon anywhere in the previous
30 days (21 percent) was higher than the percentages
of Hispanic students (16 percent), Pacific Islander and
Black students (13 percent each), and Asian students
(9 percent) who reported doing so (figure 14.2 and
table 14.1). In addition, higher percentages of students
of Two or more races (19 percent) and Hispanic
students than of Black students and Asian students
reported carrying a weapon anywhere during the
period. The percentage of American Indian/Alaska
Native students (18 percent) who reported carrying a
weapon anywhere was also higher than the percentage
of Asian students. With respect to students reporting
that they carried a weapon on school property during
the previous 30 days, a higher percentage of White
students (6 percent) than of Black students (4 percent)
reported that they had carried a weapon during the
previous 30 days.

Indicator 14 continued on page 80.

This indicator repeats student-reported information from the Indicators of School Crime and Safety: 2014 report, and has been
updated to include 2013 data on discipline incidents related to weapons possession. For more information: Tables 14.1, 14.2,
14.3, 14.4, and 14.5, and Centers for Disease Control and Prevention (2014), (http://www.cdc.gov/mmwr/PDF/ss/ss6304.pdf),

and DeVoe and Bauer (2011), (http://nces.ed.gov/pubsearch/pubsinfo.asp?pubid=2012314).

Fights, Weapons, and lllegal Substances


http://www.cdc.gov/mmwr/PDF/ss/ss6304.pdf
http://nces.ed.gov/pubsearch/pubsinfo.asp?pubid=2012314

Figure 14.1. Percentage of students in grades 9-12 who reported carrying a weapon at least 1 day during
the previous 30 days, by location and sex: Selected years, 1993 through 2013

Anywhere (including on school property) On school property
Percent Percent
50 50
40 40

Male
30 \W 30

Total
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Year Year

NOTE: The term “anywhere” is not used in the Youth Risk Behavior Survey (YRBS) questionnaire; students were simply asked how many days they
carried a weapon during the past 30 days. In the question asking students about carrying a weapon at school, “on school property” was not defined
for survey respondents. Respondents were asked about carrying “a weapon such as a gun, knife, or club.”

SOURCE: Centers for Disease Control and Prevention, Division of Adolescent and School Health, Youth Risk Behavior Surveillance System
(YRBSS), 1993 through 2013.

Figure 14.2. Percentage of students in grades 9-12 who reported carrying a weapon at least 1 day during
the previous 30 days, by race/ethnicity and location: 2013

Percent
50
40
30
17.9 20.8 17.8 18.8
20 15.5
12.5 : 12.6!
10 8.7 7.0!
5.2 5.7 3.9 47 .ﬁ‘ 40! 6.3
0
Total White Black Hispanic Asian Pacific American Two or

Islander Indian/ more races
Alaska Native
Race/ethnicity

B Anywhere (including on school property) O On school property

! Interpret data with caution. The coefficient of variation (CV) for this estimate is between 30 and 50 percent.

NOTE: Race categories exclude persons of Hispanic ethnicity. The term “anywhere” is not used in the Youth Risk Behavior Survey (YRBS)
questionnaire; students were simply asked how many days they carried a weapon during the past 30 days. In the question asking students about
carrying a weapon at school, “on school property” was not defined for survey respondents. Respondents were asked about carrying “a weapon such
as a gun, knife, or club.”

SOURCE: Centers for Disease Control and Prevention, Division of Adolescent and School Health, Youth Risk Behavior Surveillance System
(YRBSS), 2013.
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There were no measurable differences by grade in
the percentages of students who reported carrying
a weapon anywhere or on school property at least
1 day during the previous 30 days in 2013: About
18 percent of students at each of grade levels 9 through
12 reported carrying a weapon anywhere during the
previous 30 days, and 5 percent each of 9th-, 10th-,
and 12th-graders and 6 percent of 11th-graders
reported carrying a weapon on school property.
However, a higher percentage of 12th-graders
(11 percent) than of 9th- and 10th-graders (8 percent
each) reported carrying a weapon anywhere on 6 or
more days during the previous 30 days (table 14.2).

In 2013, state-level data on percentages of public
school students who reported carrying a weapon
anywhere were available for 34 states (table 14.3).
Among these states, the percentages of students who
reported carrying a weapon anywhere ranged from
10 percent in New Jersey and Hawaii to 29 percent
in Wyoming. There were also 34 states that had 2013
data available on the percentages of students reporting
that they carried a weapon on school property during
the previous 30 days; the percentages ranged from
3 percent in New Jersey, Delaware, Massachusetts,
Wisconsin, and Nevada to 10 percent in Wyoming,
Montana, and Vermont.

Reported incidents involving students who brought
or possessed firearms at school are also important to
examine. As part of the EDFacts data collection, state
education agencies report the number of incidents
involving students who brought or possessed firearms
at school. State education agencies compile these data
based on incidents that were reported by their schools
and school districts. During the 2013—14 school year,
there were 1,501 reported firearm possession incidents
at schools (table 14.5). The total number of incidents
varies widely across states, due in large part to states’
differing populations. Therefore, the rate of firearm

Fights, Weapons, and lllegal Substances

possession incidents per 100,000 students can provide
a more comparable indication of the frequency of
these incidents across states. During the 2013-14
school year, the rate of firearm possession incidents
was 3 per 100,000 students in the United States.

The majority of states had rates between 1 and
10 firearm possession incidents per 100,000 students
from 2009-10 to 2013—14. Two states, Hawaii and
Maine, reported no firearm incidents during the
2013—14 school year and therefore had a rate of
0 firearm possession incidents per 100,000 students.
Four other states had rates of firearm possession
incidents per 100,000 students below 1. The four
states were Illinois, New Jersey, lowa, and Maryland.
Hawaii, Illinois, New Jersey, and Iowa also had rates
below 1 during the 2012-13 school year. During the
2013-14 school year, three states had rates above 10:
Louisiana, Arkansas, and Vermont. However, of these
three states, only Arkansas also had a rate above 10
during the 201213 school year.

Information about students” access to firearms can
put student reports of carrying a gun anywhere and
on school property into context. In the SCS survey,
students were asked if they could have gotten aloaded
gun without adult permission, either at school or
away from school, during the current school year.
In 2013, about 4 percent of students ages 12-18
reported having access to a loaded gun without
adult permission, either at school or away from
school, during the current school year (figure 14.3
and table 14.4). The percentage of 12- to 18-year-
old students reporting that they had access to a
loaded gun without adult permission decreased from
7 percent in 2007 (the first year of data collection
for this item) to 4 percent in 2013. There was no
measurable difference between the percentages who
reported having such access to a loaded gun between
2011 and 2013.



Figure 14.3. Percentage of students ages 12—-18 who reported having access to a loaded gun, without
adult permission, at school or away from school during the school year, by sex: Selected

years, 2007 through 2013
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SOURCE: U.S. Department of Justice, Bureau of Justice Statistics, School Crime Supplement (SCS) to the National Crime Victimization Survey,

2007 through 2013.

In every survey year from 2007 to 2011, a higher
percentage of male students than of female students
ages 12-18 reported having access to a loaded gun
without adult permission. However, there was no
measurable difference between the percentages of
male and female students who reported having such
access to a loaded gun in 2013. The percentage of
male students who reported having access to a loaded
gun without adult permission was lower in 2013
than in 2011 (4 vs. 6 percent). The percentages of
female students who reported having such access to
aloaded gun were not measurably different between
these two years.

In 2013, higher percentages of 10th-, 11th-, and
12th-graders reported having access to a loaded
gun without adult permission than did 7th- and
8th-graders. About 5 percent of 10th-graders and
6 percent each of 11th- and 12th-graders reported
having access to a loaded gun without adult
supervision, compared with 2 percent each of 7th-
and 8th-graders. The percentage of 11th-graders
reporting that they had access to a gun without adult
supervision was also higher than the percentage of
9th-graders reporting such access (3 percent).
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Indicator 15

Students’ Use of Alcohol and Alcohol-Related Discipline Incidents

Between 1993 and 2013, the percentage of students in grades 9—12 who reported having at least one
drink of alcohol anywhere during the previous 30 days decreased from 48 to 35 percent. The percentage
who reported consuming alcohol in 2013 was lower than the percentage in 2011 (39 percent). In 2011,
some 5 percent of students in grades 9—12 reported having at least one drink of alcohol on school property.

This indicator uses data from the Youth Risk Behavior
Survey (YRBS) to discuss whether students had
consumed alcohol during the previous 30 days
on school property and anywhere, then uses state
data from the EDFacts data collection to discuss
the number of discipline incidents resulting in the
removal of a student for at least an entire school day
that involve students’ possession or use of alcohol
on school grounds. Readers should take note of the
differing data sources and terminology.

In the 2013 YRBS, students in grades 9-12 were
asked if they had consumed alcohol on at least 1 day
during the previous 30 days. Prior to 2013, students
were also asked if they had consumed alcohol on
school property’ during the previous 30 days. Due
to this change in the questionnaire, this indicator first
discusses results on alcohol consumption anywhere
using data up to 2013 and then discusses students’
reports of alcohol consumption on school property
using data up to 2011.

Between 1993 and 2013, the percentage of students
in grades 9—12 who reported having at least one drink
of alcohol during the previous 30 days decreased
from 48 to 35 percent (figure 15.1 and table 15.1).
Additionally, the percentage who reported consuming
alcohol in 2013 was lower than the percentage in 2011
(39 percent). In 2013, about 17 percent of students
in grades 9-12 reported consuming alcohol on
1 or 2 days during the previous 30 days, 17 percent
reported consuming alcohol on 3 to 29 of the previous
30 days, and 1 percent reported consuming alcohol on
all of the previous 30 days (table 15.2). The percentage
of students who reported consuming alcohol on 1
or 2 days was lower in 2013 than in 2011 (17 vs.
19 percent).

In every survey year between 1993 and 2001, except
in 1995, a higher percentage of males than of females
reported consuming alcohol on at least 1 day during
the previous 30 days. However, in the survey years

5! In the question about drinking alcohol at school, “on school
property” was not defined for survey respondents.

since 2003, there have been no measurable differences
between the percentages of male and female students
who reported consuming alcohol on at least 1 of the
previous 30 days. Nevertheless, there were differences
by sex in the number of days students reported
consuming alcohol in 2013. A higher percentage of
females than of males reported consuming alcohol
on 1 or 2 days (19 vs. 16 percent). In contrast, a
higher percentage of males than of females reported
consuming alcohol on all of the previous 30 days
(1 percent vs. less than one-half of 1 percent; figure
15.2 and table 15.2).

In 2013, the percentage of students who reported
consuming alcohol increased with grade level. About
47 percent of 12th-graders reported consuming
alcohol on at least 1 day during the previous
30 days (figure 15.3 and table 15.1). This percentage
was higher than the percentages for 9th-graders
(24 percent), 10th-graders (31 percent), and 11th-
graders (39 percent; table 15.2). Additionally, higher
percentages of Hispanic students (37 percent),
White students and students of Two or more
races (36 percent each), American Indian/Alaska
Native students (33 percent), and Black students
(30 percent) than of Asian students (22 percent)
reported consuming alcohol on at least 1 day during
the previous 30 days in 2013. The percentage of Black
students who reported consuming alcohol on at least
1 day was lower than the percentages reported by
White students, Hispanic students, and students of
Two or more races.

In 2013, state-level data on the percentages of students
who reported consuming alcohol were available
for 41 states (table 15.3). Among these states, the
percentages of students who reported drinking
alcohol on at least 1 day during the previous 30 days
ranged from 11 percent in Utah to 39 percent in
Louisiana and New Jersey.

Indicaror 15 continued on page 84.

This indicator has been updated to include 2013 data on discipline incidents related to alcohol. For more information: Tables 15.1,
15.2, 15.3, and 15.4, and Centers for Disease Control and Prevention (2014), (http://www.cdc.gov/mmwr/PDF/ss/ss6304.pdf).
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Figure 15.1. Percentage of students in grades 9-12 who reported using alcohol at least 1 day during the
previous 30 days, by location and sex: Selected years, 1993 through 2013

Anywhere, 1993 through 2013

(including on school property) On school property, 1993 through 2011

Percent Percent
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NOTE: The term “anywhere” was not used in the Youth Risk Behavior Survey (YRBS) questionnaire; students were simply asked how many days
during the previous 30 days they had at least one drink of alcohol. In the question about drinking alcohol at school, “on school property” was not

defined for survey respondents. Data on alcohol use at school were not collected in 2013.
SOURCE: Centers for Disease Control and Prevention, Division of Adolescent and School Health, Youth Risk Behavior Surveillance System

(YRBSS), 1993 through 2013.

Figure 15.2. Percentage of students in grades 9-12 who reported using alcohol at least 1 day during the
previous 30 days, by location, number of days, and sex: 2011 and 2013

Anywhere, 2013

(including on school property) On school property, 2011
Percent Percent
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!Interpret data with caution. The coefficient of variation (CV) for this estimate is between 30 and 50 percent.

NOTE: The term “anywhere” was not used in the Youth Risk Behavior Survey (YRBS) questionnaire; students were simply asked how many days
during the previous 30 days they had at least one drink of alcohol. In the question about drinking alcohol at school, “on school property” was not
defined for survey respondents. Data on alcohol use at school were not collected in 2013. Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding.
SOURCE: Centers for Disease Control and Prevention, Division of Adolescent and School Health, Youth Risk Behavior Surveillance System

(YRBSS), 2011 and 2013.
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Prior to 2013, data were also collected on student
alcohol consumption on school property during the
previous 30 days. In 2011, some 5 percent of students
in grades 9-12 reported having at least one drink of
alcohol on school property, which was not measurably
different from the percentage in 1993 (figure 15.1 and
table 15.1). About 3 percent of students reported using
alcohol on school property on 1 or 2 of the previous
30 days in 2011. One percent of students reported
using alcohol on school property on 3 to 29 of the
previous 30 days, and less than one percent of students
reported using alcohol on school property on all of

the previous 30 days (table 15.2).

Higher percentages of American Indian/Alaska
Native students (21 percent) and Hispanic students
(7 percent) than of Black students (5 percent), White
students (4 percent), and Asian students (3 percent)
reported alcohol consumption on school property in
2011. However, there were no measurable differences
in the percentages of students who reported
consuming alcohol on at least 1 day on school
property in 2011 by sex and grade level.

In 2011, state-level data on the percentages of students
who reported using alcohol on at least 1 day during
the previous 30 days on school property were available
for 37 states and the District of Columbia (table 15.3).
Among these states, the percentages of students who
reported drinking alcohol on school property ranged
from 2 percent in Indiana and Iowa to 7 percent in
the District of Columbia.

Fights, Weapons, and lllegal Substances

It is also important to examine discipline incidents
that result from possession or use of alcohol at school,
which reflect disruptions in the educational process
and provide a gauge for the scope of alcohol use at
school. As part of the EDFacts data collection, state
education agencies report the number of discipline
incidents resulting in the removal of a student for
at least an entire school day that involve students’
possession or use of alcohol on school grounds.
State education agencies compile these data based
on incidents that were reported by their schools
and school districts. During the 2013—14 school
year, there were 24,000 reported alcohol-related
discipline incidents in the United States (table
15.4).>2 The number of alcohol-related incidents
varies widely across states, due in large part to states’
differing populations. Therefore, the rate of alcohol-
related discipline incidents per 100,000 students
can provide a more comparable indication of the
frequency of these incidents across states. During
the 2013-14 school year, the rate of alcohol-related
discipline incidents was 48 per 100,000 students in
the United States.

The majority of states had rates between 10 and
100 alcohol-related discipline incidents per 100,000
students during the 2013—14 school year. Texas and
Wyoming had rates of alcohol-related discipline
incidents per 100,000 students that were at or below
10. Tennessee, Montana, and Washington had rates
above 100.

52 United States total includes 49 states and the District of
Columbia. Data for Vermont were unavailable for 2013—-14.



Figure 15.3. Percentage of students in grades 9-12 who reported using alcohol anywhere at least 1 day

during the previous 30 days, by grade: 2013
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NOTE: The term “anywhere” was not used in the Youth Risk Behavior Survey (YRBS) questionnaire; students were simply asked how many days
during the previous 30 days they had at least one drink of alcohol. “Anywhere” includes on school property.
SOURCE: Centers for Disease Control and Prevention, Division of Adolescent and School Health, Youth Risk Behavior Surveillance System

(YRBSS), 2013.
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Indicator 16

Students’ Use of Marijuana on School Property and Anywhere

In 2013, some 23 percent of students in grades 9—12 reported using marijuana at least one time in the
previous 30 days, which was higher than the percentage reported in 1993 (18 percent). In 2011, some
6 percent of students reported using marijuana at least one time on school property.

The 2013 Youth Risk Behavior Survey asked students
in grades 9-12 whether they had used marijuana in
the previous 30 days. Prior to 2013, students were
also asked whether they had used marijuana on school
property” in the previous 30 days. Due to this change
in the questionnaire, this indicator differs from
previous editions; it first discusses students’ reports of
marijuana use anywhere using data up to 2013, and
then discusses students’ reports of marijuana use on
school property using data up to 2011.

In 2013, some 23 percent of students in grades
9-12 reported using marijuana at least one time in
the previous 30 days, which was higher than the
percentage reported in 1993 (18 percent) but not
measurably different from that reported in 2011
(figure 16.1 and table 16.1). In 2013, about 7 percent
of students in grades 9-12 reported using marijuana
1 or 2 times during the previous 30 days, 11 percent
reported using marijuana 3 to 39 times during the
previous 30 days, and 5 percent reported using
marijuana 40 or more times during the previous 30
days (table 16.2).

In every survey year between 1993 and 2011, higher
percentages of male students than of female students
reported using marijuana at least one time in the
previous 30 days; in 2013, there was no measurable
difference in the percentages reported by male and
female students (25 and 22 percent, respectively;

53 In the question about using marijuana at school, “on school
property” was not defined for survey respondents. The term
“anywhere” is not used in the Youth Risk Behavior Survey
(YRBS) questionnaire; students were simply asked how many
times during the previous 30 days they had used marijuana.

figure 16.1 and table 16.1). However, a higher
percentage of males (7 percent) than of females
(3 percent) reported using marijuana 40 or more times
during the previous 30 days in 2013 (figure 16.2 and
table 16.2).

In 2013, some differences in the percentages of
students who reported marijuana use were observed
by race/ethnicity and grade level. The percentages
of Asian students (16 percent) and White students
(20 percent) who reported using marijuana during
the previous 30 days were lower than the percentages
reported by Hispanic students (28 percent), Black
students and students of Two or more races (29 percent
each), and American Indian/Alaska Native students
(36 percent; figure 16.3 and table 16.1). In addition,
the percentage of students in 9th grade (18 percent)
who reported using marijuana was lower than the
percentages of students in 10th grade (23 percent),
11th grade (26 percent), and 12th grade (28 percent)

who reported doing so.

In 2013, state-level data for students who reported
using marijuana at least one time in the previous
30 days were available for 42 states (table 16.3).
Among these states, the percentages of students who
reported using marijuana ranged from 8 percent in
Utah to 28 percent in New Mexico.

Indicator 16 continued on page 88.

This indicator repeats information from the Indicators of School Crime and Safety: 2014 report. For more information: Tables
16.1, 16.2, and 16.3, and Centers for Disease Control and Prevention (2014), (http://www.cdc.gov/mmwr/PDF/ss/ss6304.pdf).
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Figure 16.1. Percentage of students in grades 9—12 who reported using marijuana at least one time during
the previous 30 days, by location and sex: Selected years, 1993 through 2013

Anywhere, 1993 through 2013

(including on school property) On school property, 1993 through 2011
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NOTE: The term “anywhere” is not used in the Youth Risk Behavior Survey (YRBS) questionnaire; students were simply asked how many times
during the previous 30 days they had used marijuana. In the question about using marijuana at school, “on school property” was not defined for
survey respondents. Data on marijuana use at school were not collected in 2013.

SOURCE: Centers for Disease Control and Prevention, Division of Adolescent and School Health, Youth Risk Behavior Surveillance System
(YRBSS), 1993 through 2013.

Figure 16.2. Percentage of students in grades 9—12 who reported using marijuana during the previous
30 days, by location, number of times, and sex: 2011 and 2013

Anywhere, 2013

(including on school property) On school property, 2011

Percent Percent
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NOTE: The term “anywhere” is not used in the Youth Risk Behavior Survey (YRBS) questionnaire; students were simply asked how many times
during the previous 30 days they had used marijuana. In the question about using marijuana at school, “on school property” was not defined for
survey respondents. Data on marijuana use at school were not collected in 2013. Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding.

SOURCE: Centers for Disease Control and Prevention, Division of Adolescent and School Health, Youth Risk Behavior Surveillance System
(YRBSS), 2011 and 2013.
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Prior to 2013, data were also collected on students’
marijuana use on school property during the previous
30 days. Some 6 percent of students reported using
marijuana at least one time on school property in
2011; this was not measurably different from the
percentage reported in 1993 but was higher than
the percentage reported in 2009 (5 percent; figure
16.1 and table 16.1). In 2011, about 3 percent of
students reported using marijuana on school property
1 or 2 times in the previous 30 days, about 2 percent
reported using marijuana 3 to 39 times during the
previous 30 days, and 1 percent reported using
marijuana 40 or more times during the previous

30 days (table 16.2).

In every survey year between 1993 and 2011, higher
percentages of male students than of female students
reported using marijuana on school property at least
one time in the previous 30 days (figure 16.1 and
table 16.1). For example, 8 percent of male students
reported using marijuana on school property in
2011, compared with 4 percent of female students.

Fights, Weapons, and lllegal Substances

In 2011, a higher percentage of American Indian/
Alaska Native students (21 percent) than of students
from most other racial/ethnic groups reported using
marijuana on school property at least one time in the
previous 30 days. Additionally, a higher percentage
of Hispanic students (8 percent) than of White
or Asian students (5 and 4 percent, respectively)
reported using marijuana on school property, and
a higher percentage of Black students (7 percent)
than of White students reported doing so. There
were no measurable differences by grade level in the
percentages of students reporting marijuana use on
school property in 2011.

In 2011, state-level data for students who reported
using marijuana on school property at least one time
in the previous 30 days were available for 36 states and
the District of Columbia (table 16.3). Among these
states, the percentages of students who reported using
marijuana on school property ranged from 2 percent
in Oklahoma to 10 percent in New Mexico.



Figure 16.3. Percentage of students in grades 9-12 who reported using marijuana anywhere at least one

time during the previous 30 days, by race/ethnicity: 2013
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'Interpret data with caution. The coefficient of variation (CV) for this estimate is between 30 and 50 percent.

NOTE: Race categories exclude persons of Hispanic ethnicity. The term “anywhere” is not used in the Youth Risk Behavior Survey (YRBS)
questionnaire; students were simply asked how many times during the previous 30 days they had used marijuana. “Anywhere” includes on school
property.

SOURCE: Centers for Disease Control and Prevention, Division of Adolescent and School Health, Youth Risk Behavior Surveillance System
(YRBSS), 2013.
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Indicator 17

Students’ Perceptions of Personal Safety at School and Away

From School

The percentage of students who reported being afraid of attack or harm at school decreased from 12 percent
in 1995 to 3 percent in 2013, and the percentage of students who reported being afraid of attack or harm
away from school decreased from 6 percent in 1999 to 3 percent in 2013.

In the School Crime Supplement to the National
Crime Victimization Survey, students ages 12—18
were asked how often®* they had been afraid of
attack or harm “at school or on the way to and from
school” as well as “away from school.” In 2013,
about 3 percent of students ages 12—18 reported that
they were afraid of attack or harm at school or on the
way to and from school during the school year (figure
17.1 and table 17.1). Similarly, 3 percent of students
ages 12—18 reported that they were afraid of attack
or harm away from school during the school year.

Between 1995 and 2013, the percentages of students
who reported being afraid of attack or harm at school
decreased overall (from 12 to 3 percent), as well as
among male students (from 11 to 3 percent) and
female students (from 13 to 4 percent; figure 17.1).
In addition, the percentage of students who reported
being afraid of attack or harm at school decreased
between 1995 and 2013 for White students (from
8 to 3 percent), Black students (from 20 to 5 percent),
and Hispanic students (from 21 to 5 percent).
A declining trend was also observed for away from
school: between 1999 (the first year of data collection
for this item) and 2013, the percentage of students
who reported being afraid of attack or harm decreased
from 6 to 3 percent overall, from 4 to 2 percent for
male students, and from 7 to 3 percent for female
students. The percentages of White students (from
4 to 2 percent), Black students (from 9 to 4 percent),
and Hispanic students (from 9 to 4 percent) who
reported being afraid of attack or harm away from

>4 Students were asked if they “never,” “almost never,”
“sometimes,” or “most of the time” feared that someone would
attack or harm them at school or away from school. Students
responding “sometimes” or “most of the time” were considered
fearful. For the 2001 survey only, the wording was changed from
“attack or harm” to “attack or threaten to attack.”

55 “At school” includes the school building, on school property,
on a school bus, and, from 2001 onward, going to and
from school.

school also decreased during this period. Between
the two most recent survey years, 2011 and 2013,
no measurable differences were found in the overall
percentages of students who reported being afraid of
attack or harm, either at school or away from school.

In 2013, higher percentages of Black and Hispanic
students (5 percent each) than of White students
(3 percent) reported being afraid of attack or harm
at school (table 17.1). Similarly, higher percentages of
Black and Hispanic students (4 percent each) than
of White students (2 percent) reported being afraid
of attack or harm away from school.

Higher percentages of 6th-graders (5 percent) and
7th- and 10th-graders (4 percent each) reported
being afraid of attack or harm at school than
did 12th-graders (2 percent) in 2013. Likewise,
higher percentages of 6th-, 9th-, and 10th-graders
(3 to 4 percent each) reported being afraid of attack
or harm away from school than did 12th-graders
(1 percent).

In 2013, higher percentages of students in urban
areas than of students in suburban areas reported
being afraid of attack or harm both at school and
away from school (figure 17.2). Specifically, 4 percent
of students in urban areas reported being afraid of
attack or harm at school, compared with 3 percent
of students in suburban areas. Similarly, 4 percent
of students in urban areas reported being afraid of
attack or harm away from school, higher than the
2 percent of students in suburban areas. In addition,
a higher percentage of students in urban areas than of
students in rural areas reported being afraid of attack
or harm away from school (4 vs. 2 percent). There were
no measurable differences between the percentages
of public school and private school students who
reported being afraid of attack or harm at school or
away from school in 2013.

This indicator repeats information from the Indicators of School Crime and Safety: 2014 report. For more information: Table
17.1, and DeVoe and Bauer (2011), (http://nces.ed.gov/pubsearch/pubsinfo.asp?pubid=2012314).
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Figure 17.1. Percentage of students ages 12—18 who reported being afraid of attack or harm during the
school year, by location and sex: Selected years, 1995 through 2013

At school Away from school
Percent Percent
25 25
20 20
15 15
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10 10
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1995 1999 2001 2003 2005 2007'2009'2011' 2013" 1995 1999 2001 2003 2005 2007'2009'2011' 2013"

Year Year

1 Starting in 2007, the reference period was the school year, whereas in prior survey years the reference period was the previous 6 months.
Cognitive testing showed that estimates from 2007 onward are comparable to previous years.

NOTE: “At school” includes the school building, on school property, on a school bus, and, from 2001 onward, going to and from school. Students
were asked if they “never,” “almost never,” “sometimes,” or “most of the time” feared that someone would attack or harm them at school or away
from school. Students responding “sometimes” or “most of the time” were considered fearful. For the 2001 survey only, the wording was changed
from “attack or harm” to “attack or threaten to attack.” Data on fear of attack or harm away from school were not collected in 1995. For more
information, please see appendix A.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Justice, Bureau of Justice Statistics, School Crime Supplement (SCS) to the National Crime Victimization Survey, 1995
through 2013.

Figure 17.2. Percentage of students ages 12—18 who reported being afraid of attack or harm during the
school year, by location and urbanicity: 2013

Percent
25

20 e e e e e - -
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At school Away from school
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B Total B Urban @ Suburban O Rural

NOTE: “At school” includes the school building, on school property, on a school bus, and going to and from school. Students were asked if they
“never,” “almost never,” “sometimes,” or “most of the time” feared that someone would attack or harm them at school or away from school. Students
responding “sometimes” or “most of the time” were considered fearful. Urbanicity refers to the Standard Metropolitan Statistical Area (MSA) status of
the respondent’s household as defined in 2000 by the U.S. Census Bureau. Categories include “central city of an MSA (Urban),” “in MSA but not in
central city (Suburban),” and “not MSA (Rural).”

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Justice, Bureau of Justice Statistics, School Crime Supplement (SCS) to the National Crime Victimization

Survey, 2013.
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Indicator 18

Students’ Reports of Avoiding School Activities or Classes or

Specific Places in School

In 2013, about 5 percent of students ages 12—18 reported that they avoided school activities or classes or
one or more places in school because they thought someone might attack or harm them.

The School Crime Supplement to the National
Crime Victimization Survey asked students ages
12-18 whether they avoided school activities or

classes®

or one or more places in school’” because
they were fearful that someone might attack or harm
them.’® In 2013, about 5 percent of students reported
that they avoided at least one school activity or class
or one or more places in school during the previous
school year because they feared being attacked or
harmed. Specifically, 2 percent of students reported
avoiding at least one school activity or class, and
about 4 percent reported avoiding one or more places
in school (figure 18.1 and table 18.1).

There was no overall pattern of increase or decrease
between 1999 and 2013 in the percentage of students
who reported that they avoided at least one school
activity or class or one or more places in school
because of fear of attack or harm. The percentage in
2013 (5 percent) was lower than the percentage in
1999 (7 percent) but not measurably different from
the percentage in 2011.

°¢ “Avoided school activities or classes” includes student reports
of three activities: avoiding any (extracurricular) activities,
avoiding any classes, or staying home from school. Before 2007,
students were asked whether they avoided “any extracurricular
activities.” Starting in 2007, the survey wording was changed
to “any activities.” Caution should be used when comparing
changes in this item over time.

%7 “Avoiding one or more places in school” includes student
reports of five activities: avoiding the entrance, any hallways or
stairs, parts of the cafeteria, restrooms, and other places inside
the school building.

58 For the 2001 survey only, the wording was changed from
“attack or harm” to “attack or threaten to attack.” See appendix
A for more information.

In 2013, about 1 percent each of students reported
that they avoided any activities, avoided any classes,
and stayed home from school. With respect to
avoiding specific places in school, 2 percent of
students reported that they avoided the hallways or
stairs in school, and 1 percent each reported that
they avoided parts of the school cafeteria, any school
restrooms, the entrance to the school, and other places
inside the school building.

Students’ reports of avoiding one or more places
in school because of fear of attack or harm varied
by some student and school characteristics in 2013
(figure 18.2). A higher percentage of Hispanic
students (5 percent) than of White students
(3 percent) reported avoiding one or more places in
school. By grade, higher percentages of 7th-graders
and 9th-graders (5 percent each) than of 8th-graders
(3 percent), 11th-graders (3 percent), or 12th-graders
(2 percent) reported avoiding one or more places in
school. Also, a higher percentage of public school
students (4 percent) than of private school students
(1 percent) reported avoiding one or more places
in school.

This indicator repeats information from the Indicators of School Crime and Safety: 2014 report. For more information: Table
18.1, and DeVoe and Bauer (2011), (http://nces.ed.gov/pubsearch/pubsinfo.asp?pubid=2012314).
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Figure 18.1. Percentage of students ages 12—-18 who reported avoiding school activities or classes or
avoiding one or more places in school because of fear of attack or harm during the school
year: 2013

Total
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| | J
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NOTE: “Avoided school activities” includes avoiding any (extracurricular) activities, skipping class, or staying home from school. “Avoided one or
more places in school” includes avoiding the entrance, any hallways or stairs, parts of the cafeteria, restrooms, and other places inside the school
building. Students were asked whether they avoided places, activities, or classes because they thought that someone might attack or harm them.
Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding and because students reporting more than one type of avoidance were counted only once in

the totals.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Justice, Bureau of Justice Statistics, School Crime Supplement (SCS) to the National Crime Victimization Survey, 2013.
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Figure 18.2. Percentage of students ages 12-18 who reported avoiding one or more places in school
because of fear of attack or harm during the school year, by selected student and school
characteristics: 2013
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! Interpret data with caution. The coefficient of variation (CV) for this estimate is between 30 and 50 percent.

"Race categories exclude persons of Hispanic ethnicity. “Other” includes American Indians/Alaska Natives, Pacific Islanders, and persons of Two or
more races.

2 Refers to the Standard Metropolitan Statistical Area (MSA) status of the respondent’s household as defined in 2000 by the U.S. Census Bureau.
Categories include “central city of an MSA (Urban),” “in MSA but not in central city (Suburban),” and “not MSA (Rural).”

NOTE: Places include the entrance, any hallways or stairs, parts of the cafeteria, restrooms, and other places inside the school building. Detail may
not sum to totals due to rounding.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Justice, Bureau of Justice Statistics, School Crime Supplement (SCS) to the National Crime Victimization

Survey, 2013.
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Indicator 19

Serious Disciplinary Actions Taken by Public Schools

During the 201112 school year, 3.4 million public school students in the United States received in-school
suspensions and 3.2 million received out-of-school suspensions. The percentage of Black students receiving
out-of-school suspensions (15 percent) was higher than the percentages for students of any other racial/

ethnic group.

This indicator uses two different universe data
collections to provide information on discipline in
public schools. First, data from the Civil Rights
Data Collection (CRDC) are used to discuss the
number and percentage of students receiving various
disciplinary actions (e.g., suspensions, expulsions,
school-related arrests). The indicator then uses state
data from the EDFacts data collection to discuss
the number and rate of discipline incidents related
to alcohol, drugs, violence, or weapons possession
that resulted in a student being removed from the
education setting for at least an entire school day.
Readers should take note of the differing data sources
and terminology.

The CRDC provides data on the number of students
who were disciplined during the 2011-12 school year
by the type of action taken: suspensions (both in-
school and out-of-school), expulsions, referrals to law
enforcement,” school-related arrests,®* and corporal
punishments.®! During the 2011-12 school year,
3.4 million students in the United States received
in-school suspensions and 3.2 million received out-
of-school suspensions (table 19.1). The number of
students who were suspended can also be expressed
as a percentage of students enrolled.®? Seven percent

59 Referral to law enforcement is an action by which a student
is reported to any law enforcement agency or official, including
a school police unit, for an incident that occurs on school
grounds, during school-related events, or while taking school
transportation, regardless of whether official action is taken.

6 A school-related arrest is an arrest of a student for any activity
conducted on school grounds, during off-campus school
activities (including while taking school transportation), or due
to a referral by any school official.

¢! Corporal punishment is paddling, spanking, or other forms
of physical punishment imposed on a student.

62 The percentage of students receiving a disciplinary action
is calculated by dividing the cumulative number of students
receiving that type of disciplinary action for the entire
2011-12 school year by the student enrollment based on a
count of students taken on a single day between September 27
and December 31. The CRDC provides a count of students who
received disciplinary actions; thus, a student who was suspended
multiple times during a school year might be counted only once

in the CRDC.

of students received an in-school suspension and
6 percent received an out-of-school suspension in
2011-12 (table 19.2). Less than 1 percent of students
received each of the following disciplinary actions:
referral to law enforcement, corporal punishment,
expulsion, and school-related arrest.

The CRDC also provides information on
characteristics of students receiving disciplinary
actions, including students’ sex and race/ethnicity.?
There were differences by both sex and race/ethnicity
in the percentage of students who received out-of-
school suspensions in 2011-12. The percentage of
Black students receiving out-of-school suspensions
(15 percent) was higher than the percentages for
students of all other racial/ethnic groups (figure 19.1).
In contrast, a lower percentage of Asian students
(I percent) received out-of-school suspensions than
students from any other racial/ethnic group.

A higher percentage of male students (9 percent)
than female students (4 percent) received an out-
of-school suspension in 2011-12. This pattern of
higher percentages of male than female students
being suspended held across all racial/ethnic groups.
In addition, differences by race/ethnicity for male
and female students were similar to the overall
differences by race/ethnicity. Among males, the
percentage of Black students who received an out-of-
school suspension (20 percent) was almost twice the
percentage of American Indian/Alaska Native students
(10 percent), and more than twice the percentages of
students of Two or more races (9 percent), Hispanic
students (8 percent), White students (6 percent),
Pacific Islander students (5 percent), and Asian
students (2 percent). Similarly, the percentage of
Black female students who received an out-of-school
suspension (11 percent) was more than twice the

%3 Excludes data for students with disabilities served only under
Section 504.

This indicator has been updated to include new data. For more information: Tables 19.1, 19.2, 19.3, and 19.4.
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Figure 19.1. Percentage of public school students enrolled who received out-of-school suspensions, by

race/ethnicity and sex: 2011-12

Percent
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Islander Indian/Alaska  more races
o Native
Race/ethnicity

H Total M Male []Female

NOTE: Excludes data for students with disabilities served only under Section 504. The percentage of students receiving a disciplinary action is
calculated by dividing the cumulative number of students receiving that type of disciplinary action for the entire 2011-12 school year by the student
enrollment based on a count of students taken on a single day between September 27 and December 31. Race categories exclude persons of

Hispanic ethnicity.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Office for Civil Rights, Civil Rights Data Collection (CRDC), “2011-12 Discipline Estimations by State” and

“2011-12 Estimations for Enroliment.”

percentages of female students of any other race/
ethnicity. The pattern of greater percentages of Black
males and females receiving disciplinary actions than
males and females of any other race/ethnicity was also
evident for student expulsions.

The CRDC allows for state-level comparisons of
the percentage of students who received various
disciplinary actions. In the majority of states,
between 3 and 10 percent of students received an
out-of-school suspension during the 2011-12 school
year (table 19.3). In Hawaii, North Dakota, and
Utah, the percentage of students receiving an out-
of-school suspension was less than 3 percent. More
than 10 percent of students received an out-of-school
suspension in the District of Columbia, Florida,
South Carolina, Mississippi, and Delaware.

As part of the EDFacts data collection, state education
agencies (SEAs) report the number of discipline
incidents resulting in the removal of a student for
at least an entire school day for specific reasons:
possession or use of alcohol on school grounds,
possession or use of tobacco or illicit drugs on school
grounds, a violent incident with or without physical
injury, and weapons possession. Unlike the CRDC,
where the reasons for disciplinary actions are not
available, the EDFuacts data can be used to examine
the magnitude of the specific types of discipline
incidents listed above.®® SEAs compile these data
based on incidents that were reported by their schools
and school districts.® SEAs are not required to report
discipline incidents that are not a result of alcohol,
drugs, violence, or weapons possession.

4 ED Facts data represent a count of specific discipline incidents,
while the CRDC provides a count of students who received
disciplinary actions. Thus, a student who was suspended
multiple times during a school year might be counted once
in the CRDC, but multiple times in EDFacts provided each
incident met the inclusion criteria.

> ED Facts is compiled by state education agencies, while the
CRDC is generally filled out by district- or school-level staff.
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Figure 19.2. Percentage distribution of discipline incidents resulting in removal of a student from a regular
education program for at least an entire school day, by discipline reason: 2013-14

Percent
100

80

60

40

20 15.1

1.8

Alcohol lllicit drug

78.0

5.1

Violent incident’

Weapons possession

Discipline reason

"Includes violent incidents with and without physical injury.

NOTE: Data on discipline incidents are only available for incidents that fall within the categories shown in the figure. Additional data on other
discipline incidents that resulted in removal of a student from a regular education program for at least an entire school day are not available.
Includes 49 states and the District of Columbia. Data for Vermont were unavailable for 2013-14.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, EDFacts file 030, Data Group 523, extracted October 14, 2015,
from the EDFacts Data Warehouse (internal U.S. Department of Education source).

During the 2013-14 school year, there were
1.3 million reported discipline incidents in the United
States for reasons related to alcohol, drugs, violence,
or weapons possession (table 19.4).°° About 78 percent
of these discipline incidents were violent incidents
with or without physical injury (figure 19.2). Fifteen
percent of these discipline incidents were illicit drug
related, 5 percent were weapons possessions, and
2 percent were alcohol related.

The number of discipline incidents can also be
expressed as a ratio of discipline incidents per 100,000
students. During the 2013—14 school year, there were
2,615 reported discipline incidents related to alcohol,
drugs, violence, or weapons possession per 100,000
students in the United States.

% United States total includes 49 states and the District of
Columbia. Data for Vermont were unavailable for 2013—14.

Discipline, Safety, and Security Measures

The total number of discipline incidents for reasons
related to alcohol, drugs, violence, and weapons
possession varies widely across states, due in large
part to states’ differing populations. Therefore, the
ratio of such discipline incidents per 100,000 students
can provide a more comparable indication of the
frequency of these incidents across states. The majority
of states had ratios between 500 and 5,000 alcohol-,
drug-, violence-, or weapons possession-related
discipline incidents per 100,000 students during
the 2013—14 school year. Three states had ratios
per 100,000 students that were below 500: Texas,
Idaho, and Delaware. Rhode Island, the District
of Columbia, Colorado, Louisiana, Kentucky, and
Alabama had ratios per 100,000 students that were
above 5,000.
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Indicator 20

Safety and Security Measures Taken by Public Schools

In the 2013—14 school year, abour 88 percent of public schools reported they had a written plan for
procedures to be performed in the event of a shooting, and 70 percent of these schools had drilled students

on the use of the plan.

Schools use a variety of practices and procedures to
promote the safety of students, faculty, and staff.
Certain practices, such as locking or monitoring doors
and gates, are intended to limit or control access to
school campuses, while others, such as the use of
metal detectors and security cameras, are intended
to monitor or restrict students’ and visitors’ behavior
on campus. In the 2013—14 school year, principals of
public schools were asked about their schools’ use of
safety and security measures and procedures in the
Fast Response Survey System (FRSS) survey of school
safety and discipline. Another measure of safety
and security, collected in the FRSS survey of school
safety and discipline, is the presence of security staff
in public schools during the school year. Principals
were also asked to report whether their school had
a written plan for procedures to be performed in
selected crises, as well as whether they had drilled
students during the current school year on the use
of a plan. In prior years, data on safety and security
measures and procedures, presence of security staff
at school, and written and drilled plans for selected
crises were collected from the School Survey on Crime

and Safety (SSOCS).

In the 2013-14 school year, 93 percent of public
schools reported that they controlled access to school
buildings by locking or monitoring doors during
school hours (table 20.1). Other safety and security
measures reported by public schools included the use
of security cameras to monitor the school (75 percent),
a requirement that faculty and staff wear badges or
picture IDs (68 percent), and the enforcement of a

strict dress code (58 percent). In addition, 24 percent
of public schools reported the use of random dog sniffs
to check for drugs, 20 percent required that students
wear uniforms, 9 percent required students to wear
badges or picture IDs, and 4 percent used random
metal detector checks.

Use of various safety and security procedures differed
by school level during the 2013-14 school year
(figure 20.1 and table 20.2). For example, higher
percentages of public primary schools and public
middle schools than of public high schools and
combined elementary/secondary schools (referred
to as high/combined schools) controlled access to
school buildings and required faculty and staff to
wear badges or picture IDs. Additionally, a higher
percentage of primary schools required students to
wear uniforms (23 percent) than high/combined
schools (15 percent). Conversely, higher percentages
of high/combined schools and middle schools than of
primary schools reported the enforcement of a strict
dress code; a requirement that students wear badges
or picture IDs; and the use of random metal detector
checks. A higher percentage of high/combined schools
reported the use of security cameras to monitor the
school (89 percent) than middle schools (84 percent),
and both of these percentages were higher than the
percentage of primary schools (67 percent) that
reported the use of security cameras. The same pattern
was evident for the use of random dog sniffs.

Indicatror 20 continued on page 104.

pubsearch/pubsinfo.asp?pubid=2015051).

This indicator has been updated to include 2013-14 data. For more information: Tables 20.1, 20.2, 20.3, and 20.4, Neiman
(2011), (http://nces.ed.gov/pubsearch/pubsinfo.asp?pubid=2011320), and Gray and Lewis (2015), (http://nces.ed.gov/
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Figure 20.1. Percentage of public schools that used selected safety and security measures, by school
level: School year 2013-14
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!Interpret data with caution. The coefficient of variation (CV) for this estimate is between 30 and 50 percent.

" For example, locked or monitored doors.

NOTE: Responses were provided by the principal or the person most knowledgeable about crime and safety issues at the school. Primary schools
are defined as schools in which the lowest grade is not higher than grade 3 and the highest grade is not higher than grade 8. Middle schools are
defined as schools in which the lowest grade is not lower than grade 4 and the highest grade is not higher than grade 9. High schools are defined as
schools in which the lowest grade is not lower than grade 9 and the highest grade is not higher than grade 12. Combined schools include all other
combinations of grades, including K-12 schools. Separate data on high schools and combined schools are not available.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response Survey System (FRSS), “School Safety and
Discipline: 2013-14,” FRSS 106, 2014.
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In 2013-14, use of various safety and security
procedures also differed by school size. A higher
percentage of public schools with 1,000 or more
students enrolled than those with fewer students
enrolled reported the use of security cameras, a
requirement that students wear badges or picture IDs,
use of random dog sniffs, and use of random metal
detector checks (table 20.2). A lower percentage of
schools with less than 300 students enrolled reported
that they required faculty and staff to wear badges
or picture IDs (46 percent) than schools with greater
numbers of students enrolled.

A higher percentage of public schools located in
cities than those in suburban areas, towns, and rural
areas reported that they enforced a strict dress code,
required students to wear uniforms, and used random
metal detector checks in 2013—14 (table 20.2). A
higher percentage of schools in suburban areas
required faculty or staff to wear badges or picture IDs
(79 percent) than those in towns (67 percent), cities
(67 percent), and rural areas (60 percent). Random
dog sniffs were reported by a higher percentage of
public schools in rural areas (35 percent) and towns
(32 percent) than suburban areas (19 percent) and
cities (11 percent).

Many safety and security measures tended to be
more prevalent in schools where 76 percent or more
of students were eligible for free or reduced-price
lunch (table 20.2). A higher percentage of these
schools reported they enforced a strict dress code,
required school uniforms, and required students to
wear badges or picture IDs than schools with lower

Discipline, Safety, and Security Measures

percentages of students eligible for free or reduced-
price lunch. Conversely, a lower percentage of schools
where 76 percent or more of students were eligible
for free or reduced-price lunch reported the use of
random dog sniffs (14 percent) than schools where
lower percentages of students were eligible for free or
reduced-price lunch. A higher percentage of schools
where 25 percent or less of students were eligible for
free or reduced-price lunch reported requiring faculty
and staff to wear badges or picture IDs (82 percent)
than schools where higher percentages of students
were eligible for free or reduced-price lunch.

The percentages of public schools reporting the use
of various safety and security measures in 201314
tended to be higher than in prior years (figure 20.2
and table 20.1). For example, the percentage of
public schools reporting the use of security cameras
increased from 19 percent in 1999-2000 to 75 percent
in 2013-14. Similarly, the percentage of public
schools reporting that they controlled access to school
buildings increased from 75 percent to 93 percent
during this time. From 1999-2000 to 2013-14, the
following safety and security measures also increased:
requiring faculty and staff to wear badges or picture
IDs, enforcing a strict dress code, use of random
dog sniffs, requiring school uniforms, and requiring
students to wear badges or picture IDs. Conversely,
the percentage of schools that reported using random
metal detector checks decreased from 7 percent in
1999-2000 to 4 percent in 2013-14.

Indicator 20 continued on page 106.



Figure 20.2. Percentage of public schools that used selected safety and security measures, by year:
School years 1999-2000, 2009-10, and 2013-14
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" For example, locked or monitored doors.

NOTE: Responses were provided by the principal or the person most knowledgeable about crime and safety issues at the school. Data for 2013—-14
were collected using the Fast Response Survey System, while data for earlier years were collected using the School Survey on Crime and Safety
(SSOCS). The 2013-14 survey was designed to allow comparisons with SSOCS data. However, respondents to the 2013-14 survey could choose
either to complete the survey on paper (and mail it back) or to complete the survey online, whereas respondents to SSOCS did not have the option
of completing the survey online. The 2013-14 survey also relied on a smaller sample. The smaller sample size and change in survey administration
may have impacted 2013-14 results.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, 1999-2000 and 2009—-10 School Survey on Crime and Safety
(SSOCS), 2000 and 2010; Fast Response Survey System (FRSS), “School Safety and Discipline: 2013-14,” FRSS 106, 2014.
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In the 2013-14 school year, 43 percent of public
schools reported the presence of one or more security
guards, security personnel, School Resource Officers,
or sworn law enforcement officers at their school
at least once a week during the school year (table
20.3).” The percentage of public schools reporting
the presence of security staff did not differ measurably
between 2013—14 and prior years in which data on
this item were collected. However, the percentage
of public schools reporting the presence of full-time
security staff was lower in 2013—14 (24 percent) than
in prior years, while the percentage of public schools
reporting part-time-only security staff in 201314
(19 percent) was higher than it was in prior years.

About 29 percent of public primary schools reported
the presence of one or more security staff at their
school at least once a week in 2013—14. The percentage
of primary schools reporting security staff was lower
than the percentages of middle schools and high/
combined schools reporting the presence of security
staff (63 and 64 percent, respectively).

Differences in the presence of security staff were also
found by other school characteristics. Public schools
with greater numbers of students were more likely
to report the presence of security staff. For example,
22 percent of schools with less than 300 students

67 Security guards or security personnel do not include law
enforcement. School Resource Officers include all career law
enforcement officers with arrest authority who have specialized
training and are assigned to work in collaboration with school
organizations. Sworn law enforcement includes sworn law
enforcement officers who are not School Resource Officers.

Discipline, Safety, and Security Measures

enrolled reported the presence of security staff at least
once a week, compared with 87 percent of schools
with 1,000 or more students enrolled. The percentage
of public schools in rural areas that reported the
presence of one or more security staff at least once
a week during the 2013-14 school year (36 percent)
was lower than the percentages of schools in cities
(45 percent), suburban areas (48 percent), and towns
(48 percent).

Another aspect of school safety and security is
ensuring plans are in place to be enacted in the event
of a crisis situation. In 201314, about 94 percent of
public schools reported they had a written plan for
procedures to be performed in the event of a natural
disaster (figure 20.3 and table 20.4).°® Eighty-three
percent of these schools reported that they had drilled
students on the use of the plan. About 88 percent of
public schools reported they had a plan for procedures
to be performed in the event of a shooting, and
70 percent of these schools had drilled students on
the use of the plan. Public schools also reported
having plans in place for bomb threats or incidents
(88 percent); chemical, biological, or radiological
threats or incidents® (60 percent); and hostages
(50 percent).

% For example, earthquakes or tornadoes.
% For example, release of mustard gas, anthrax, smallpox, or
radioactive materials.



Figure 20.3. Percentage of public schools with a written plan for procedures to be performed in selected
crises and percentage that have drilled students on the use of a plan: School year 2013-14

Percent Have a written plan
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" For example, earthquakes or tornadoes.

2 For example, release of mustard gas, anthrax, smallpox, or radioactive materials.

NOTE: Responses were provided by the principal or the person most knowledgeable about crime and safety issues at the school.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Fast Response Survey System (FRSS), “School Safety and
Discipline: 2013-14,” FRSS 106, 2014.
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Indicator 21

Students’ Reports of Safety and Security Measures Observed

at School

In 2013, about 77 percent of students ages 12—18 reported observing one or more security cameras to
monitor the school during the day at their schools, and 76 percent of students reported observing locked

entrance or exit doors during the day.

In the School Crime Supplement to the National
Crime Victimization Survey, students ages 12—18
were asked whether their schools used certain
security measures.’® Security measures include metal
detectors, locker checks, security cameras, security
guards or assigned police officers, adults supervising
hallways, badges or picture identification for students,
a written code of student conduct, locked entrance
or exit doors during the day, and a requirement that
visitors sign in. In 2013, nearly all students ages 12-18
reported that they observed the use of at least one of
the selected security measures at their schools (figure
21.1 and table 21.1).

In 2013, most students ages 1218 reported that their
schools had a written code of student conduct and a
requirement that visitors sign in (96 percent each).
Approximately 90 percent of students reported the
presence of school staff (other than security guards
or assigned police officers) or other adults supervising
the hallway, 77 percent reported the use of one or
more security cameras at their schools, and 76 percent
reported locked entrance or exit doors during the day.
About 70 percent of students reported the presence
of security guards and/or assigned police officers,
52 percent reported locker checks, and 26 percent
reported that students were required to wear badges or
picture identification at their schools. Eleven percent
of students reported the use of metal detectors at their
schools, representing the least observed of the selected
safety and security measures.

The percentage of students who reported locked
entrance or exit doors during the day increased

70 Readers should note that this indicator relies on student
reports of security measures and provides estimates based on
students’ awareness of the measure rather than on documented
practice. See Indicator 20 for a summary of the use of various
security measures as reported by schools.

between the two most recent survey years, as well
as over the past 14 years. Specifically, 76 percent of
students reported observing locked entrance or exit
doors during the day in 2013, representing an increase
from 65 percent in 2011, as well as an overall increase
from 38 percent in 1999. The percentage of students
who reported the presence of school staff (other than
security guards or assigned police officers) or other
adults supervising the hallway also was higher in
2013 (90 percent) than in 2011 (89 percent) and in
1999 (85 percent).

The percentage of students who reported the presence
of metal detectors at school increased from 1999 to
2013 (from 9 to 11 percent), as did the percentage
of students who reported the presence of security
guards and/or assigned police ofhicers (from 54 to
70 percent) and the percentage of students who
reported a requirement that visitors sign in (from 87 to
96 percent). Beginning in 2001, students were asked
whether they observed the use of security cameras
at school and whether they were required to wear
badges or picture identification. From 2001 to 2013,
the percentage of students who reported the use of
one or more security cameras at school increased from
39 to 77 percent, and the percentage of students who
reported that they were required to wear badges or
picture identification increased from 21 to 26 percent.
No measurable differences were found between the
two most recent survey years (2011 and 2013) in the
percentages of students reporting these safety and
security measures.

This indicator repeats information from the Indicators of School Crime and Safety: 2014 report. For more information: Table
21.1, and DeVoe and Bauer (2011), (http://nces.ed.gov/pubsearch/pubsinfo.asp?pubid=2012314).
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Figure 21.1. Percentage of students ages 12—18 who reported various security measures at school:
Selected years, 1999 through 2013

Security measure Security measure
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" Data for 1999 are not available.

NOTE: “At school” includes the school building, on school property, on a school bus, and, from 2001 onward, going to and from school.
SOURCE: U.S. Department of Justice, Bureau of Justice Statistics, School Crime Supplement (SCS) to the National Crime Victimization Survey,
1999 through 2013.

Indicators of School Crime and Safety: 2015

109



This page intentionally left blank.



Postsecondary
Campus
Safety and
Security

Indicator 22

Criminal Incidents at Postsecondary

INSHtULIONS ... 112
Figure 221 ..o 113
Figure 22.2. ... 114
Figure 22.3 ... 115

Indicator 23

Hate Crime Incidents at Postsecondary

INSHtULIONS ... 116
Figure 23.1 ..o 117
Figure 23.2...coee 119

Indicators of School Crime and Safety: 2015 111




112

Indicator 22

Criminal Incidents at Postsecondary Institutions

In 2013, about 27,600 criminal incidents on campuses at postsecondary institutions were reported to police
and security agencies, representing an 8 percent decrease from 2012 (29,800 incidents). The number of
on-campus crimes reported per 10,000 full-time-equivalent students also decreased, from 19.8 in 2012

to 18.4 in 2013.

Since 1990, postsecondary institutions participating
in Title IV federal student financial aid programs
have been required to comply with the Jeanne Clery
Disclosure of Campus Security Policy and Campus
Crime Statistics Act, known as the Clery Act. The Clery
Actrequires institutions to give timely warnings about
crimes to students and staff; to publicly report campus
crime and safety policies; and to collect, report, and
disseminate campus crime data. Since 1999, data on
campus safety and security have been reported by
institutions through the Campus Safety and Security
Survey. These reports include on-campus criminal
offenses and arrests involving students, faculty,
staff, and the general public. Reports on referrals
for disciplinary action primarily deal with persons
associated formally with the institution (i.e., students,
faculty, and other staff).

In 2013, there were 27,600 criminal incidents against
persons and property on campus at public and
private 2-year and 4-year postsecondary institutions
that were reported to police and security agencies,
representing an 8 percent decrease from 2012 (29,800
incidents; table 22.1). The number of on-campus
crimes per 10,000 full-time-equivalent (FTE)
students’" also decreased, from 19.8 in 2012 to 18.4
in 2013 (table 22.2).

Among the various types of on-campus crimes reported
in 2013, there were 15,500 burglaries,”? constituting
56 percent of all criminal incidents (table 22.1). Other
commonly reported crimes included forcible sex
offenses (5,000 incidents, or 18 percent of crimes) and
motor vehicle theft (3,000 incidents, or 11 percent
of crimes). In addition, 2,100 aggravated assaults
and 1,300 robberies’ were reported. These estimates
translate to 10.3 burglaries, 3.3 forcible sex offenses,
2.0 motor vehicle thefts, 1.4 aggravated assaults, and
0.9 robberies per 10,000 FTE students (table 22.2).

71 'The base of 10,000 FTE students includes students who are
enrolled exclusively in distance learning courses and who may
not be physically present on campus.

72 Unlawful entry of a structure to commit a felony or theft.

73 Taking or attempting to take anything of value using actual or
threatened force or violence.

Looking at on-campus crime patterns over a longer
period, the overall number of crimes reported
between 2001 and 2013 decreased by 34 percent
(figure 22.1 and table 22.1). Although the number
of reported on-campus crimes increased by 7 percent
between 2001 and 2006 (from 41,600 to 44,500),
it decreased by 38 percent between 2006 and 2013
(from 44,500 to 27,600). The number of on-campus
crimes reported in 2013 was lower than in 2001
for every category except forcible sex offenses and
murder. The number of reported forcible sex crimes
on campus increased from 2,200 in 2001 to 5,000
in 2013 (a 126 percent increase). More recently, the
number of reported forcible sex crimes increased by
almost a quarter between 2012 and 2013, from 4,000
to 5,000. Twenty-three murders were reported on
college campuses in 2013, which was higher than
the numbers reported in 2012 (12) or in 2001 (17).

Increases in FTE college enrollment between 2001
and 2013 as well as changes in the number of
crimes affected the number of on-campus crimes
per 10,000 FTE students (see Digest of Education
Statistics 2014 for details about college enrollment).
Opverall, the number of on-campus crimes per 10,000
students decreased from 35.6in 2001 to 18.4 in 2013
(figure 22.1 and table 22.2). Between 2001 and
20006, both enrollment and the number of on-campus
crimes increased. However, because enrollment
increased by a larger percentage than the number of
crimes, the number of on-campus crimes per 10,000
students was actually lower in 2006 (33.3) than in
2001 (35.6). Between 2006 and 2013, the number
of reported on-campus crimes decreased, enrollment
increased, and the number of on-campus crimes per
10,000 students decreased from 33.3 to 18.4. The
rates per 10,000 students for all types of reported
on-campus crimes, other than forcible sex offenses
and murder, were lower in 2013 than in 2001. In the
case of forcible sex offenses, the rate increased from
1.9 per 10,000 students in 2001 to 3.3 in 2013. The
rate per 10,000 students for murder was the same in
2013 and in 2001 (0.015).

and 22.2, and http://ope.ed.gov/security/.

This indicator has been updated to include 2013 data. For more information: Digest of Education Statistics 2014, tables 22.1
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Figure 22.1. Number of on-campus crimes reported and number per 10,000 full-time-equivalent (FTE)
students in degree-granting postsecondary institutions, by selected type of crime: 2001

through 2013
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" Includes other reported crimes not separately shown.
2 Unlawful entry of a structure to commit a felony or theft.
3 Theft or attempted theft of a motor vehicle.

4 Any sexual act directed against another person forcibly and/or against that person’s will.

NOTE: Data are for degree-granting institutions, which are institutions that grant associate’s or higher degrees and participate in Title IV federal
financial aid programs. Some institutions that report Clery data—specifically, non-degree-granting institutions and institutions outside of the 50 states
and the District of Columbia—are excluded from this figure. Crimes include incidents involving students, staff, and on-campus guests. Excludes off-
campus crimes even if they involve college students or staff. Some data have been revised from previously published figures.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Office of Postsecondary Education, Campus Safety and Security Reporting System, 2001 through 2013;
and National Center for Education Statistics, Integrated Postsecondary Education Data System (IPEDS), Spring 2002 through Spring 2014, Fall

Enrollment component.

In 2013, the number of crimes committed on college
campuses differed by type of institution, though to
some extent this reflects the enrollment size of the
types and the presence of student residence halls.
Crimes involving students on campus after normal
class hours, such as those occurring in residence halls,
are included in campus crime reports, while crimes
involving students off campus are not. In 2013, more
on-campus crimes overall were reported at institutions
with residence halls than at institutions without
residence halls (24.2 vs. 6.2 per 10,000 students; table
22.2). Rates for most types of crime were also higher
for institutions with residence halls. For example,
more burglaries were reported at institutions with
residence halls than at institutions without residence
halls (13.9 vs. 2.9 per 10,000 students), and more
forcible sex offenses were reported at institutions
with residence halls than at institutions without them

(4.6 vs. 0.5 per 10,000 students).

Although data for different types of institutions
are difficult to compare directly because of the
differing structures of student services and campus
arrangements, there were decreases in the numbers of
on-campus crimes at all types of institutions between
2006 and 2013. At public 4-year institutions, the
number of on-campus crimes decreased from a high
of 20,600 in 2006 to 13,200 in 2013, and the number
of on-campus crimes per 10,000 students decreased
from 35.5 to 19.6 during this period (tables 22.1 and
22.2). Similarly, at nonprofit 4-year institutions, the
number of crimes decreased from 16,900 in 2006
to 10,400 in 2013, and the number of crimes per
10,000 students decreased from 57.7 to 31.3. At public
2-year institutions, the number of crimes decreased
from 5,700 to 3,100 between 2006 and 2013, and
the number of crimes per 10,000 students decreased
from 15.4 to 8.0.
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Figure 22.2. Number of on-campus arrests and number per 10,000 full-time-equivalent (FTE) students in
degree-granting postsecondary institutions, by type of arrest: 2001 through 2013
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NOTE: Data are for degree-granting institutions, which are institutions that grant associate’s or higher degrees and participate in Title IV federal
financial aid programs. Some institutions that report Clery data—specifically, non-degree-granting institutions and institutions outside of the 50 states
and the District of Columbia—are excluded from this figure. Arrests include incidents involving students, staff, and on-campus guests. Excludes off-
campus arrests even if they involve college students or staff. Some data have been revised from previously published figures.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Office of Postsecondary Education, Campus Safety and Security Reporting System, 2001 through 2013;
and National Center for Education Statistics, Integrated Postsecondary Education Data System (IPEDS), Spring 2002 through Spring 2014, Fall

Enrollment component.

As part of the Clery Act, institutions are required to
report the number of arrests made on college campuses
for illegal weapons possession and drug and liquor
law violations. In contrast to the decreases in reported
on-campus crimes, the number of arrests on campuses
increased overall between 2001 and 2013. The total
number of arrests for illegal weapons possession
and drug and liquor law violations increased from
40,300 in 2001 to 54,300 in 2011, then decreased to
47,800 in 2013 (figure 22.2 and table 22.1). While
the number of arrests for weapons possession was
3 percent lower in 2013 than in 2001 (1,000 vs.
1,100), arrests for drug law violations increased by
70 percent during this period, from 11,900 in 2001
to 20,100 in 2013. There was also an increase in the
number of arrests for liquor law violations between
2001 and 2006 (from 27,400 to 34,900); however, the
number decreased between 2006 and 2013, with the
2013 figure (26,600) lower than in any year between
2001 and 2012. Between 2001 and 2013, the number
of arrests per 10,000 students for weapons possession
decreased from 0.9 to 0.7, while the number of arrests
per 10,000 students for drug law violations increased
from 10.2 to 13.4 (figure 22.2 and table 22.2). The
number of arrests per 10,000 students for liquor law
violations increased between 2001 and 2006 (from
23.5 to0 26.2), but decreased between 2006 and 2013
(from 26.2 to 17.7).

Postsecondary Campus Safety and Security

There were some differences among institution
types in the patterns of on-campus arrests made for
illegal weapons possession and drug and liquor law
violations. At public 4-year institutions, the number
of on-campus arrests per 10,000 students was lower
in 2013 than in 2001 (57.4 vs. 60.1; table 22.2).
At nonprofit 4-year institutions, the number of
on-campus arrests per 10,000 students decreased
from 24.5 in 2001 to 17.2 in 2013. In contrast, the
number of on-campus arrests per 10,000 students at
public 2-year institutions was higher in 2013 than in
2001 (8.0 vs. 7.8).

In addition to reporting on-campus arrests,
institutions report referrals for disciplinary action
for cases involving illegal weapons possession, drug
law violations, and liquor law violations. Disciplinary
action counts only include incidents for which there
was a referral for institutional disciplinary action,
but no arrest. In 2013, there were 246,400 referrals
for disciplinary action for cases involving weapons,
drugs, and liquor law violations, with most of the
referrals (90 percent) involving violations in residence
halls (table 22.1). The largest number of disciplinary
referrals (190,900) involved liquor law violations.



Figure 22.3. Number of referrals for disciplinary actions resulting from on-campus violations and number
per 10,000 full-time-equivalent (FTE) students in degree-granting postsecondary institutions,

by type of referral: 2001 through 2013
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NOTE: Data are for degree-granting institutions, which are institutions that grant associate’s or higher degrees and participate in Title IV federal
financial aid programs. Some institutions that report Clery data—specifically, non-degree-granting institutions and institutions outside of the 50 states
and the District of Columbia—are excluded from this figure. Referrals include incidents involving students, staff, and on-campus guests. Some data
have been revised from previously published figures. Excludes cases in which an individual is both arrested and referred to college officials for

disciplinary action for a single offense.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Office of Postsecondary Education, Campus Safety and Security Reporting System, 2001 through 2013;
and National Center for Education Statistics, Integrated Postsecondary Education Data System (IPEDS), Spring 2002 through Spring 2014, Fall

Enrollment component.

Similar to the number of on-campus arrests for drug
law violations, the number of disciplinary referrals
for these incidents increased between 2001 and 2013
(from 23,900 to 54,100 for a 127 percent increase;
figure 22.3 and table 22.1). The number of referrals
for liquor law violations also increased from 130,000
in 2001 to 190,900 in 2013 (a 47 percent increase).
The number of referrals for illegal weapons possession
was lower in 2013 (1,400) than in 2006 (1,900), but it
was higher than the number of such referrals in 2001
(1,300). Some of these increases may be associated
with there being more students on college campuses.
The number of referrals per 10,000 students for illegal
weapons possession increased between 2001 and 2006
(from 1.1 to 1.4), but decreased between 2006 and
2013 (from 1.4 to 1.0; figure 22.3 and table 22.2).
The number of referrals per 10,000 students for drug
law violations was lower in 2006 than in 2001 (20.4
vs. 20.5 referrals); however, it increased between 2006
and 2013 (from 20.4 to 36.1 referrals). While the

number of referrals per 10,000 students for liquor law
violations increased between 2001 and 2006 (from
111.3 to 141.6), the number in 2013 was lower than
in 2006 (127.2 vs. 141.6 referrals).

Both public 4-year and nonprofit 4-year institutions
had increases in disciplinary referrals between 2001
and 2013. At public 4-year institutions, the number
of referrals for disciplinary action involving illegal
weapons possession, drug law violations, and liquor
law violations increased from 153.1 per 10,000
students in 2001 to 189.6 in 2013 (table 22.2). At
nonprofit 4-year institutions, the number of referrals
for these types of incidents rose from 275.5 per 10,000
students to 330.9. In both 2001 and 2013, liquor law
violations constituted the majority of these referrals
for disciplinary action at public 4-year (82 percent
in 2001 and 77 percent in 2013) and nonprofit
4-year (86 percent in 2001 and 79 percent in 2013)
institutions.
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Indicator 23

Hate Crime Incidents at Postsecondary Institutions

In 2013, out of the 781 total hate crimes reported on college campuses, the most common type of hate crime
reported by postsecondary institutions was destruction, damage, and vandalism (364 incidents), followed
by intimidation (295 incidents) and simple assault (89 incidents). Race and sexual orientation were the
categories of motivating bias most frequently associated with hate crimes.

A 2008 amendment to the Jeanne Clery Disclosure
of Campus Security and Campus Crime Statistics Act
(see Criminal Incidents at Postsecondary Institutions;
Indicator 22) requires campuses to report hate crime
incidents. A hate crime is a criminal offense that is
motivated, in whole or in part, by the perpetrator’s
bias against the victim(s) based on their race,
ethnicity, religion, sexual orientation, gender, or
disability. Individual institutions are provided
guidance on classifying hate crimes in the Handbook
for Campus Safety and Security Reporting, but
the final classifications are at the discretion of the
institution. In addition to reporting data on hate-
related incidents for the existing seven types of crimes
(criminal homicide, including murder and negligent
manslaughter; sex offenses, forcible and nonforcible;
robbery; aggravated assault; burglary; motor vehicle
theft; and arson), the 2008 amendment to the Clery
Act required campuses to report hate-related incidents
on four additional types of crimes: simple assault;
larceny; intimidation; and destruction, damage, and
vandalism.

In 2013, there were 781 criminal incidents classified
as hate crimes that occurred on the campuses of
public and private 2-year and 4-year postsecondary
institutions which were reported to police and
security agencies (table 23.1). The most common type
of hate crime reported by institutions was destruction,
damage, and vandalism (364 incidents; hereafter
referred to as “vandalism” in this indicator), followed
by intimidation (295 incidents), simple assault
(89 incidents), larceny (15 incidents), forcible sex
offenses (7 incidents), aggravated assault (6 incidents),
burglary (4 incidents), and robbery (1 incident; figure
23.1). For several other types of on-campus crimes—
namely, murder, negligent manslaughter, nonforcible
sex offenses, motor vehicle theft, and arson—there
were no incidents classified as hate crimes in 2013.

The distribution of on-campus crimes classified as
hate crimes in 2013 was similar to the distributions
in previous years. Vandalism, intimidation, and
simple assault constituted the three most common
types of hate crimes reported by institutions in
every year from 2009 to 2012. For example, of the
787 criminal incidents classified as hate crimes in
2012, there were 403 vandalisms, 268 intimidations,
and 79 simple assaults. Also similar to 2013, there
were no reported incidents of murder, negligent
manslaughter, nonforcible sex offenses, or motor
vehicle theft classified as hate crimes in any year from
2009 to 2012.

For the three most common types of hate crimes
reported in 2013 (vandalism, intimidation, and
simple assault), the most frequent category of
motivating bias associated with these crimes was race.
Race-related hate crimes accounted for 41 percent
of reported vandalisms classified as hate crimes
(151 incidents), 37 percent of reported intimidations
(110 incidents), and 38 percent of reported simple
assaults (34 incidents; figure 23.2 and table 23.1). The
second most frequent category of bias associated with
all three types of crimes was sexual orientation. Thirty-
one percent of vandalism hate crimes (112 incidents),
23 percent of intimidations (69 incidents), and
29 percent of simple assaults (26 incidents) were
classified with sexual orientation as the motivating
bias. Among the other categories of bias, 13 percent
of vandalism hate crimes were associated with
religion (48 incidents), 10 percent with ethnicity
(37 incidents), 4 percent with gender (14 incidents),
and 1 percent with disability (2 incidents). For
intimidation hate crimes, 17 percent were associated
with ethnicity (49 incidents), 13 percent with gender
(37 incidents), 8 percent with religion (24 incidents),
and 2 percent with disability (6 incidents).

Indicator 23 continued on page 118.

This indicator has been updated to include 2013 data. For more information: Table 23.1, http://ope.ed.gov/security/, and the
Handbook for Campus Safety and Security Reporting (http://www2.ed.gov/admins/lead/safety/handbook.pdf).

Postsecondary Campus Safety and Security
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Figure 23.1. Number of on-campus hate crimes at degree-granting postsecondary institutions, by selected
types of crime: 2009 through 2013

Type of crime
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Robbery® |2
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1
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Number of on-campus hate crimes
W 2009 @m2010 @2011 ©O2012 ©O2013

" Willfully or maliciously destroying, damaging, defacing, or otherwise injuring real or personal property without the consent of the owner or the
person having custody or control of it.

2 Placing another person in reasonable fear of bodily harm through the use of threatening words and/or other conduct, but without displaying a
weapon or subjecting the victim to actual physical attack.

3 A physical attack by one person upon another where neither the offender displays a weapon, nor the victim suffers obvious severe or aggravated
bodily injury involving apparent broken bones, loss of teeth, possible internal injury, severe laceration, or loss of consciousness.

4 The unlawful taking, carrying, leading, or riding away of property from the possession of another.

5 Any sexual act directed against another person forcibly and/or against that person’s will.

6 Attack upon a person for the purpose of inflicting severe or aggravated bodily injury.

7 Unlawful entry of a structure to commit a felony or theft.

8 Taking or attempting to take anything of value using actual or threatened force or violence.

NOTE: Data are for degree-granting institutions, which are institutions that grant associate’s or higher degrees and participate in Title IV federal
financial aid programs. Some institutions that report Clery data—specifically, non-degree-granting institutions and institutions outside of the 50 states
and the District of Columbia—are excluded. A hate crime is a criminal offense that is motivated, in whole or in part, by the perpetrator’s bias against
a group of people based on their race, ethnicity, religion, sexual orientation, gender, or disability. Includes on-campus incidents involving students,
staff, and on-campus guests. Excludes off-campus crimes and arrests even if they involve college students or staff.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Office of Postsecondary Education, Campus Safety and Security Reporting System, 2009 through 2013.
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For simple assaults classified as hate crimes, 19 percent
were associated with gender (17 incidents), 8 percent
with ethnicity (7 incidents), and 6 percent with
religion (5 incidents). No simple assaults were
associated with disability.

Similar to 2013, race and sexual orientation were
the categories of bias most frequently associated
with the three most common hate crimes in 2012:
46 percent of vandalisms (186 incidents), 45 percent
of intimidations (120 incidents), and 46 percent
of simple assaults (36 incidents) were associated
with race; in addition, 26 percent of vandalisms
and intimidations (104 incidents and 70 incidents,
respectively) and 27 percent of simple assaults
(21 incidents) were associated with sexual orientation

(table 23.1).

Postsecondary Campus Safety and Security

Larceny was the fourth most commonly reported
hate crime in 2013. Five of the 15 larceny hate crimes
reported in 2013 were associated with race, followed
by sexual orientation and religion (3 incidents each)
and ethnicity and gender (2 incidents each). No
larceny hate crimes were associated with disability.

While the number of hate crimes reported in 2013
was highest at 4-year private nonprofit and 4-year
public postsecondary institutions (349 and 295 total
incidents, respectively), these institutions also enroll
the largest numbers of students. Public 2-year
institutions, which also enroll a large number of
students, had the third highest number of reported
hate crimes (106 incidents). The frequency of crimes
and the most commonly reported categories of bias
were similar across these types of postsecondary
institutions.



Figure 23.2. Number of on-campus hate crimes at degree-granting postsecondary institutions, by selected
types of crime and category of bias motivating the crime: 2013

Number of on-campus hate crimes

BO0 - — —
BOO |-« —
400
300
200

100

Destruction, damage, Intimidation? Simple assault?
and vandalism’

Type of crime
W Total B Race M Sexual orientation @ Religion @ Ethnicity @ Gender [ Disability

T Willfully or maliciously destroying, damaging, defacing, or otherwise injuring real or personal property without the consent of the owner or the
person having custody or control of it.

2 Placing another person in reasonable fear of bodily harm through the use of threatening words and/or other conduct, but without displaying a
weapon or subjecting the victim to actual physical attack.

3 A physical attack by one person upon another where neither the offender displays a weapon, nor the victim suffers obvious severe or aggravated
bodily injury involving apparent broken bones, loss of teeth, possible internal injury, severe laceration, or loss of consciousness.

NOTE: Data are for degree-granting institutions, which are institutions that grant associate’s or higher degrees and participate in Title IV federal
financial aid programs. Some institutions that report Clery data—specifically, non-degree-granting institutions and institutions outside of the 50 states
and the District of Columbia—are excluded. A hate crime is a criminal offense that is motivated, in whole or in part, by the perpetrator’s bias against
a group of people based on their race, ethnicity, religion, sexual orientation, gender, or disability. Includes on-campus incidents involving students,
staff, and on-campus guests. Excludes off-campus crimes and arrests even if they involve college students or staff.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Office of Postsecondary Education, Campus Safety and Security Reporting System, 2013.
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Table S2.1.

Number of juvenile offenders in residential placement facilities, by selected juvenile and
facility characteristics: Selected years, 1997 through 2013

Juvenile or facility characteristic 1997 1999 2001 2003 2006 2007 2010 2011 2013
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
Total 105,055 107,493 104,219 96,531 92,721 86,814 70,793 61,423 54,148
Juvenile characteristics
Sex
Male 90,771 92,985 89,115 81,975 78,998 75,017 61,359 53,079 46,421
Female 14,284 14,508 15,104 14,556 13,723 11,797 9,434 8,344 7,727
Race/ethnicity
White 39,445 40,911 41,324 37,307 32,490 29,534 22,947 19,927 17,563
Black 41,896 42,344 40,742 36,733 37,334 35,447 28,977 24,574 21,550
Hispanic 19,322 19,580 18,011 18,405 19,027 18,056 15,590 13973 12,291
Asian 1,927 1,873 1,193 1,153 924 754 516 417 338
Pacific Islander. 288 256 317 308 231 281 212 149 138
American Indian/Alaska Native...................cccouevvvenes 1,615 1,879 2,011 1,712 1,703 1,464 1,236 1,191 1,078
Other! 562 650 621 913 1,012 1,278 1,315 1,192 1,190
Race/ethnicity by sex
Male
White 32,425 34,071 34,245 30,766 26,578 24,579 19,273 16,659 14,579
Black 37,135 37,282 35,433 31,611 32,580 31,291 25,542 21,686 18,977
Hispanic 17,503 17,7113 16,006 16,254 16,754 16,103 13,928 12,411 10,723
Asian 1,759 1,690 1,050 1,012 829 663 456 360 299
Pacific Islander 248 208 268 251 195 231 178 121 114
American Indian/Alaska Native ..............ccc..coceee. 1,273 1,498 1,645 1,361 1,266 1,108 924 896 812
Other! 428 523 468 720 796 1,042 1,058 946 917
Female
White 7,020 6,840 7,079 6,541 5912 4,955 3,674 3,268 2,984
Black 4,761 5,062 5,309 5,122 4,754 4,156 3,435 2,888 2,573
Hispanic 1,819 1,867 2,005 2,151 2,273 1,953 1,662 1,562 1,568
Asian 168 183 143 141 95 91 60 57 39
Pacific Islander 40 48 49 57 36 50 34 28 24
American Indian/Alaska Native...............ccc.ccceee.. 342 381 366 351 437 356 312 295 266
Other! 134 127 153 193 216 236 257 246 273
Age
12 or younger 2,178 3,914 1,844 1,662 1,206 979 693 764 706
13 4,648 6,445 4,429 4,079 3419 2,844 2,079 1,999 1,957
14 11,578 13,010 10,470 9,871 9,113 7,621 5,955 5,276 4,717
15 21,237 20,924 19,519 18,335 17,552 15,565 12,604 10,589 9,473
16 28,201 26,144 26,945 24,786 24,606 23,091 19,540 16,473 14,108
17 24,564 23,627 24,948 23,963 23,716 23,193 19,990 17,447 15,100
181020 12,649 13,429 16,064 13,835 13,109 13,521 9,932 8,875 8,087
Most serious offense?
Person offense 35,138 37,367 34,885 33,170 31,674 31,140 26,011 22,964 19,922
Property offense 31,907 31,432 29,341 26,813 23,152 21,076 17,037 14,705 12,768
Drug offense 9,071 9,645 9,076 7,988 7,985 7,095 4,986 4,315 3533
Public order offense ...........coueeuverinnereineerirncerines 10,287 10,848 10,806 9,949 10,015 11,000 8,139 7,317 6,085
Technical violation 12,410 13,909 15,413 14,102 15,280 13,093 11,604 9,883 9,316
Status offense 6,242 4,292 4,698 4,509 4,615 3,410 3,016 2,239 2,524
Facility characteristics
Facility size
1 to 10 residents 5511 5,110 5,253 4,808 4,215 4,085 3,865 3,468 3,469
11 to 20 residents 7,443 7,214 7,445 6,935 7,044 7,320 6,304 6,337 5,782
21 10 50 residents . 17,934 19,721 20,932 20,646 18,988 18,400 17,534 15,104 14,700
51 to 150 residents 29,789 33,045 32,211 31,232 31,417 30,505 25,605 22,947 19,669
151 to 200 residents . 7,781 9,525 7,677 6,635 8,757 6,810 5,244 3,942 3,333
201 or more residents 36,597 32,878 30,701 26,275 22,300 19,694 12,241 9,625 7,195
Facility operation
State 46,516 47,347 43,669 37,335 34,658 31,539 24,881 20,783 17,532
Local 29,084 28,875 29,659 28,875 29,505 29,085 24,231 21,801 19,298
Private? 29,455 31,271 30,891 30,321 28,558 26,190 21,681 18,839 17,318
Facility self-classification*
Detention center 29,057 34,840 38,741 29,755 30,929 29,618 24,119 21,090 19,407
Shelter 2,880 2,717 2,700 1,375 1,134 982 1,052 1,313 1,103
Reception/diagnostic CENter ............ccwrrerirrernes 2,999 4,988 6,038 1,229 1,820 1,391 1,476 1,027 422
Group home 18,326 15,722 13,744 7,120 6,708 6,397 7,320 4,800 4,590
Boot camp 3811 1,615 2,906 2,111 1,736 1,391 526 524 320
Ranch/wilderness camp.... 7,338 10,620 7,737 4,375 2,721 3,038 2,441 2,224 1,308
Residential treatment center® — — — 18,522 20,355 18,289 15,565 13,783 12,416
Long-term secure facility 40,317 36,991 32,353 32,044 27,318 25,708 18,294 16,662 14,582

—Not available.

For 2006 and later years, includes the “Two or more races” category, which did not appear on
earlier questionnaires. For 2003 and earlier years, includes an “Other” category. Respondents
who selected “Other” were instructed to specify what this meant. Examination of these written-in
responses, which account for less than 1 percent of the records, indicates that the majority refer to
individuals of mixed racial/ethnic identity.

2Delinquent/criminal offenses range from those committed against persons (e.g., assault) to tech-
nical violations, which include violations of probation, parole, or valid court orders. A “status”
offense is illegal for underage persons, but not for adults (e.g., truancy or underage drinking).
3Private facilities are operated by private nonprofit or for-profit corporations or organizations.
4Although respondents may select more than one type for their facility, this table assigns each
facility to a single primary type based on an analysis that applies a hierarchy rule. For 1997, the
facility type data exclude 327 juveniles who were in facilities identified only as “Other”

5Prior to 2003, residential treatment centers were included in the “Group home” category.

NOTE: Data are from a biennial survey of all secure and nonsecure residential placement facilities
that house juvenile offenders, defined as persons younger than 21 who are held in a residential
setting as a result of some contact with the justice system (they are charged with or adjudicated
for an offense). Data do not include adult prisons, jails, federal facilities, or facilities exclusively for
drug or mental health treatment or for abused or neglected youth. The data provide 1-day popula-
tion counts of juveniles in residential placement facilities; 1-day counts differ substantially from the
annual admission and release data used to measure facility population flow. For definitions of spe-
cific terms, see http:/www.ojido gov/ojstatbb/ezacirp/asp/glossary.asp.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Justice, Office of Juvenile Justice and Delinquency Prevention,
Census of Juveniles in Residential Placement (CJRP), retrieved September 25, 2015, from http:/
www.ojidp.gov/ojstatbb/ezacirp/. (This table was prepared October 2015.)
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Table S2.2.

Residential placement rate (hnumber of juvenile offenders in residential facilities) per 100,000

juveniles, by sex and race/ethnicity: Selected years, 1997 through 2013

Sex and race/ethnicity 1997 1999 2001 2003 2006 2007 2010 2011 2013
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
Total 356 355 334 303 289 272 225 196 173
Sex
Male 599 599 556 502 479 458 380 330 290
Female 99 99 99 94 88 76 61 54 50
Race/ethnicity
White 201 208 208 189 170 157 128 112 100
Black 968 937 857 742 743 714 606 520 464
Hispanic 468 435 360 335 309 284 228 202 173
Asian/Pacific Islander 195 178 119 110 80 7 47 35 28
American Indian/Alaska Native . 490 542 556 468 476 416 369 361 334
Other! - - - — - - — - —
Race/ethnicity by sex
Male
White 322 337 336 304 270 254 209 182 162
Black 1,688 1,623 1,466 1,256 1,275 1,238 1,049 902 804
Hispanic 823 764 622 577 530 494 398 351 296
Asian/Pacific Islander 346 309 203 185 139 19 80 60 49
American Indian/Alaska Native .. . 759 849 894 732 698 621 544 535 496
Other! - - - - - — — — —
Female
White 74 72 73 68 64 54 42 38 35
Black 224 228 227 210 193 170 146 124 113
Hispanic 91 86 83 81 76 63 50 46 45
Asian/Pacific Islander .. 38 40 31 31 19 20 12 11 8
American Indian/Alaska . . 211 224 206 195 248 205 190 182 167
Other! — — — — — — — — —
—Not available. from a biennial survey of all secure and nonsecure residential placement facilities that house

For 2006 and later years, includes the “Two or more races” category, which did not appear on
earlier questionnaires. For 2003 and earlier years, includes an “Other” category. Respondents
who selected “Other” were instructed to specify what this meant. Examination of these written-
in responses, which account for less than 1 percent of the records, indicates that the majority
refer to individuals of mixed racial/ethnic identity.

NOTE: Residential placement rate calculated per 100,000 persons age 10 through the upper
age at which those charged with a criminal law violation were under original jurisdiction of the
juvenile courts in each state in the given year (through age 17 in most states); for more informa-

tion, see http://www.oiidp.qgov/ojstatbb/structure process/qa04101.asp?gaDate=2013. Data are

Supplemental Tables

juvenile offenders, defined as persons younger than 21 who are held in a residential setting as
a result of some contact with the justice system (they are charged with or adjudicated for an
offense). Data do not include adult prisons, jails, federal facilities, or facilities exclusively for drug
or mental health treatment or for abused or neglected youth. The data provide 1-day population
counts of juveniles in residential placement facilities; 1-day counts differ substantially from the
annual admission and release data used to measure facility population flow.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Justice, Office of Juvenile Justice and Delinquency Prevention,
Census of Juveniles in Residential Placement (CJRP), retrieved October 20, 2015, from http:/
www.ojidp.gov/ojstatbb/ezacirp/. (This table was prepared October 2015.)



Table 1.1. School-associated violent deaths of all persons, homicides and suicides of youth ages 5-18
at school, and total homicides and suicides of youth ages 5-18, by type of violent death:
1992-93 to 201213
School-associated violent deaths! of all persons
(includes students, staff, and other nonstudents) Homicides of youth ages 5-18 Suicides of youth ages 5-18
Unintentional
Legal| firearm-related Homicides at Suicides at

Year Total Homicides Suicides interventions deaths school? | Total homicides school?|  Total suicides®
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
1992-93... 57 47 10 0 0 34 2,721 6 1,680
1993-94 48 38 10 0 0 29 2,932 7 1,723
1994-95... 48 39 8 0 1 28 2,696 7 1,767
1995-96... 53 46 6 1 0 32 2,545 6 1,725
48 45 2 1 0 28 2,221 1 1,633

57 47 9 1 0 34 2,100 6 1,626

47 38 6 2 1 33 1,777 4 1,597

374 264 114 04 04 144 1,567 84 1,415

344 264 74 14 04 144 1,509 64 1,493

36 ¢ 274 84 14 04 164 1,498 54 1,400

36 ¢ 254 114 04 04 184 1,553 104 1,331

454 374 74 14 04 234 1,474 54 1,285

524 404 104 24 04 224 1,564 84 1,471

444 374 64 14 04 214 1,697 34 1,408

634 48 4 134 24 04 324 1,801 94 1,296

484 394 74 24 04 214 1,744 54 1,231

444 294 154 04 04 184 1,605 74 1,344

354 274 54 34 04 194 1,410 24 1,467

324 264 64 04 04 114 1,339 34 1,456

454 264 144 54 04 154 1,201 54 1,568

2012-13... 53 4 414 114 14 04 314 1,186 64 1,590

1A school-associated violent death is defined as “a homicide, suicide, or legal intervention
(involving a law enforcement officer), in which the fatal injury occurred on the campus of a
functioning elementary or secondary school in the United States,” while the victim was on
the way to or from regular sessions at school, or while the victim was attending or traveling
to or from an official school-sponsored event.

2“At school” includes on school property, on the way to or from regular sessions at school,
and while attending or traveling to or from a school-sponsored event.

3Total youth suicides are reported for calendar years 1992 through 2012 (instead of school
years 1992-93 through 2012-13).

“Data from 1999-2000 onward are subject to change until interviews with school and law
enforcement officials have been completed. The details learned during the interviews can
occasionally change the classification of a case.

NOTE: Unless otherwise noted, data are reported for the school year, defined as July 1
through June 30. Some data have been revised from previously published figures.
SOURCE: Centers for Disease Control and Prevention (CDC), 1992-2013 School-Associated
Violent Deaths Surveillance Study (SAVD) (partially funded by the U.S. Department of Educa-
tion, Office of Safe and Healthy Students), previously unpublished tabulation (September
2015); CDC, National Center for Injury Prevention and Control, Web-based Injury Statistics
Query and Reporting System Fatal (WISQARS™ Fatal), 1999-2012, retrieved September
2015 from http//www.cdc.gov/injury/wisgars/index.html; and Federal Bureau of Investigation
and Bureau of Justice Statistics, Supplementary Homicide Reports (SHR), preliminary data
(November 2015). (This table was prepared December 2015.)
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Table 3.1.

Percentage of students ages 12-18 who reported criminal victimization at school during the

previous 6 months, by type of victimization and selected student and school characteristics:

Selected years, 1995 through 2013

[Standard errors appear in parentheses]

Type of victimization and

student or school characteristic 1995 1999 2001 2003 2005 2007 2009 2011 2013
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
9.5 (0.35 76 (0.35) 55 (0.31) 51 (0.24) 43  (0.31) 43  (0.30) 39 (0.28) 35 (0.28) 3.0 (0.25)
10.0  (0.46) 78 (0.46) 6.1 (0.41) 54  (0.33) 46 (0.42) 45 (0.43) 46  (0.40) 37 (035 32 (0.40)
90 (047)| 73 (046)] 49 (0.39)| 48 (0.36)| 39 (0.38)] 40 (0.39)| 32 (0.35)| 34 (0.38)] 28 (0.34)
Race/ethnicity'
White 98 (0.37) 75 (0.44) 58 (0.39) 54  (0.31) 47  (0.35) 43  (0.38) 39 (0.37) 36 (035 30 (032
Black 102 (1.04) 9.9 (0.85) 6.1  (0.78) 53 (0.80) 38 (0.80) 43  (0.83) 44 (0.74) 46  (0.89) 32 (0.71)
Hispanic. 76  (0.90) 57 (0.77) 46 (0.64) 39 (050 39 (0.70) 36 (0.54) 39 (075 29 (047) 32  (0.46)
Asian. - (1) — (1) — () — ()| 15! (0.68)| 36! (1.38) t ()] 25! (1.23)| 26! (1.08)
(154)| 64 (128)| 31 (091)] 50 (1.08)| 43! (200)| 81 (201) t 1) 37! (1.37)] 221 (1.08)
(0.97) 8.0 (1.24) 59 (0.90) 38 (0.77) 46 (0.83) 41 (0.87) 37 (0.91) 38 (0.85) 4.1 (0.92)
(0.81) 82 (0.81) 58  (0.66) 63 (0.74) 54 (0.71) 47  (0.69) 34  (0.70) 31 (0.61) 25  (0.51)
(0.78) 76 (0.84) 43  (0.61) 52 (0.65) 36 (0.63) 44  (0.63) 38 (0.78) 38 (0.67) 23 (0.52)
(0.88) 89 (0.79 79 (0.81) 63 (0.70) 47  (0.69) 53 (0.75) 53 (0.85) 51  (0.83) 41 (0.76)
(0.76) 80 (0.82) 65 (0.77) 48 (0.63) 43 (0.71) 44 (0.67) 42 (0.79) 30 (0.58) 33  (057)
(0.74) 72 (0.88) 48 (0.62) 51  (0.68) 36 (0.51) 40 (0.75) 47 (0.88) 31 (0.65) 33 (0.65)
(0.74) 48 (0.81) 29 (0.52) 36 (0.71) 38 (0.85) 27 (070 20 (0.52) 29 (0.68) 20! (0.67)
Urban 93 (0.64) 84  (0.69) 59 (0.58) 61 (0.58) 53 (0.65) 45  (0.58) 42  (0.56) 43 (0.56) 33  (047)
.| 103 (049 76 (0.43) 57  (0.40) 48 (0.33) 42 (0.34) 41 (0.38) 40 (0.36) 33  (0.34) 32  (0.35)
83 (0.79) 6.4  (0.96) 47  (0.93) 47  (0.75) 28 (0.69) 44  (0.55) 3.1 (0.66) 28 (0.57) 20  (0.58)
9.8 (0.38) 79 (0.37) 57  (0.34) 52 (0.26) 44 (0.32) 46 (0.32) 41 (0.30) 37 (029 31 (0.27)
6.6 (0.90) 45  (0.80) 34 (0.72) 49 (0.79) 27 (0.77) 111 (0.50) 18! (0.76) 19! (0.68) 28! (0.89)
71 (0.29) 57 (0.32) 42  (0.24) 40 (0.21) 31 (0.27) 30 (0.23) 28 (0.23) 26 (0.23) 19  (0.20)
71 (0.38) 57 (0.41) 45  (0.34) 40 (0.27) 31 (0.34) 30 (0.34) 34  (0.36) 26 (029 20  (0.30)
71 (0.41) 57 (0.43) 38 (0.33) 41 (0.32) 32 (0.36) 30 (0.33) 21 (0.28) 26 (0.33) 1.8 (0.28)
Race/ethnicity
White |74 (032)| 58 (043)] 42 (0.30)| 43 (028) 34 (032)| 31 (0.29) 29 (0.31)| 25 (028)| 1.6 (022
71 (0.85) 74 (0.77) 50 (0.68) 40 (0.66) 27 (0.65) 30 (0.70) 25 (0.61) 37 (0.78) 27 (0.67)
58 (0.78) 39 (061) 37 (0.69) 30 (0.41) 31 (0.64) 22 (047) 30 (0.63) 20 (0.41) 1.8 (0.39)
= (1) — () — () — (1) i M| 32! (1.32) ¥ (t)) 25! (123 26! (1.08)
65 (1.40)| 44 (098)| 29 (087) 44 (1.04) t ()| 45! (157) t 1) 28! (1.21) t 1)
54  (0.66) 52 (0.97) 40 (0.70) 22 (0.63) 28 (0.75) 27 (0.77) 131 (0.52) 27 (0.70) 141 (0.57)
81 (0.71)] 60 (073)] 34 (051)| 48 (067)| 29 (050)] 27 (0.54)| 21 (057)| 19 (044)| 14  (0.38)
79 (0.72) 59 (0.81) 33  (0.50) 41 (0.56) 24 (0.53) 25 (0.54) 20 (0.55) 20 (0.48) 1.0! (0.33)
9.1  (0.77) 6.5 (0.71) 62 (0.76) 53 (0.62) 3.7 (0.61) 46  (0.70) 4.9 (0.80) 44  (0.78) 27  (0.58)
77 (0.72) 65 (0.79) 57  (0.72) 37 (059 38 (0.66) 36 (0.63) 35 (0.72) 21 (0.50) 26 (0.48)
55 (066)) 55 (067)| 38 (057)| 41 (064) 28 (045)| 26 (0.61)] 33 (074) 27 (058)| 23 (0.50)
46 (0.67) 40 (0.71) 23 (0.45) 3.1 (0.68) 3.5 (0.85) 19 (0.55) 15  (0.44) 24 (0.62) 16! (0.62)
66 (0.51) 69 (0.59) 45 (0.52) 45  (047) 36 (0.51) 28 (0.48) 29 (0.45) 30 (045 24 (0.44)
76 (0.40) 54  (0.36) 43 (0.32) 38 (0.27) 32 (0.31) 30 (0.31) 28  (0.32) 25 (0.30) 19 (0.27)
6.8 (0.66) 50 (0.95) 34  (0.65) 39 (0.66) 22! (0.68) 32 (0.46) 23 (0.59) 20 (047) 08  (0.24)
73 (0.32) 59 (0.34) 44 (0.26) 40 (0.22) 33 (0.28) 32 (0.25) 29 (0.25) 27 (0.24) 1.9 (0.21)
52 (0.74)| 43 (0.78)] 25 (0.67)| 40 (077)| 13! (048)| 11! (0.50) t )| 12! (052)| 20! (0.76)
30 (0.21) 23 (0.18) 1.8  (0.19) 1.3 (0.15) 12 (0.15) 1.6 (0.18) 1.4 (0.17) 11 (0.15) 12 (0.15)
35 (0.27) 25 (0.26) 1 (0.26) 1.8  (0.24) 1.6 (0.25) 1.7 (0.26) 1.6 (0.25) 12 (0.21) 1.3 (0.23)
24 (0.25) 20 (0.22) 15 (0.24) 09 (0.16) 08 (0.15) 14 (0.23) 1.1 (0.21) 09 (0.17) 1.1 (0.23)
Race/ethnicity’
White 30 (0.23) 21 (0.22) 20 (0.24) 14 (0.18) 1.3 (0.20) 15 (0.22) 12 (0.21) 12 (0.17) 1.5  (0.24)
34  (0.61) 35 (0.55) 131 (0.40) 1.6 (0.41) 1.31 (0.46) 16! (0.50) 23 (0.62) 111 (042 s (1)
2.7 (0.43) 1.9 (0.38) 15  (0.41) 11 (0.28) 09 (0.24) 14 (042 131 (0.40) 1.0 (0.28) 1.5 (0.26)
— (1) — () - (1) - (1) t (1) $ (1) # (1) # (1 i (1)
251 (0.87)) 22! (0.81) } () ¥ ) t (f)] 45! (1.50) b () ¥ ) t ()
51 (0.73) 38 (0.76) 26 (0.66) 1.9  (0.53) 1.9  (0.55) 151 (0.54) 26! (0.83) 1.31 (0.49) 27  (0.73)
38 (0.54) 26 (043 26 (047) 1.7 (0.43) 26 (053) 24 (0.50) 121 (0.42) 121 (0.41) 121 (0.38)
31 (0.44) 24 (0.44) 1.3 (0.34) 15  (0.35) 14 (0.39) 21 (0.47) 20 (0.60) 21 (0.50) 14 (042)
34 (050)| 32 (047)] 24 (046)| 15 (0.31)] 10 (029)] 12! (0.37)| 09! (0.37)| 11! (0.35)| 14! (0.44)
21 (0.36) 1.7 (0.39) 12 (0.31) 14 (0.36) 05! (0.24) 121 (0.39) 100 (0.37) 09! (0.34) 1.0! (0.35)
1.9 (0.40) 181 (0.58) 16 (0.39) 1.0! (0.33) 07! (0.31) 151 (0.46) 151 (0.51) t 1) 10! (0.43)
19  (041) 08! (0.31) 09! (0.31) 05! (0.26) 1 1) 08! (0.35) t (1) t 1) 1 (f)
33 (040 23 (0.38) 1.7 (0.29) 18 (0.32) 1.8 (0.34) 20 (0.35) 1.8 (0.41) 14 (0.31) 09 (0.21)
35 (030)] 24 (0.26)] 1.7 (0.20)| 1.2 (019)| 11 (018)| 1.3 (0.23)] 13 (0.23)| 09 (0.16)] 14  (0.21)
18 (0.31) 1.9 (0.50) 20! (0.64) 09! (0.31) 06! (0.26) 1.7 (0.36) 08! (0.32) 1.0! (0.31) 111 (0.46)
31 (0.22) 25 (0.20) 1.9  (0.20) 14 (0.15) 1.2 (0.15) 1.7 (0.20) 14 (0.19) 1.1 (0.15) 1.2 (0.16)
Private.... 1.7 (0.45) i (1) 10! (0.32) 09! (0.39) 141 (0.60) 1 (1) b (t) b (1) b3 1)

See notes at end of table.
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Table 3.1.

Percentage of students ages 12-18 who reported criminal victimization at school during the
previous 6 months, by type of victimization and selected student and school characteristics:

Selected years, 1995 through 2013—Continued

[Standard errors appear in parentheses]

Type of victimization and
student or school characteristic 1995 1999 2001

2003 2005 2007 2009 2011 2013

1 2 3 4

5 6 7 8 9 10

07 (0.09) 05 (0.09) 04 (0.08) 02

(0.06)) 03 (0.07) 04 (0.08) 03 (0.09| 01! (005 02! (0.07)

. )06 (012 05
04 (010)) 05 (012)| 04! (0.12

Race/ethnicity
White. 0 (0.09) 04 (0.09)) 04 (0.08)| 02!
Black. 10! (0.31) 12 (0.33)| 05! (0.25) t
Hispanic . 09! (0.30)) 06! (0.22) 08! (0.33)| 04!
Asian. M - S m -
Other. t (1) # (1) # (1) i
Grade
15 (042 1.31 (0.40) (1) #
0.9 (0.24)] 09! (027)| 06! (0.24) b
08! (0.23)| 05! (0.22)) 03! (0.14)| 03!
07 (0.21)| 06! (0.18)) 08! (0.31)] 06!
041 (0.17) t ()| 04! (0.18) #
041 (0.16) 1 (1 ¥ (1) 1
1 (1) b (1) i (1) #
1.3 (0.24) 07 (0.19)| 05 (0.15| 04!
06 (0.12)| 05 (0.11)] 04 (009 0.1!
0.3! (0.10) 04! (0.18)) 05! (0.24) t

Private....

I (010)] 03! (010)| 05! (0.14) 06 (0.16)| 02! (008)] 02!

4 03 (©on| o2! (o8 t @) f @] o2l 20.1

| (006)| 03! (0.09)| 02! (008)| 03! (10) 02! (0.07)| 02! (0.09)
(1) t (1) b () 1 (1) s (1) 1 (1)
©18)| o4l (16 08! ©3)| t @ t @© o041 ©1)
(1) t (1) i (1) # (1) # (1) i ()
(1) i ) 1 (1) # (1) # (1) 1 (1)
W+ om o+ wm ot m ot w08l (4
M & W o4l @20 & (5 05 023 f (1)
(0.15) t (1) 1 () 1 (1) # (1) i (1)
(0.21) t (1) 1 (1) 1 (1) b (1) 1 (1)
(1) 1 () b (1) t (1) # () 1 (1)
(1) t ()| 06! (0.27) t (1) # (1) t (1)
(1) i (1) i (1) t (1) # ) i )
014 041 ©17) 071 (023 06! (02 t @] 031 (0.16)
(©00s)| 031 (0.08)| 02! (009) 03! (1)) £  {#| o021 (0.08)
(1) t (1) i ) i (1) b (1) i (1)

006)| 03 (0.06) 04 (009) 04 (010 011 (006)| 021 (0.08)
) i ) i (1) t (1) # (1) 1 (1)

—Not available.

TNot applicable.

#Rounds to zero.

linterpret data with caution. The coefficient of variation (CV) for this estimate is between 30
and 50 percent.

}Reporting standards not met. Either there are too few cases for a reliable estimate or the
coefficient of variation (CV) is 50 percent or greater.

Race categories exclude persons of Hispanic ethnicity. “Other” includes American Indians/
Alaska Natives, Asians (prior to 2005), Pacific Islanders, and, from 2003 onward, persons of
Two or more races. Due to changes in racial/ethnic categories, comparisons of race/ethnicity
across years should be made with caution.

2Refers to the Standard Metropolitan Statistical Area (MSA) status of the respondent's house-
hold as defined in 2000 by the U.S. Census Bureau. Categories include “central city of an
MSA (Urban),” “in MSA but not in central city (Suburban),” and “not MSA (Rural).”

3Serious violent victimization is also included in violent victimization.

NOTE: “Total victimization” includes theft and violent victimization. A single student could
report more than one type of victimization. In the total victimization section, students who
reported both theft and violent victimization are counted only once. “Theft’ includes
attempted and completed purse-snatching, completed pickpocketing, and all attempted and
completed thefts, with the exception of motor vehicle thefts. Theft does not include robbery,
which involves the threat or use of force and is classified as a violent crime. “Serious violent
victimization” includes the crimes of rape, sexual assault, robbery, and aggravated assault.
“Violent victimization” includes the serious violent crimes as well as simple assault. “At
school” includes the school building, on school property, on a school bus, and, from 2001
onward, going to and from school.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Justice, Bureau of Justice Statistics, School Crime Supple-
ment (SCS) to the National Crime Victimization Survey, selected years, 1995 through 2013.
(This table was prepared August 2014.)
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Table 4.2.

Percentage of public school students in grades 9-12 who reported being threatened or

injured with a weapon on school property at least one time during the previous 12 months,
by state: Selected years, 2003 through 2013

[Standard errors appear in parentheses]

State 2003 2005 2007 2009 2011 2013
1 2 3 4 5 6 7
United States' 9.2 (0.75) 7.9 (0.35) 7.8 (0.44) 7.7 (0.37) 74 (0.31) 6.9 (0.38)
Alabama 72 (0.91) 106 (0.86) - ) 104 (1.56) 76 (1.20) 99 (1.17)
Alaska.... 8.1 (1.01) — 6! 7. (0.88) 7.3 (0.90) 56 (0.70) — )
Arizona... 97 (1.10) 107 (0.55) 1.2 (0.79) 9.3 (0.92) 104 (0.74) 9.1 (1.32)
Arkansas — ! 96 (1.06) 9.4 (1.03) 1.9 (1.38) 6.3 (0.85) 10.9 (1.14)
California - () - ) - ) - 1) - ) - ()
Colorado - M) 76 (0.75) — 0 8.0 (0.74) 6.7 (0.80) — M)
Connecticut. - ! 9.1 (0.91) 7.7 (0.59) 7.0 (0.62) 68 ©.71) 7.4 (0.74)
Delaware..... 7.7 (0.60) 6.2 (0.63) 56 (0.50) 78 (0.63) 6.4 (0.62) 56 (0.46)
District of Columbia . 12.7 (1.42) 121 (0.78) 13 (0.98) — 1) 87 (0.92) — )
Florida 8.4 (0.44) 7.9 (0.45) 86 (0.57) 8.2 (0.39) 7.2 (0.31) 74 (0.37)
Georga.. 8.2 (0.75) 83 (2.08) 8.1 (0.81) 82 (0.83) 17 (2.08) 7.2 (0.81)
Hawaii — & 68 (0.87) 64 (1.10) 7.7 (1.03) 6.3 (0.62) - 1)
Idaho.. 94 (0.82) 8.3 (0.59) 10.2 (1.07) 7.9 (0.62) 73 (0.99) 58 (0.59)
llinois. - ) — I 78 (0.69) 88 (0.86) 76 (0.48) 85 (0.82)
Indiana... 6.7 (0.91) 88 (0.96) 96 (0.68) 6.5 (0.66) 6.8 (1.14) — )
- o 78 (1.02) 7. (0.86) — @) 63 (0.85) - o

- ) 74 (0.82) 86 (1.12) 6.2 (0.62) 56 (0.68) 53 (0.65)

52 (0.72) 80 (0.75) 83 (0.53) 7.9 (1.00) 74 (0.98) 54 (0.57)

— ) — & — ) 95 (1.29) 8.7 (1.18) 105 (0.99)

85 (0.78) 7. (0.68) 68 (0.84) 77 (0.32) 68 (0.26) 53 (0.29)

— ® 17 (1.30) 96 (0.86) 9.1 (0.75) 84 (0.67) 94 (0.22)

6.3 (0.54) 54 (0.44) 53 (0.47) 7.0 (0.58) 6.8 (0.67) 44 (0.38)

9.7 (0.57) 86 (0.81) 8.1 0.77) 94 (0.63) 6.8 (0.50) 6.7 (0.52)

— (t) - (1) — (1) — (t) — (1) — (t)

6.6 (0.82) — 1) 83 (0.59) 8.0 (0.69) 75 (0.63) 8.8 (0.78)

75 (0.93) 9.1 (1.19) 93 (1.03) 7.8 (0.76) — ) — ®

7.1 (0.46) 80 (0.64) 7.0 (0.51) 74 (0.99) 75 (0.53) 6.3 (0.40)

8.8 (0.80) 9.7 (0.68) — ) — ) 6.4 (0.54) 6.4 (0.57)

6.0 (0.65) 8.1 (0.96) 78 (0.70) 107 (0.84) — 1) 64 (0.80)

75 (0.98) 86 (0.91) 73 (0.69) — ) - ® — ®

New Jersey. - ) 8.0 (1.07) — o 66 (0.75) 57 (0.51) 6.2 (0.81)
New Mexico — 0 10.4 (0.96) 10.1 (0.68) — ) — ® — )
7.2 (0.44) 72 (0.47) 7.3 (0.57) 75 (0.55) 73 (0.60) 73 (0.61)

72 (0.74) 79 (0.92) 6.6 (0.62) 6.8 (0.61) 9.1 (0.95) 6.9 (0.45)

59 (0.89) 66 (0.58) 52 (0.59) — ) — ) — )

7.7 (1.30) 8.2 (0.67) 83 (0.77) - ) — ) — ®

74 (1.10) 6.0 (0.65) 7.0 (0.72) 58 (0.66) 57 (0.88) 46 (0.53)

- (1) - (1) - (1) — () (1) - (1)

— (1) — 1) — ) 5.6 (0.73) - (t) — (1)

Rhode Island 82 (0.84) 8.7 (0.87) 83 (0.42) 65 (0.65) - ) 64 (0.51)
South Carolina — ® 104 (0.93) 98 (0.85) 88 (1.48) 9.2 (0.92) 65 (0.83)
South DakotaZ. 65 ©.71) 8.1 (1.04) 59 (0.87) 6.8 (0.87) 6.1 ©0.77) 50 (0.69)
Tennessee .. 84 (1.17) 74 (0.79) 73 (0.76) 7.0 (0.71) 58 (0.52) 93 (0.73)
Texas . — ) 93 (0.84) 8.7 (0.52) 7.2 (0.52) 6.8 (0.40) 74 (0.62)
Utah... 7.3 (1.44) 9.8 (1.32) 1.4 (1.92) 7.7 (0.88) 7.0 (0.98) 55 (0.59)
Vermont. 73 (0.20) 63 (0.46) 6.2 (0.56) 6.0 (0.30) 55 (0.37) 6.4 (0.43)
Virginia... — I — ) — ) — I 7.0 (0.86) 6.1 (0.43)
— (1) — (1) — ) — (1) — (1) — (f)

85 (1.26) 80 (0.78) 9.7 ©.77) 92 ©.77) 66 (0.93) 56 (0.51)

55 (0.70) 76 (0.73) 56 (0.66) 6.7 (0.75) 5.4 (0.48) 43 (0.64)

9.7 (1.00) 78 (0.67) 83 (0.67) 94 (0.58) 73 (0.58) 6.8 (0.47)

—Not available.

1Not applicable.

Data for the U.S. total include both public and private schools and were collected through a
national survey representing the entire country.

2Data include both public and private schools.

NOTE: Survey respondents were asked about being threatened or injured “with a weapon
such as a gun, knife, or club on school property.” “On school property” was not defined for
respondents. State-level data include public schools only, with the exception of data for Ohio
and South Dakota. Data for the U.S. total, Ohio, and South Dakota include both public and

private schools. For specific states, a given year’s data may be unavailable (1) because the
state did not participate in the survey that year; (2) because the state omitted this particular
survey item from the state-level questionnaire; or (3) because the state had an overall
response rate of less than 60 percent (the overall response rate is the school response rate
multiplied by the student response rate).

SOURCE: Centers for Disease Control and Prevention, Division of Adolescent and School
Health, Youth Risk Behavior Surveillance System (YRBSS), 2003 through 2013. (This table
was prepared June 2014.)
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Table 5.2. Percentage of public school teachers who reported that they were threatened with injury
or physically attacked by a student from school during the previous 12 months, by state:
Selected years, 1993-94 through 2011-12
[Standard errors appear in parentheses]
Threatened with injury Physically attacked
State 1993-94 1999-2000 2003-04 2007-08 2011-12 1993-94 1999-2000 2003-04 2007-08 2011-12
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11
United States................. 12.8 (0.26) 9.6 (0.22) 74 (0.24) 8.1 (0.30)] 10.0 (0.48) 44 (0.14) 4.2 (0.15) 3.7 (0.22) 43 (0.24) 58 (0.33)
Alabama .| 133 (1.29) 8.8 (0.99) 6.1 (0.88) 6.8 (1.41) 76 (1.92) 32 (0.84) 38 (0.57) 2.7 (0.75) 32! (112 311 (0.94)
Alaska.... 137 (0.92)| 109 (0.80) 89 (1.25) 78 (1.24)| 123 (2.82) 6.5 (0.48) 52 (0.51) 6.0 (0.94) 6.7 (1.50) 511 (1.78)
Arizona .. 13.0 (1.07) 9.5 (1.16) 6.8 (0.98) 6.4 (1.04) 9.1 (2.08) 36 (0.67) 45 (0.95) 26 (0.58) 49 (1.29) 471 (143
Arkansas. 138 (1.38)| 10.1 (1.18) 48 (0.81) 59 (1.18) 78 (1.48) 3.0 (0.67) 25 (0.59) 27 (0.72) 41 (1.07) 52! (1.80)
California ... 74 (091) 58 (0.70) 6.0 (1.00) 85 (1.31) 77 (1.17) 29 (0.61) 25 (0.46) 20 (0.53) 36 (0.78) 44 (0.95)
Colorado 131 (1.29) 6.6 (0.97) 38 (0.82) 6.8 (1.64) 73 (1.69) 49 (0.82) 3.1 (0.60) 151 (0.45) 47 (1.33) 36! (1.26)
Connecticut. 11.8 (0.86) 9.1 (0.88) 6.9 (1.28) 72 (1.39) 75! (3.03) 35 (0.46) 4.1 (0.55) 28 (0.70) 33! (1.04) 62! (291)
Delaware..... 187 (1.56)| 114 (1.37) 77 (1.35)| 11.7 (1.93)| 158 (3.49) 72 (1.10) 53 (0.92) 32! (1.00) 54 (1.46) 98  (2.80)
District of Columbia 240 (1.80)| 223 (1.30)| 17.3 (2.63)| 16.9 (3.06) b (1) 83 (1.34) 9.1 (0.83) 52 (1.24) 7.3  (2.00) b3 (1)
Florida 201 (1.65)| 122 (1.07)| 112 (1.26)] 114 (2.11) b (1) 49 (0.78) 6.7 (0.91) 65 (1.58) 40 (1.04) 1 (1)
Georgia.. 14.0 (1.29) 95 (1.42) 64 (1.21) 58 (1.18) 951 (2.98) 34 (0.66) 36 (0.84) 46  (1.30) 40 (1.04) 63! (2.60)
Hawaii 9.9 (1.48) 9.4 (0.99) 9.0 (1.33) 8.0 (1.84) i 1) 29 (057) 32 (0.57) 57 (1.18) 45 (1.30) b3 1)
Idaho.. 97 (1.02) 78 (0.44) 54 (0.98) 59 (1.24) 6.7 (1.42) 42 (0.76) 43 (0.39) 25! (0.75) 29! (0.87) 36! (1.34)
Illinois. 109 (0.76) 82 (0.89) 7.9 (1.60) 8.1 (1.42) 73 (1.41) 45 (0.50) 2.7 (0.39) 23! (0.77) 39 (0.90) 41 (1.11)
Indiana 13.8 (1.28) 76 (1.12) 72 (1.18)| 102 (1.78)| 112 (2.87) 3.0 (0.66) 3.0 (0.75) 411 (1.28) 47 (0.93) 64 (1.88)
lowa.. 94 (1.19)| 107 (0.93) 49 (1.19) 72 (1.32)| 117 (243) 43 (0.88) 39 (0.73) 24  (0.64) 34 (0.93) 76 (211)
Kansas. 109 (0.91) 6.0 (0.78) 39 (0.81) 57 (1.07) 72 (1.66) 38 (0.61) 2.9 (0.55) 33 (0.79) 50 (1.36) 55! (1.77)
Kentucky 140 (1.33)| 126 (1.22) 78 (1.46) 9.8 (1.86)| 106 (1.48) 38 (0.72) 45 (0.62) 27 (0.79) 58 (1.60) 70 (1.25)
Louisiana 17.0 (1.17)| 134 (2.31) 98 (1.42)| 103 (2.35)| 183 (2.95) 6.6 (0.82) 50 (1.31) 2.7 (0.69) 40! (1.40) 721 (2.27)
Maine..... 9.0 (1.11)| 117 (1.13) 52 (1.09) 95 (1.49) 9.1 (1.98) 24 (0.62) 6.3 (0.96) 33! (1.00) 52 (1.37) 52 (1.55)
Maryland 19.8 (215)| 107 (1.31)| 135 (2.24)| 12.6 (247) b 1) 8.6 (1.34) 46 (0.93) 6.5 (1.40) 84 (1.57) b3 1)
Massachusetts 108 (0.83)| 11.3 (1.48) 64 (1.23) 9.7 (1.98) 62 (1.69) 4.7 (0.64) 4.3 (0.67) 38 (0.75) 41 (0.93) 53 (1.51)
Michigan 10.7 (1.54) 8.0 (0.93) 92 (1.55) 6.0 (1.15)| 118 (1.62) 64 (1.13) 38 (0.91) 54 (1.04) 35! (1.32) 9.0 (2.00)
Minnesot: 96 (1.13) 95 (1.11) 81 (1.17) 73 (1.16)| 114 (1.49) 45 (0.85) 44 (1.04) 36 (0.68) 65 (1.38) 65 (1.27)
Mississippi .. 134 (1.48)| 111 (0.99) 55 (0.92)| 10.7 (1.59) 77 (1.42) 41 (0.78) 3.7 (0.58) 09! (0.34) 29 (0.83) 311 (1.14)
Missouri. 126 (1.11)] 113 (1.73) 83 (1.27) 8.7 (1.17)] 123 (2.25) 32 (0.73) 56 (1.41) 55 (1.43) 53 (1.15) 75 (1.73)
Montana. 7.7 (0.58) 83 (0.97) 6.0 (0.78) 6.3 (1.25) 76 (2.24) 2.7 (0.48) 2.7 (0.38) 19 (047) 40 (0.81) 421 (1.37)
Nebraska 104 (0.61) 9.9 (0.70) 75 (1.12) 72 (1.27) 8.0 (1.46) 36 (0.64) 38 (0.57) 41 (0.89) 42 (1.11) 58 (1.36)
Nevada .. 132 (1.22)| 116 (1.34) 73 (1.89) 9.2 (2.21) 9.1 (2.65) 45 (0.86) 8.1 (1.07) 411 (1.28) 37! (1.41) 471 (2.25)
New Hampshire .. 111 (1.30) 8.8 (1.43) 58 (1.37) 65 (1.47) 56! (2.11) 3.0 (0.70) 42 (1.09) 28! (0.91) 221 (0.91) i (1)
New Jersey 79 (0.87) 75 (0.80) 43 (1.20) 46 (1.26) 6.9 (1.08) 24 (0.45) 34 (0.78) 20! (0.67) 22! (0.82) 36 (097)
128 (1.27)| 102 (1.75) 78 (1.25)| 128 (1.85)| 10.0 (2.76) 44 (0.72) 6.8 (1.77) 59 (0.97) 45 (1.33) 99! (3.17)
162 (1.32)| 115 (1.06)| 104 (1.62)| 105 (1.85)| 11.9 (1.86) 6.7 (0.97) 52 (0.79) 65 (1.12) 6.4 (1.56) 70 (1.48)
171 (1.32)] 128 (1.63) 8.7 (1.44) 96 (1.71)| 134 (2.79) 6.0 (0.95) 55 (1.23) 44 (0.95) 59! (1.84) 63 (1.58)
55 (0.62) 5.7 (0.57) 5.0 (0.95) 25 (0.70) 6.1 (1.48) 2.9 (0.66) 21 (0.37) 21 (0.49) 1.6! (0.50) 33! (1.06)
152 (1.48) 9.6 (1.35) 62 (1.14) 8.7 (1.59) 99 (1.20) 36 (0.69) 29 (0.83) 25! (0.83) 221 (0.70) 39 (0.88)
1.0 (1.21) 85 (1.17) 6.0 (0.79) 74 (0.87) 96 (2.12) 41 (0.81) 45 (1.12) 30 (0.53) 32 (0.63) 62 (1.66)
115 (1.00) 6.9 (1.33) 55 (1.11) 6.3 (1.30) 53 (1.56) 34 (0.64) 3.0 (0.60) 141 (0.55) 39! (1.18) 341 (1.27)
11.0 (1.75) 95 (1.28) 95 (1.29) 46 (1.04)| 101 (1.54) 36 (1.02) 45 (0.97) 50 (0.82) 38 (0.90) 44 (0.99)
Rhode Island .. 134 (1.78)| 102 (0.64) 46! (1.39) 86 (2.13) i (1) 42 (0.91) 48 (0.59) 241 (0.92) i (1) b3 (1)
South Carolina.... 152 (1.62)| 115 (1.10) 85 (1.30) 85 (1.46)| 131 (270) 38 (0.92) 53 (0.94) 31 (0.82) 29! (1.18) i (1)
South Dakota.. 6.5 (0.83) 7.7 (0.91) 47 (1.23) 69 (1.88)| 100 (2.28) 2.6 (0.46) 3.9 (0.50) 29 (0.79) 43 (0.88) 52! (1.66)
Tennessee .. 124 (1.45)| 133 (1.65) 65 (1.24) 7.7 (1.26) 94 (2.11) 35 (0.91) 26 (0.67) 37  (1.02) 41 (1.11) 321 (1.04)
Texas . 126 (1.15) 8.9 (0.89) 76 (1.13) 76 (1.31)] 100 (1.81) 42 (0.65) 4.8 (0.75) 39 (0.92) 42 (1.18) 57  (1.30)
Utah... 11.1 (0.87) 8.0 (1.15) 52 (0.82) 57 (1.18) 72 (1.96) 72 (0.72) 26 (0.58) 4.1 (0.90) 38! (1.26) 54 (1.53)
Vermont . 124 (1.28) 9.9 (1.46) 49 (1.18) 76 (1.82) 8.7 (1.86) 86 (1.38) 53 (0.94) 18! (0.90) 42 (1.22) 53 (1.29)
Virginia... 149 (1.37)| 121 (1.19) 65 (1.11) 8.1 (1.38) 9.9 (1.58) 69 (1.23) 49 (0.76) 29! (0.88) 6.0 (1.32) 65 (1.68)
Washington. 13.0 (1.33)| 10.0 (0.98) 6.7 (1.29) 70 (1.34) 74 (1.36) 49 (0.74) 5.0 (0.61) 41  (0.85) 44 (1.28) 68 (1.80)
West Virgini 11.7 (0.86)| 10.0 (1.19) 74 (1.13) 8.1 (1.67) 94 (2.08) 34 (0.67) 34 (0.67) 34 (0.82) 40 (1.07) 431 (1.72)
Wisconsin 137 (1.82)| 10.1 (0.99) 47 (0.99) 88 (1.51)| 137 (2.37) 39 (0.77) 44 (0.79) 25 (0.71) 65 (1.29)| 113 (2.56)
Wyoming.... 9.0 (0.79) 6.7 (0.96) 38! (1.31) 51 (1.00)| 10.9 (3.10) 2.7 (0.49) 26 (0.47) 25! (1.04) 3.0 (0.86) b3 1)
1Not applicable. NOTE: Teachers who taught only prekindergarten students are excluded. Includes traditional
linterpret data with caution. The coefficient of variation (CV) for this estimate is between 30 public and public charter schools. Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding. Some
and 50 percent. data have been revised from previously published figures.
}Reporting standards not met. Data may be suppressed because the response rate is under SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Schools
50 percent, there are too few cases for a reliable estimate, or the coefficient of variation (CV) and Staffing Survey (SASS), “Public School Teacher Data File,” 1993-94, 1999-2000,
is 50 percent or greater. 2003-04, 2007-08, and 2011-12; and “Charter School Teacher Data File,” 1999-2000. (This
table was prepared October 2013.)

Indicators of School Crime and Safety: 2015 137



('5L0g Jequisideg paredaid sem ajqe} siU 1) ¥ 1—£ 102 ABnNS asieaun
jooog Arepuooag/Arejuswialg dland, (QD0) BIeq JO 8100 UOWWOD PUe ‘yL0g 90} SSHA .71—€10Z :eudiosig pue Aisjes jooyos,
‘(SsY4) weisAs Aening esuodsay ised 0102 PUB ‘8002 ‘9002 ‘#002 ‘0002 (SOOSS) Aiejes pue awud uo Aening 10040S 01-6002
pue ‘80200 ‘90-S002 ‘¥0-£002 ‘0002—6661 ‘SOISIEIS UOIeonp3 o} Jajua) [euolieN ‘Uoiieonps Jo Juewiiedsd 'S ‘IOHNOS

“syuapioul Burpodes

Jo Buipiodal sjooyds Jo abejusaiad [ej0} U Ul 9oUO AJUO PSIUNOD BIeM JUSPIOUI SWLID Jo 8dA} BUO Uey) a1ow papodal 10 papiodal Jey)
S|00UOS 8SNEoaq pue BuIpuNO JO 8sNEOaq S[EJ0} 0} WNS jJou ABW [[e}a( "UOISSS Ul 818M SJUBAS IO SSIIAIIOE [00UOS USLM JO SINOY [00U0S
[EULIOU Jalje pue ‘Buunp ‘a10}8q Pa.INo00 Jey) SJUapIoul 9pNIoUl O} PAJONIISUI BJam SjuSpUOdSaY "SaNIAOE IO SJUSAS PaIoSUOdS-|00yos
ploy ey} seoeyd Je pue ‘sesng [00yos Lo ‘spunoib jooyds uo ‘sBulpling jooyos ul uaddey Jey) seiAROe apnjoul 0} PaULSP SeM Jo0UdS
1V, 'J00yos 8y Je sanss| Alajes pue awuo noge sjgeabpajmouy 1sow uosiad ayj 1o fediouud ayy Aq papiroid aiem sasuodsey 310N
+sBrup uonduosaid Jo asn Jo ‘uoissassod ‘uonnqgusip ayeudoiddeul, wial AsaIns sy apnjoUl 0} JSil BU} Sem areuuonsanb 01—6002 SULg
"sieaf Jaje| pue 90—-GO0gZ 10} saureuLonsanb

ay} uo Ajuo Jeadde joyooje Jo asn Jo ‘uoissassod ‘uonnauisia, pue sBnip [eBayl jo asn Jo ‘uoissessod ‘uonnquisia, sway Aenins au|,
‘sieaf Jaje| Jo} saireuuonsanb sy} UO pasn aiam swia) Aenins pajejes-Bnip pue -joyoofe Jualayq ‘selreuLolsanb $0-£002

"sjoy} Jo sadA} Jayjo |fe pue ‘aulyoew BuipuaA B Wwoly Yau) ‘9joAolq € JO Yoy} ‘SeLI0SSa0oe Jo
spied 9jIYaA JOJOU IO SJOIYSA JOJOLL B WO} YU} ‘BUIp|ing © Lo Jjoup ‘(JoUMO WOy )i BYE) O} PASN Sem 8010} OU 10 papuaiieun yaj 41) soed
-0eq Jo asind e Bulies)s ‘Buixoid j1ex00d sepnjoul siy | wiey AIpod Jo ‘@ousjoiA ‘feaiu) ‘uonejuoyuod feuosiad Jnoyum Auadoid suosied
Jayjoue Jo Bupie} nymejun sy, Se sjuspuodsal 10} paulep Sem (UoejuoHuod [euosiad INoyum 0 1$ Jano yuom sBuiy Bunie) Ausosepjey L,

"sieak Jales Ym s|qereduiod Jou S| ajel Juapioul

[E10} 8L} ‘@10j0191 | "SjuapIoul Jaylo pue yay} BuipseBal uorewLiojul 103]j00 Jou pIP ASAINS BU} asNeoaq 1 |L—€ L0g 10} pajuasald jou [ejol e
“eje( JO 8100 UOWILIOD 8Uj} WO PAUIBIGO SJUSPMNIS JO Jaquinu [ejo} 8y} Ag sjuspioul Jo

Jaquuinu sy Buipiaip Aq perenofed sem sjuspnis 000 | Jad a1el 8y ‘SJUNod JUSLW|0IUS [00YS 109]|09 10U PIP ASAINS | —E LOZ SU) 9sneded;,
's)nsal ¥71—€ 1 0g paloedwil aney Aew uonessiulwpe Aoains ul abueyo pue azis ajdwies Jajrews ay| ajdwes

Ja|lews e Uo paljal osfe ASAINS 11— 10g 8YL auljuo Aenuns ay Buneidwioo jo uondo sy} aAey Jou PP SOOSS O} siuapuodsal seassym
‘auljuo Aanins ey} ajejduioo 0} Jo (¥oeq 1l jlew pue) Jaded uo Aaains sy 8}e|dwWwoo o} Jayle 8S00Yd PINoO ASAINS 11—~ 102 B} O} Sluap
-uodsal ‘1anemoH "efep SOOSS Uim suosiiedwod moje o) paubisap sem Aeans #1—€10g dUL (SDOSS) Aiefes pue sw) uo Asning
Jooyos ay} Buisn pajosjjod a1am sIeak Jallies 1o} elep aliym ‘WialsAS Aening asuodsay ised ayy Buisn pa}og)iod a1em L —£10g 10} ereq,
“19yeaiB 10 Jusosad G S! (AD) UOTELIEA JO JUSIOJS00 BU} JO SJeLS Sjgelal B 10} SOSEO Ma) 00} ale alauj) JOUyT JaW Jou spiepuels Buniodeyt
‘Juaosad O pue O UBBMIaQ S| SJEWNSS SIU} JO} (AD) UOIELIEA JO JUSIOIJE00 B “UOHNED UIM efep jaidiay

‘0192 0} SPUNOY#
ide JoNt
‘o|qe|lene JON—

pue 0002—666+ 84} uo Ajuo teadde sBrip [ebaj|l 40 |oyooe Jo 8sn Jo uoIssassod,, pue sbnip [ebejl Jo uonnquisiq, swal Aenns ay g
‘g pUe ‘/ ‘9 $8J0Uj00} Ul paulpno se ‘pabueyd sbnup pue joy
| )840, JO SuosHedwwoo 1081Ip Buew usym pasn &g PINOYS uolnNedg

-09Je Inoge suonsenb Aenns ey} asneoaq sieak usemiaq SJuapk

1)

]
)
«
<
)

808
901

|

|

|
+—00
©
©
N

c WS|[EpUBA
[ Juswsseley [enxas
— - **,|0yo9ye Jo asn Jo ‘uoissassod ‘U %5: SI]
" gsBnup uonduosaid jo asn Jo ‘uoissassod ‘uoinguisip arendolddeu
~+,sBnJp [eBayli jo asn Jo ‘uoissassod ‘uopnauisig
*9S0NIP [BD3]1 10 [0YOD[B JO 8SN IO UOISSESSOd
,SBnup [ebay|l jo uoinguisiq
108[qo dJeys 10 ajiuy B JO uoissassod
901N 9AISO|dXe/WLIEdll} B JO UOISSassod
Sjuapoul JaY0
vHauL
* uodeam e Jnoyum v_omwm [eaisAyd jo 1ealy
uodeam e Jnoypm ybiy Jo V_oﬁ»m [eaIsAud
uodeam e Jnoyim Aiaqqoy
uodeam x:\s A1aqqoy
** uodeam e yym xoeye [eaisAyd Jo jealy]
uodeam e yym Jybyy Jo oeje [eaisiyd
odel cmm:mﬁo JoJjeq [EnXeS
ade) pajdwalie Jo adey
SJUSpIOU JUSJOIA SNOITBS
1 JUSJOIA

I
(<=
~r~
<ai

Il

Il

Il
L0
—5
s
<o
—o

S s
s s

N
Il

<o
Qi
-

~
=
N
@© | ©
l®le
N

[
N

I
N—a

[V
s
10
S

oo ooSoOSoS . rooSoS

QG FTOAMOBSMILO0 O ATO—A]

S POSO—AFOHFLO 1§ BSOS

AN ACANNGOFEOD = B3

O
ONNST >
SOSOOSSTS O S =O—

SINACANBOYRO Is SO

B (DNOANNOCOTO— S O

I
e}

m— N <
N+~ o <
AN+~ N D
~
-
-
MmN @ 1D
q+— N 1o

OI~DNDOD I O DIt
NNF—FOB & SIS ——O 00—

DOD-DITAOO N SNDIOH0+D
N =R AN RN v —NQ O

[e10L
a91j0d o} syuapioui papoday

‘g WS|[epueA
Juswsseley [enxas
**,J0yooe Jo asn Jo ‘uoissassod ‘uonnquisi
" ¢8Bnup uondiioseld Jo esi Jo ‘uoissessod ‘Uopnguisip ejendoiddey
~+,sBnup [eBayli jo asn o ‘uoissassod ‘uopnauisig
*9S0NIP [eD3]1 10 [0Y0OD[B JO 8SN IO UOISSESSOd
oSBnup [ebay|l jo uoiinguisiq
108[qo dJeys 10 ajiuy B JO uoissassod
901Aap 9AISO|dXe/WIEdll} B JO UOISSassod
sSjusploul ;syio
vHOUL
uodeam € Jnoypm v_os% [eaisAyd jo Jeajy
uodeam & Jnoyym Jybly Jo v_omﬁm [eaIsAud
uodeam e Jnoypm
uodeam Mﬁ_\s A1aqqoy
** uodeam e yym xoeye [easAyd Jo jealy
uodeam e yym Jybyy Jo oeje [edaisAud
adel cmm:mﬁo JoJjeq [EnXeS
ades pajdwape Jo adey
SJUSpIOU JUSJOIA SNOITSS
JUBPIOUI JUBJOIA
¢[BI0L
juapioul papiodsy

[4 b
0002666 801jod 0} paplodal 1o papiooal swild Jo adAl

—roooooSo

mlrooocoocoSoos = oo

clrocoooocooo

NN OO IRND Q FFOF O

10| QRVOMRDONTON 1 OO

© |~

| OUOYooD— Y & S Ol 00

Treeeeeeee e Tt e
QOO Q INOM

@ NONOUDTRAN O OO
N|©MBOEOONOS 10 O

AN | =0 — AL
LD | LO 0O M~ 00 O LO LD v— QO
@O AN

@ |
©|m—
o
=]
=
O |m—
©|F—

L
(N
| L
S oo~ NO©
[=l=I=}
QAT ANANNNN < Q—O

I

I
|
|
o
- |
w
<
+—<O

SRR
w

Il
Il
Il
14—
10
S
©—v
et
QAr—v
1+
10
=

N | |™

S22

N <
+—C0:
O
=

D | N |0

NEIRIE:

N~ 0

.
200
ee
om
—al

]
=
<
I¢)
N
<+~

LAY
o<t

N

@

I
|
|
59}
i
S
- rOroS

- Q)
omwéw 004822 |(0g'+
00L'ESy | (EV'L

wom S mwo

|
@
-
-
~

<
=)
~—10
S
| A
~ oY ®oNT——<Oo—
@ m

E=
5 |
=
|
>
> &
=

o<
>
R¥ s ©
>
N
KT < ©
I~
=]
z
~D S ©
D] DO~ NO—IOO— §
=
Ko < ©
o <

L0

oo oo
o
I~

2]

(el =l=l=l=)=]=]

OO
OO,
had Ll S2SISISISISISAmh il i Al = 1S

WBOBO——00 QN
o

=3
S
S

O FE O
1=}
8
<
o
S
i
2
Ak
S

O QIO HHOWO—

wo
0
=5
53
ol
o
*
o
S
<!
~
15
~
©
=<
-

18| HCONONOTOS F BT

[~

B IBBNOCAMBOWIAIN N YO

[~

B (INNOAMOOOTA © oAl

0 [~

S rocooSSoS

B = BOMFOSOGN B F©

©0 [co—

QG OOAB—OIBMA B ALOAING

[~

<

=3
S|RTOMONATOT = =N
% SS— MM
10[IRNOOOMIAIND @ IN©
N|{N—noonT TN © N®
QSO ML O
10| $MNOOOOMNO © O
M RO OMOOLD
N MO MO©M
= LNSOATIOMNN © SO

S
|
=
|
=
|

6 8 L 9 S 14

ZSIuapnis 000"} 01-6002 80-,002 90-5002
Jad ajey

™

SJuspIoUl O JaquINN | S|00Y9s JO JusdIsd ¥0-€002

WW1-€102 $|00Yds JO Juddied

[sesayjuaied uj seadde siouie piepuels]

¥1-€10Z UBNoIY} 000Z-6661 ‘SIeak payosjas :awd Jo adAy Aq ‘spuspnys 000°L

Jad 93kl pue ‘sjuapioul Jo Jaquinu ‘ao1j0d 0} syusapioul Buipiodal pue jooyss Je awid Jo suapioul Buipiosal sjooyss aignd jo abejussiad *1'9 9|qel

Supplemental Tables

138



('5102 Joqwsidag pasedaid sem ajqel sIy1) v 1—€L0g JABANS 8siaAun [00yoS Arepuodag/Areyuswalg dland,, (dDD) ereq Jo 210D
uowiwo) pue ‘710z ‘90} SSHA 71— 102 dundiosiq pue Alejes 1004os, (SSH4) walshs Aening esuodsay iseq ‘0102 (SOOSS)
Aojes pue swu) uo AenINg [00YOS 01-6002 ‘SOHSHEIS UOHEONPT 10} Jajus) [EUOHEN ‘UoedNp3 jo Juswieded 'S'N :30HNOS

*Buipunos Jo asneoaq S[ejo} 0} WNS Jou ABW [[E}S( "UOISSSS Ul 218M SJUSAS 10 SBIIAIOE [00UOS USUM JO SINOY |00YDS [eWiou

Jaye Jo ‘Buunp ‘aiojeq paLnooo Jey) SJuSpIoul apNnjoul O} PaJoNIsUl d1am sjuapuodsay "SOIIAIOE IO SJUBAS Palosuods-jooyos pjoy
1ey) seoe(d Je pue ‘sasnd [00ys Uo ‘spunoib jooyds uo ‘sBulp|ing jooyds Ui uaddey Jey SaNIAIOE SpNjoUl O} PAUNSP SEM J00YDS 1Y,
"Jooyos 8y} Je sanss| Ajojes pue awud Inoge ajqeabpajmou 1sow uosiad sy} Jo [ediound mE E papinoid aiem sasuodsay 310N
¥ 1—€ L0Z 10} B|qe|leA. JOU 1 S|00UOS PauIquIod pue sjooyds ybiy

uo ejep ajeredas "s|jooyos g - Buipnjour ‘sepeld Jo suoReUIGIOD JAUI0 |[B 9PN|oUl SJO0YDS paulquio)) gl apelf uey} Jaybiy jou st
apelb 1saybiy ayy pue g apeld uey) Jomo| Jou si apeld }1SeMo| BU} YoIUM U| S|ooyds Se paulap are sjooyas ybiH "6 apeib ueyy Jaybiy
10U s1 apeib 1saybiy ay) pue  apeld uey) Jemoj Jou si 9peIb 1SaMO] BU) UJIYM Ul S|00YIS SB pauljap aie S|ooyds s|ppIiA ‘g apeld uey)
J8ybiy Jou si apeib 1saybiy ay pue ¢ apeib ueyy Jaybiy Jou si apelb }Semo| 8y} YoIym Ui S|00YdS Se paulep ale S|jooyds Alewiids
“ejep Q00 wiol) paindwod osje sem youn| ao1d-paonpai Jo 881} Jo} 8|qif

-n}s Jo Jaquinu [e10} 8y} Aq syuspioul Jo Jaquinu sy} Buipiaip Aq perejnofes sem sjuspnis 000‘ | Jed ajel ay) ‘v 1—€ 10g 104 "youn| soud
-paonpai 1o 9y} 1o} a|qibije syuapnis Jo abejuaciad By} UO EBJEP JOU SIUNOD JUSW|0IUS |00YDS JaY)BU Pajoaj|0d ABAINS #L—€10g dULy
‘uodeam B Jnoyym Jo yum A1eqqol pue ‘uodeam B yum yoene

[eaisAyd jo reaiyr ‘uodeam e yum By Jo soene [eaisAyd ‘edes ueyy sayo Aieneq [enxes ‘edes apnjoul SUSPIOUI JUSIOIA SNOLIBSe
‘uodeam e Jnoynm yoeye [eaisAyd Jo

Jeaiy} pue uodeam e Jnoyym Jybiy 1o soene [eaisAyd se |jom Se (g 910ul00} 98S) SJUSPIOUI JUS|OIA SNOLIBS SPN|OUl SJUSPIOUI JUSIOIA ||
'sjnsal {1—¢ |0g pajoedwi aney Aew uonensiuiwpe Asains ul obueyo pue ezis sjdwes Jojjews oy "ojdwes Joj[ews e uo paljes
os[e Aenins y1—g10g 8yl "auluo Asnns ay) Bunsidwod jo uondo ay) aney jou pip SOOSS O} sluspuodsal sealeym ‘suljuo Aea
-Ins ay} a}e|dwoo 0} Jo (¥oeq w pue) Jaded uo Asnins ay} a1e|dwod 0} Jayyd asooyd pinod ABAINS L —€ LOZ 8} 0} sjuspuodsai
‘JoAeMOH "Blep SOOSS Uim suosliedwod mojjie o} paubisep sem AeaIns L-€10g 9UL (SOOSS) A1efes pue swu) uo Aening
Jooyos ay} Buisn pajoa)jod a1am 0 L—600g 10} BIep ajium ‘walsAS Aaning esuodsay 1seq ay) Buisn psjos|joo a1em #L—€1.0g 10} eleq,
Jojealb Jo

s21ad 0G s! (AD) UoIELEA JO JUBIOIJ80D U} O SJewWIlSe S|gelja) B J0} SBSEO Ma) 00} 1B a1y} Jaylg ‘Jow jou spiepuess buiiodeyt
‘Jusdsad QG pue OF UsBMIS( SI 81eWIISE SIU} 10} (AD) UOHBLIBA JO JUSIOIS00 8] "Uoined yum erep j1eidisiujj

‘ojqeoydde JoN}

sjuapn)s Jo abejuaoiad ay) Ag S|00YDS JO UOIEIIISSED 8} ‘v L—€ 102 104 (ADD) Ble( JO 8100 UOWWOY) 8y} WOJ) paulelqo sjusp *a|qe|iene JON—
(810) 80 |[(oee't) o0s8 |(Le) zoL |(eE) 9/z |(oge’ey) 008102 |(167) Z1L |(00KL) 0086l |(G¥0) OC  |(0ssY) 0010z |(097) 62 |(eLE) €1 |(09eE) 00cLly |(B¥Y) 18 “"001-9L
(g zo  |(o) o058 |(egl) 9wk |(eeh) i |logel) ooele|(oog) v29 |(00cl) 0ogee ((e0) 1L |(0v8Q) OOLEL L9 8SH |legh) €/ |(0%0%e) cov'vee |(eve) gL 611G
(000 ¥0 [(02) 009% |[(691) 0L |(680) LOF |(082z2)) 00CLvL |(e87) 699 |(06e'l) 0062 [(9K0) O |(06') oogel|(E81) Q9L |(BYH) L& |(orr0e) 005062 |(€ke) 09L "'05-92
(00) €0 |[(s9) oot |[(loe) eor |(60) 19 |(0z6%) oov'ee |(6z€) 805 | (060D ooLSt |(Lk0) 90 |(Oov'l) o0L9 |(@l) SoL |80 6L [(wt) 0oLk |(0€) 929 G2-0
»,4oun| 8oud-paonpai Jo
931} 10} 8|q1b1je Sjuspnis Jo Jusdiad

(o) 90 [(z12) oooek [(l) zsL |(ere) 60z |(06v'vh) OOVLvY |(6ce) ¥OL | (Oel'l) oog'le |(€20) ¥L  |(0%€h) Ooov'se |(@8)) Lie |61 tie  [(0/9'ty) 008'88S [(GL1) TBL - alow 1o jusoied 0g
(000 g0 (020l 0089 |02 6wk [(l01) 6L |(OvSSL) oogest |(187) L@ |(06el) 0L |(€20) 2zt |(000) O0LGL |(851) 98L |1 1ez  |(09602) 009%6e |(p1e) 6GL |(0S9) 00002 .Ewea (G Ueyj} sse| 0} jusoied 0z
(k) 50 |(ogo) oovs |(ogL) oL |(e60) €01 |(oeEol) 009'LLL|(S5E) 129 |(0el'l) o0gTe |(er0) 90 |{oeyh) 00g9 |(6el) 66 [(6LN gLl |(0SSH 008'gel (8 629 [(080°1) 006(0c | iuediad 0g ULy sse| o} sdled ¢
B00) izo |() : g2 irs |Ler) 9L | oosoe |(Gr9) Les |(oe) ooeL |0 ik |(060) i00v'S |(ese) 92k |(@9€) e |(Ove'0e) oos'BOL |(eee) 969  |(086) “*Juedled G Uey} ssa
Sjuspnis aAlleN eyjsely

JUeIpU| UBdLIBWY PUE ‘I8puels|

O}jioed/uelsy ‘OluedsiH foe|g
JO JuBW||01U PAUIQWIOD JUBdI8d

(0Q  vo |(ve) oogs (5N 66 |(egl) el |(08Lon) oozlol |(lee) @29 |(0e0(l) 00982 |(920) 1L |(oee) 009k (1) eek |y Sae |(oiesH oovose (16 gos |(0oE) " einy
810) 80 |(ov0') oovy |(Ove) vzl [(102) €8l |(ovsel) ooreol |(16€) ¥9L |(0S2) o080l [(€20) 1L |(06e’l) 00e9 |(e€?) 9GL |(ee) 28z |(06kle) 0099l [(bie) €08 |(OLK) “umoy
(00 0 [(ow0') 0009 |[(ol) et |z 61 |(ori0g) ooLesl |(€Le) ¥09 |(0e9) 005tz [(81D) O |(00%€) 00c9l|(081) SSL |(esl) vee |(owote) 0o0'le [(1ee) seL  |(ove) " ueqingng
G0 zo |(w2 ooror |(ee St |82 L0c |(0ege) 00c00E |(962) 089 |09 ooLle (1) €L |(0es?) oovzl (e L1z |(2) sse  |(oev'ze) ooegee |(@k2) 6L |(06H 1)
9ed07

(00) S0 |(oog) ~00g9 |97 €Se |(e60) Lzob |(09gel) o069l ((BLR) v98 |(00g) 0058 |(GLO) gL |(080) oozt (o) 8z |(erl) gge |(oLkon oLole |(eel) vse  |(09) aiow Jo 000’
(o) g0 |(ez2) oos'Lh |(s1) 62l |WHD) 6%k |(018%2) 009l |(861) 169 |(0se) 00L0e [(ek0) 80  |(0zpe) oovol|(erl) 6GL |81 0Se |(0eo'se) ooesy [(GL1) 9L (00K " 666-00G
(kg 50 |l Qo0s |(D) Lok |(oge) g6l |(osyse) ooseoe |(087) 09 |(0sel) ovSe |(6E0) vl |(095) 00ewh \WhE LSk |(we) S% |(0LKSy oovvie |GeR) €1 |(08h) " 667-00€
60 g0 | i (652 €1 |2 o9l |(O10GH) oozeL |BLY) 9te  |(Ove't) oogel |(150) 19 |(00K?) TooK9 |(Lk)) vOL |BOY) T2 |(0eel) oog‘tiL |(szE) 829 |(ooh) 00€ Uey) sso
9ZIs Juswijoiuz

i - |® - [ - h = W - o= m = b s i) s (ere) ¢St |(leq 802 |(0/52) 00029 |(eeq) e |(0oe) 00¥'9 *pauiquo)

1) — |l ) - b = — @ = ) = o e |oer) oosel|(Gen 922 |60l vie |2 oortee [(1g1) 606 (02 g e 100Yds YoIH
€ro) 20 |(0os't) 8:: (Gg1) e6L |(660) 6¢€L |(089'Gl) 006'60C |(€SQ) 08 |(0ce) oov'sL | () - | L () — L) paUIqI09/j004ds YOIH
(¢Q 80 |(osL) 009L |(@61) €8 |(85H) egz |(0S0SH o0s8ee |61 928 |(0Sg) 00K9L [(G20) §1  |(09E%Q) 009l \(ov'l) 68k |(07) OOy |(0iE6l) 002Ge |(OK1) 06 |(00)) 88_ : 8lPPIN
G000 €0 |loszH o0z |Gl 26 |Gl o€l |(oesey) ooesle |(BLe) 82 |(008) oos6y [(LkO) 0L |(08L€) o062 |yl oeL |91 €l |(0ceze) ooLesy ') v |(Ove) 0068y Arewiid
¢|9N9] |00YdS

(900) g0 |[(oeL?) oosse [(oow)  ver  [G0)) vl [(obs'sk) 00025 |(9v'M) 099 |(0v8) 00K#8 [@r0) 1L |(01g'S) ooses |(b60) voL  |(160) 052 |(06EH) 00LESLL geL “lejoL
Sl i el 2k L ok 6 8 L 9 S ¥ 2 !
ySiuapnis sjuapioul Jo »Siuapnis sjuaploul Jo Buipiooal $|00Y2s Sjuapnis 000‘} | Suaploul Jo Buipiooas sjuapnis sjusploul Jo Ip1093) s|ooyas 2}S118}0BIBYD |00YOS

000} JaquinN s|ooyos 000} JaquinN s|ooyas Iignd jo Jad ajey JaquinN S|00Y2S 000} JaquinN s|00yas aljgnd jo
Jad a1y 10 JusdIed Jlad ayey 40 JudIad Jaquinu 40 JuddIad Jad a1y 40 JuddIad Jaquinu
¢SIUBPIoUl JUBJOIA SNOLIBS ZSIU8pIoUl JUB|OIA |y oL ¢SIUBPIoUI JUBJOIA SNOLIBS ZS1UspIoul JUBJOIA || oL
WI-€102 01-6002

[sesayjuaied ui Jeadde siows plepuelg]

¥1—-€10Z PUe 01L—600Z :S213S1I9}orIRYD |OOYIS Pa)Ia]as pue JuUapioul JuUajoIA

Jo KioBajes Aq ‘syuapnis 000‘L J12d ajes pue ‘sjuapioul Jo Jaquinu ‘[oOoYds Je aWID JO SJUSPIdUI JUdJOIA Buipioosaa sjooyas 21jqnd jo abejuasiad

‘2’9 9|qeL

139

2015

Indicators of School Crime and Safety



(€102 Joqueldes pasedeid sem sjge)} siyL) ‘0102 (SOOSS)

Aajes pue awil) uo ABAINS |00Y0S 01L—6002 ‘SONSIFeIS uoyeonpd 4o} Jajua) [euoien ‘uolyeonpd jo juswyedsd 'S'N :30HNOS
‘Buipunol Jo 8snesaq S[ejo} 0} WINS Jou Aew B9 “UOISSSS U| 810M SJUSAS 1O SOIIAIDE [00UDS USUYM JO SINOY [00UDS [EULIOU Jo)e
10 ‘Bunnp ‘e10j8q Pa1INd20 1B} SJUSPIOUI PN[OUI O} PIONJISUl BIaM Sjuspuodsay "SaINAIOE 10 SJUSAS palosuods-|ooyds pioy Jeu}
sooe|d Je pue ‘sasng |0oyos uo ‘spunoib jooyos uo ‘sBulp|ing jooyos ul uaddey ey SINAIOE Spnjoul O} PaULSP SeM JOOUOS 1Y/,
"Jooyds 8y} e sanssi Algjes pue awid Inoge ajqeabpajmous jsow uosiad ay Jo [ediound ayy Aq papinoid a1em sesuodsay 310N
"SO0SS 4o} auweyy Budwes sy) (@00) eled

JO 810D UOWIWOY BY} WO} PAUIEICO Sem S1aydea) 31 4 JO Jaquinu [ejo) sy} BuipseBial uonewoju ‘s19yoes) (31 4) Jusfeainbe-swi
-lIn} Jo Jaquinu [e30} 8y} AQ |00YOS B} Ul PaJjoJud SIUBPN]S JO Jaquinu [ejo} ayl Buipiaip Aq pajenojed sem oljel JayoealuspniSy
*sjooyds g -y Buipnjoul ‘sapeib Jo suoieuiquiod Jaylo ||e apnjoul S|ooyds paulquio) gL apelb ueyy jaybiy jou s| apeld

1saybiy ay} pue 6 apelb uey) Jomoj Jou si apeid 1Samo| 8y} Ydiym Ui S|ooyos se paulap ale sjooyds ybiH 6 apelb ueyy saybiy jou

s1 opelb 1saybiy ay) pue  apeib uey) Jomoj Jou S| apelb 1Samo| BU} YoIUm Ul SJo0YdS Se pauljep aie S|ooyos a|ppIn ‘g apelb uey)
J1aybiy Jou si apeib 1saybiy ay) pue ¢ apelb uey) Jaybiy Jou s apelb 1Semo| 8y} YoIYM Ul S|00YOS SE pauljep aJe S|ooyds Alewllids
‘wisiiepueA pue ‘sbnip uonduosaid jo asn 1o ‘uoissassod ‘uonnquisip ayeudoiddeur {loyooje Jo sbnip [eba| jo 8sn Jo ‘uols
-sassod ‘uonnquisip ‘10alqo dieys Jo ajiuy e Jo uoissassod :9o1nep aAISO|dXe JO Wieall B JO uoissassod apnjoul  SJUapIoul J8Yl0,y
‘siyay Jo sadA} Jayjo |le pue ‘sulyoew Buipusn e wolj Yoy} ‘9joAdlq B Jo Yoy ‘seli0sseoo. 10 sued ajolyen Jojow

10 9|21y Jojow e wolj Yoy} ‘Buipjing e wolj Yay} ‘(Jaumo wolj Ji 9xe} 0} pasn Sem 8010} OU Jo papuajeun Yaj ji) yoedyoeq Jo asind
e Buijesss ‘Bupiold yex00d sepnjoul siy| ;Wwiey AjIpog 10 ‘@dus|olA ‘}eaiy} ‘uoliejuoiuod jeuosiad Jnoyum Apedoid suosiad Jayjoue
Jo Bunie} jnymejun sy, se sjuspuodsal 0} paulep SEM (UoejuoLuOD [euosiad INoyIMm 0 1 $ Jano yuom sbuiyy Buniey) Ausorelnyey ¢
‘uodeam € Jnoyum Jo yum A1aqqos pue ‘uodeam e yim soene

[eaisAyd jo yeaiy) ‘uodeam e yum by 1o yoene [eoisAyd ‘edes uey Jayio Aiepeq [enxas ‘ades apnjoul SJUSPIOUI JUSIOIA SNOLBS,
‘uodeam e Jnoyym yoepe [eaisAyd jo yeaiyy

pue uodeam € jnoyum Jybiy 1o xoepe [edisAyd se ||om Se (g 2]oujo0} 99S) SJUSPIOUl JUSJOIA SNOLSS PN|OUl SUBPIOUI JUSIOIA ||V,
Juaoiad OG puE OF UBMIS] SI BJBWIISA SIU} 10} (AD) UOHELIEA JO JUBIOIS00 8] "UolNed Yum ejep jaidiaulj

(920) 66 |(01G'9) 005Gk [(£9')) 69y [(GLO) Le  |(009'e) 00e'69 |(e5l) €S [(800) SO  [(0K2@) oov'el |(es0) €Lh |(€€0) LS 092'8) 00v'9yk [(9L1) v'6€  |(000'H) 00628 "9} Uey} dIol
(€e0) 1G  |(0s0'9) 00688 [(L1) 9Sr |(BLO) e |(0gge) ookey |(ev'l) 8Se [(G00) GO  [(0o6) 006 |(OKE) 00k |(SL0) ¥L 06v'el) 00g'8ek [(96) Sy |(096) 009 91—z}
(Go0) e |(oeL2) ootz [(15e) vov |(B0) Lz |(o')) oov'hk |(eee) sve |(Lk0) g0 [(osk)  oogz |(G8'H) L8 |(r0) 69 [(0se's) ooo'6z |(ovE) 89¢ |(096) 00ETl gk Uey s8]
40ljel Jayoesluspnls

(6v0) 89 |(06%) o000'6S |(9r2) o8y [(6LO) &1 0c0'7) 008l |(88')) €0z |(ee0) 60 |(0gge) 00s6 |(@6) Lvh |(821) 86 Ovi'el) oov'se |(162) vy |(0v6e) 0016l 004-9/
(ov0) 65 |(oov's) ooeeL |(652) Giv |(Ge0) 9T Ozee) ooc'le |(s6'l) 622 [(600) 0 |(09L't) oov's |[(0) 88  [(150) KL 009'9) 0028 |(0S2) €0y |(020't) 008'€z G/-1S
(9e0) 66  |(010'9) 0069 |(c62) 08y |(620) €€ ove) oocey |(€8')) zle [(G00) 0 |09 000'S |(k€'W) L0k |(eg0) 87 0/1'y) 00L9L |((e6h) Lev |(0S0°H) 00Lce 05-92
(le0) ot |(0se'e) 002tS |(652) 9or |(020) 9T Ozv'e) oosoe |(eLl) 89z |(W00) €0 |(099) 009t |(oL0) vL |(Gz0) 9€ 0/2e) oocey |(B6'L) 8€e  |(069) OOLLL G2-0
youn| ao1d-paonpal
10 981} 10} B|qIbI[@ SjuspN]s JO Jusdiad

(re0) 99  |(0se'9) oos'eel [(Ge2) LeS [(6L0) ST |(o'e) o005y (L)) LS |@@E0) 0 [(01€Q) o0KYk|(zl)  Svb  |(290) g8  [(0sk'er) 00209l |(9e?) 82y |(0Z2') 00k0e ** alow 4o Jusosed 0g
(€e0) 1S |(ove'y) 00s'9 |(6ee) €9v |(€20) LT 006'7) 006%€ [(L2')) 892 [(800) +0 |(0L2) 000 |(Or') €0k [(050) 6 0/8') 0005 [(022) L |(0S9) 00002 " jugosed 0 Uey) ssa| o} Jusdiad 0z
@@e0) v |(oi8e) oozes [(1€2) Loy |(920) Lz |(067) ooroe |(99')) 8t |(o0) €0  |(osk) oog'e |(080) 99 |(@e0) ¥ |(0co'®) oos'sy |(ez)) 8Ge |(080°) 00602 *jusoled Oz Uey) sse| 0} Jusdied §
(6v0) ¢ev |(0z82) o0z0c |(0ce) g8e |(2e0) 2T 06v'l) 0020l |(¥Se) gez [(600) €0 |(oov)  oov'h |9 1z |0 e |(09e?) 0000 |(00€) G9e |(086) 0OLLL " uedsed G uey} sso
SjUSPNIS SAIBN BYSE|Y/UBIPU| UBDLIBWY

pUE ‘IpUe|s| OljioBd/UBISY ‘OjuedsiH
“YoB|g JO JUBW]||0JUS PAUIGUIOD JUSdIad

(9g0) st |(0z927) o086y |(68')) 8OF |(L20) LT 0e6'7) 00s6e [(002) €S2 [(0L0) 0 |(OLL'H) 006'% |(@el) 18 |(eg0) LS 063's) 0029 |[(e6'l) 09 |[(00E) oOE'GE | [einy
(@s0) 1o |(oe0't) o06'se |(z2e) Loy |(L20) 8¢ |(02L)) oovoL |(eel) 692 |(@00) vO  [(0ge) oorz |(16)) 66  [(950) 99  [(01s'e) oor'ee |(eoe) ey |(orl) ookl |t umoL.
(820) 2§ |(w's) ooLs8 [(112) Sv  |(k10) ve oev'e) o06'6e |(Or1) €92 (8000 ¥0 |(0se'l) ooez |(Lk1) o0L |(L0) §9 0SL'2l) 00904 |(08')) 66E |(Ove) 008'€z | " uegngng
(le0) 99  |(0£%) 00016 [(G8'1) 905 |(20) e |(oer'e) ooo'e |Gt ez |(LL0) Lo [(09v'l) ooz |(G¥'H)  Opk  |(Ge0) 89  [(006%) o0Lve |(l0@) gzv |(06l) 00ske |t Ao
8[ed07
(0v0) +0L |(0/8'9) o000'6EL [(€2'}) 068 |(620) €G 0v9'e) 00g'tL [(02}) 89 |[(80O) 80  |(00KH) 0090k [(£9))  vie |(060) 6L |(00KZH) 000'6SH |(£9'H) 118 |(09) 0068 10W 40 000"
(0z0) e¢ |(010%) o0EWL |(B0Z) 687 |[(2LO) 91 O'2) o00'le [(ov') 9z |(200)  +0 |(ow'D) o006 |(bOL) 90L |(1€0) 8%  |(0£09) oov'ee |(6L1) 9GSy |(00L) 00862 666-00S
(lzo) ze |loeLz) oovee |(8S2) Cov  [(LbO) 2L 082')) o082h [(1k6)) ki |(BOO) +0 |(098) ooLe |(een) vL  |(ev0) 9€ Ovey) 008'9¢ [(622) tle |(08H) 002'Se 66v—-00€
(090) 6¢ |(06g27) 0009l |(6S2) LoOg |(€S0) 61 Ore?) 008 |(re) 9vk |(60O) €0 |(0se) oov'L | iLv |(290) 9€ Ov2'27) 008l |(¥G2) 92z |(00v) 006'8L 00€ UL SS9
92IS Juswjoiug
(@80) €5 |(ose’e) oo6'sL [(98%) 026 |(¥80) ¥  |(02v'?) o0set |(1S) 69¢ |(EL0) i€0 [(0ov) 000 |(we) ¥8 |(0el) G [(0e8'e) o0gee |(ez9) OIS |(002) 00v'9 " pauIquio)
(050) &1L |(0s8's) ooz'ovt [(@e')) 9€8 [(1€0) 09 |(0£'e) oog'eL |(65'l) L9 |(600) 80  [(02kl) o020k |(@K)  6¥2 |(#80) &1L [(0esOr) ooZovl |(19)) 99L |(04) o002l 100y0s yBIH
(620) +9  |(0097) 00€09 |(ee'l) 99 |(€c0) 6T OLL'7) ooLze [(18) kv [(600) L0 |(0s8)  00e9 [(Sel) gL |(b90) Lo |(ovL'9) 00L00L [(€SL) 699 [(0OK) 00E'GH | aIPPIN
(ro) e1  |(oige) ooror |21 €og [(600) vO  |(0s6't) 0056 |(@K1) €6 [(@00) €0 |(0s¥l) oor'9 |(b80) gs  |(€g0) 91 [(oov'e) oog'se |(0o'l) i |(ove) 0068y = Arewnd
¢[@N8] |00YdS
(zvo) g5 |(0oz'®) oov'zoz |(€zh) e€ov |(600) 92  |(08L'%) o008zl |(10) v |(600) S0 |(02€7) 00S°€z |(290) oL |(820) t'9  |(owe‘el) ooe'coe |(€LL) 66E  [(09F) 008%¢8 | lejoL
i gl 4 L 0l 6 8 L 9 g v g Z b
SJuapNIs 000°| | siusploul Jo $|00Y9s Jo SjuapNIs 000‘| | Siusploul Jo $|00y9s Jo SJuspnis 000‘L | sluapioul Jo $|00yos Jo SjuspNis 000‘ | | Siusploul Jo $|00Yds JO $|00yos Jo J1}s18joBIBYD [00Y0S
Jad ayey JaquinN JusdIad Jad ayey JaquinN JusdIad Jad ayey JaquinN J82J8d Jad ayey JaquinN JUELIEN] Jaguinu [ejol
ySIUSpIoUl JOY0 cHouL ZUB|OIA SNOUBS {JUSIOIA |1
SjuapIoul Jus|oIA

[sesayjuaied uj seadde siouie piepuels]

ad/y Aq ‘syuapnis g00‘L 19d ajea pue ‘syuapioul Jo Jaquinu ‘921jod ayj 0} |[ooyds je awid Jo sjuapioul Buiiodaa sjooyss a1jgnd jo abejuaaiad

01—-600Z :SoNS1Id)oRIRYD |00YIS PO}Id|as pue SWLId JO
‘€9 9|qeL

Supplemental Tables

140



blems that occurred at school, by frequency and selected school

ine pro

Selected years, 1999-2000 through 2013-14

iscip

Percentage of public schools reporting selected d
characteristics

Table 7.1.

[Standard errors appear in parentheses]
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Table 7.2.

Percentage of public schools reporting selected types of cyber-bullying problems occurring

at school or away from school at least once a week, by selected school characteristics:

2009-10
[Standard errors appear in parentheses]
School characteristic Cyber-bullying among students | School environment is affected by cyber-bullying | Staff resources are used to deal with cyber-bullying
1 2 3 4
All public schools ...........cccocoouunrnriiiinnns 79 (0.49) 44 (0.34) 3.8 (0.39)
School level’
Primary 15 (0.43) 09! (0.38) 09! (0.34)
Middle 18.6 (1.48) 9.8 (1.07) 85 (1.01)
High SChOOL.....ooourrvrcvcviieicscssciinnenns 17.6 (1.11) 9.9 (0.85) 8.6 (0.81)
Combined 12.6 (3.34) 741 (2.64) t (t)
Enroliment size
Less than 300 ...........cccccuwvemmmnnrnsessviienrinens 4.8 (1.21) 321 (1.05) 29! (0.89)
300-499 4.6 (0.74) 2.8 (0.57) 2.7 (0.64)
500-999 9.3 (0.69) 4.6 (0.57) 3.7 (0.58)
1,000 or more . 19.2 (1.42) 107 (1.26) 9.4 (0.96)
Locale
City 5.7 (0.62) 338 (0.57) 36 (0.70)
Suburban 85 (0.85) 4.0 (0.48) 37 (0.46)
Town 96 (1.45) 58 (1.15) 44 (1.06)
Rural 84 (1.07) 45 (0.89) 4.0 (0.82)
Percent combined enrollment of Black,
Hispanic, Asian/Pacific Islander, and
American Indian/Alaska Native students
Less than 5 percent 12.8 (2.05) 7.7 (1.66) 4.7 (1.32)
5 percent to less than 20 percent . 10.1 (0.90) 5.1 (0.59) 47 (0.72)
20 percent to less than 50 percent 6.7 (0.77) 36 (0.67) 39 (0.74)
50 percent OF MOTe ........cceeeuunrnnes 53 (0.60) 31 (0.41) 28 (0.54)
Percent of students eligible for free or
reduced-price lunch
0-25 10.8 (1.08) 5.0 (0.62) 49 0.72)
26-50 97 (1.14) 43 (0.55) 34 (0.48)
51-75 6.8 (0.83) 49 (0.78) 4.1 (0.78)
76-100 45 (0.96) 33 (0.91) 3.0 (0.73)
Student/teacher ratio?
Lessthan 12... 6.8 (1.36) 4.1 (1.20) 35 (1.02)
12-16 74 (0.71) 40 (0.48) 38 (0.66)
MOIE than 16.......veveeeveereceveessisssssssnseenens 8.7 (0.75) 48 (0.60) 39 (0.56)
Prevalence of violent incidents®
No violent incidents.... 241 (0.90) b ) 1 1)
Any violent incidents .. 9.9 (0.53) 5.6 (0.40) 5.1 (0.53)

TNot applicable.

linterpret data with caution. The coefficient of variation (CV) for this estimate is between 30 and 50
percent.

FReporting standards not met. Either there are too few cases for a reliable estimate or the coeffi-
cient of variation (CV) is 50 percent or greater.

Primary schools are defined as schools in which the lowest grade is not higher than grade 3 and
the highest grade is not higher than grade 8. Middle schools are defined as schools in which the
lowest grade is not lower than grade 4 and the highest grade is not higher than grade 9. High
schools are defined as schools in which the lowest grade is not lower than grade 9 and the high-
est grade is not higher than grade 12. Combined schools include all other combinations of grades,
including K-12 schools.

2Student/teacher ratio was calculated by dividing the total number of students enrolled in the
school by the total number of full-time-equivalent (FTE) teachers. Information regarding the total
number of FTE teachers was obtained from the Common Core of Data (CCD), the sampling
frame for SSOCS.

¥Violent incidents” include rape or attempted rape, sexual battery other than rape, physical attack
or fight with or without a weapon, threat of physical attack or fight with or without a weapon, and
robbery with or without a weapon. “At school” was defined for respondents to include activities
that happen in school buildings, on school grounds, on school buses, and at places that hold
school-sponsored events or activities. Respondents were instructed to respond only for those
times that were during normal school hours or when school activities and events were in session.
NOTE: Includes schools reporting that cyber-bullying happens either “daily” or “at least once a
week? “Cyber-bullying” was defined for respondents as occurring “when willful and repeated harm
is inflicted through the use of computers, cell phones, or other electronic devices” Responses
were provided by the principal or the person most knowledgeable about crime and safety issues
at the school. Respondents were instructed to include cyber-bullying “problems that can occur
anywhere (both at your school and away from school).”

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, 2009-10
School Survey on Crime and Safety (SSOCS), 2010. (This table was prepared September 2013.)
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Table 9.2.

Percentage of public school students in grades 9-12 who reported that illegal drugs

were made available to them on school property during the previous 12 months, by state:

Selected years, 2003 through 2013

[Standard errors appear in parentheses]

State 2003 2005 2007 2009 2011 2013
1 2 3 4 5 6 7
United States’. 28.7 (1.95) 25.4 (1.05) 22.3 (1.04) 22.7 (1.04) 25.6 (0.99) 221 (0.96)
Alabama ..... 26.0 (1.78) 26.2 (1.90) — 1) 276 (1.30) 20.3 (1.32) 25.3 (1.11)
Alaska..... 28.4 (1.24) — (1) 25.1 (1.36) 248 (1.25) 232 (0.98) — (1)
Arizona ... 28.6 (1.28) 387 (1.18) 371 (1.45) 346 (1.43) 34.6 (1.55) 313 (1.46)
Arkansas. - (1) 292 (1.35) 28.1 (1.28) 314 (1.56) 26.1 (1.30) 274 (1.28)
California - Q] - () - (1) - () - ) - ()
Colorado. — 1) 212 (1.81) — 1) 227 (1.52) 17.2 (1.28) — 1)
Connecticut. — (1) 31.5 (0.90) 30.5 (1.52) 28.9 (1.25) 278 (1.43) 271 (0.85)
27.9 (0.90) 26.1 (1.05) 229 (0.99) 20.9 (0.87) 23.1 (1.20) 19.1 (0.83)

30.2 (1.46) 20.3 (1.18) 257 (1.20) — 1) 226 (1.53) - 1)

257 (0.81) 232 (0.85) 19.0 (0.80) 218 (0.72) 229 (0.84) 20.0 (0.64)

333 (1.00) 30.7 (1.25) 320 (1.23) 329 (1.22) 321 (1.34) 26.5 (1.32)

- 1) 327 (1.74) 36.2 (2.46) 36.1 (1.51) 317 (1.48) 31.2 (0.99)

19.6 (1.26) 24.8 (1.52) 25.1 (1.63) 227 (1.39) 244 (1.56) 221 (1.31)

— 1) — 1) 212 (1.18) 275 (1.97) 27.3 (1.46) 272 (1.06)

28.3 (1.55) 28.9 (1.33) 20.5 (1.02) 255 (1.24) 28.3 (1.33) - 1)

— (1) 15.5 (1.37) 10.1 (1.08) — (1) 11.9 (1.16) — (1)

— (1) 16.7 (1.27) 15.0 (1.24) 15.1 (0.78) 249 (1.19) 194 (1.06)

30.4 (1.51) 19.8 (1.23) 27.0 (1.11) 256 (1.49) 244 (1.40) 20.6 (1.15)

— (1) - (1) — () 28 (1.66) 25.1 (1.82) — (1)

326 (1.78) 335 (1.89) 29.1 (1.67) 212 (0.51) 217 (0.80) 18.4 (0.87)

- (1) 28.9 (2.04) 274 (1.46) 29.3 (1.35) 304 (1.99) 29.1 (0.37)

31.9 (1.08) 29.9 (1.09) 27.3 (1.06) 26.1 (1.34) 271 (1.04) 23.0 (0.90)

31.3 (1.50) 28.8 (1.37) 291 (1.07) 29.5 (0.90) 25.4 (0.90) 23.8 (0.94)

innesota. — 1) - (1) — (t) — (1) — (t) — t)
Mississippi .. 223 (1.31) — (1) 15.6 (1.53) 18.0 (1.07) 15.9 (0.89) 12.1 (1.00)
Missouri.. 216 (2.09) 18.2 (1.92) 17.8 (1.49) 17.3 (1.32) — 1) - 1)
Montana.. 26.9 (1.28) 25.3 (1.09) 24.9 (0.83) 20.7 (1.10) 252 (0.93) 228 (0.71)
Nebraska 233 (1.04) 22.0 (0.82) — ) — 1) 20.3 (1.01) 19.2 (1.15)
Nevada 34.5 (1.30) 32.6 (1.53) 28.8 (1.39) 35.6 (1.30) — 1) 31.2 (1.90)
New Hamp 28.2 (1.87) 26.9 (1.40) 225 (1.25) 221 (1.44) 232 (1.44) 20.1 (1.03)
New Jersey. — (1) 326 (1.32) — 1) 322 (1.38) 273 (1.41) 30.7 (1.70)
New Mexico — 1) 335 (1.37) 31.3 (1.39) 30.9 (1.54) 345 (1.24) 328 (1.04)
New York..... 23.0 0.97) 23.7 (0.76) 26.6 (1.09) 24.0 (1.05) — (1) — (1)
North Carolina 31.9 (1.74) 274 (1.66) 285 (1.37) 30.2 (1.51) 29.8 (1.87) 236 (1.61)
North Dakota .. 213 (1.07) 19.6 (1.10) 18.7 (1.05) 19.5 (1.16) 20.8 (1.08) 141 (0.79)
Ohio?... 31.1 (1.68) 30.9 (1.88) 26.7 (1.26) - (1) 243 (1.70) 19.9 (1.41)
Oklahom 222 (1.28) 18.4 (1.49) 19.1 (1.12) 16.8 (1.50) 17.2 (1.36) 14.0 (1.07)
Oregon.... - (1) - (1) - (1) - (1) - (1) - (1)
Pennsylvania — (1) — (1) — (1 16.1 (1.07) — (1) — (1)
Rhode Island .. 26.0 (1.26) 241 (1.11) 25.3 (1.33) 252 (1.52) 224 (0.95) 22,6 (1.16)
South Carolina..... - (1) 291 (1.45) 26.6 (1.58) 276 (1.74) 29.3 (1.83) 245 (1.43)
South Dakota?. 221 (1.25) 20.9 (2.30) 211 (1.98) 17.7 (0.64) 16.0 (1.81) 15.4 (1.70)
Tennessee .. 243 (2.25) 26.6 (1.21) 216 (1.35) 18.8 (1.06) 16.6 (0.88) 248 (1.57)
Texas .. — 1) 30.7 (1.73) 26.5 (0.83) 25.9 (1.25) 294 (1.34) 26.4 (1.24)
247 (2.04) 20.6 (1.36) 23.2 (1.83) 19.7 (1.52) 21.4 (1.55) 20.0 (1.57)

Vermont .. 294 (1.67) 23.1 (1.59) 220 (0.99) 211 (1.21) 17.6 (1.51) - (1)
Virginia.... - (1) - (1 - (1) - (1 24.0 (1.67) - (1)
Washington. — (1) — (1) — (1) — (1) — (1) — (1)
West Virginia 26.5 2.06) 248 (1.36) 286 (2.76) 28.0 (1.27) 17.3 (1.04) 171 (1.16)
Wisconsin ... 26.3 (1.18) 217 (1.18) 227 (1.34) 205 (1.03) 20.9 (1.29) 18.3 (1.01)
Wyoming 18.1 (0.99) 227 (0.97) 247 (1.08) 237 (0.93) 252 (0.97) 20.2 (0.74)
— Not available. given year's data may be unavailable (1) because the state did not participate in the survey

1Not applicable.

Data for the U.S. total include both public and private schools and were collected through a

national survey representing the entire country.
2Data include both public and private schools.

NOTE: “On school property” was not defined for survey respondents. State-level data include
public schools only, with the exception of data for Ohio and South Dakota. Data for the U.S.
total, Ohio, and South Dakota include both public and private schools. For specific states, a
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that year; (2) because the state omitted this particular survey item from the state-level ques-
tionnaire; or (3) because the state had an overall response rate of less than 60 percent (the
overall response rate is the school response rate multiplied by the student response rate).

SOURCE: Centers for Disease Control and Prevention, Division of Adolescent and School
Health, Youth Risk Behavior Surveillance System (YRBSS), 2003 through 2013. (This table

was prepared June 2014.)



Table 9.3. Number of discipline incidents resulting in removal of a student from a regular education
program for at least an entire school day and rate of incidents per 100,000 students, by

discipline reason and state: 2013-14

Number of discipline incidents Rate of discipline incidents per 100,000 students
Violent Weapons Violent Weapons
State Total Alcohol llicit drug incident' |  possession Total Alcohol llicit drug incident! possession
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 1
United States..............ccccc.c.. 1,308,568 24,015 197,171 1,020,894 66,488 2,615 48 394 2,040 133
Alabama. . 41,991 560 5,931 33,808 1,692 5,627 75 795 4,531 227
2,755 116 580 1,915 144 2,104 89 443 1,462 110
30,463 816 3,774 25,050 823 2,763 74 342 2,272 75
20,890 410 1,894 17,743 843 4,263 84 387 3,621 172
285,039 —2 46,425 2 224,727 13,887 4515 —2 7352 3,560 220
Colorado .... 61,546 " 6,866 53,262 707 7,018 81 783 6,073 81
Connecticut 25,670 418 1,379 22,643 1,230 4,700 77 252 4,146 225
Delaware.... 597 56 315 63 163 453 43 239 48 124
District of Columb 7,088 33 198 6,655 202 9,069 42 253 8,515 258
Florida.... 16,755 992 10,642 3,605 1,516 616 36 391 133 56
Georgia... 67,772 725 10,145 53,974 2,928 3,931 42 588 3,131 170
1,956 155 610 946 245 1,047 83 327 506 131
946 62 481 233 170 319 21 162 79 57
16,502 1,106 6,043 4,795 4,558 798 54 292 232 221
42,221 931 3,229 36,447 1,614 4,031 89 308 3,480 154
12,410 301 2,000 9,336 773 2,467 60 398 1,856 154
11,106 237 2,068 8,186 615 2,237 48 417 1,649 124
44,472 649 9,521 33,947 355 6,565 96 1,406 5,011 52
47,602 340 5,339 40,574 1,349 6,690 48 750 5,703 190
3,257 110 595 2,381 171 1,770 60 323 1,204 93
Maryland 33,586 584 3,077 28,215 1,710 3,878 67 355 3,257 197
Massachusetts 24,272 542 2,727 19,795 1,208 2,540 57 285 2,071 126
Michigan 11,677 245 1,450 9,101 881 754 16 94 588 57
Minnesota®. 21,097 478 4,045 15,511 1,063 2,479 56 475 1,823 125
Mississippi 15,040 304 803 13,276 657 3,053 62 163 2,695 133
Missouri.. 19,993 917 6,732 10,904 1,440 2,177 100 733 1,187 157
Montana. 4,768 162 1,030 3,334 242 3,308 12 715 2,313 168
Nebraska. 8,229 169 1,307 6,305 448 2,675 55 425 2,049 146
Nevada... 10,015 278 1,968 7,317 452 2,217 62 436 1,619 100
New Hampshire .. 5,022 124 701 3,855 342 2,696 67 376 2,069 184
New Jersey 12,026 37 2,320 8,541 794 878 27 169 623 58
New Mexico 13,878 303 3,619 9,117 839 4,091 89 1,067 2,687 247
New York.... 18,625 1,373 5,160 7,037 5,055 682 50 189 258 185
North Carolina. 65,259 858 10,413 51,417 2,571 4,263 56 680 3,359 168
1,460 58 432 899 7 1,405 56 416 865 68
76,271 1,047 8,175 64,108 2,941 4,424 61 474 3,718 171
14,483 418 2,199 10,702 1,164 2,124 61 323 1,570 171
15,104 379 2,850 11,332 543 2,547 64 481 1,911 92
39,744 698 2,793 33,741 2,512 2,264 40 159 1,922 143
Rhode Island... 14,735 60 834 13,603 238 10,376 42 587 9,579 168
South Carolina 21,622 403 1,631 19,271 317 2,900 54 219 2,584 43
South Dakota®. 3,297 100 827 2,154 216 2,519 76 632 1,646 165
36,335 2,643 525 33,075 92 3,657 266 53 3,329 9
2,468 37 1,422 517 492 48 1 28 10 10
6,162 112 1,732 3,899 419 985 18 277 623 67
21,210 856 937 17,336 2,081 1,665 67 74 1,361 163
23,172 1,187 6,177 13,472 2,336 2,188 12 583 1,272 221
3,213 42 507 2,604 60 1,144 15 180 927 21
24,116 535 2,735 19,797 1,049 2,758 61 313 2,264 120
651 4 8 369 270 702 4 9 398 291

—Not available.

TIncludes violent incidents with and without physical injury.

2Alcohol incidents were reported in the illicit drug category.

3This state did not report state-level counts of discipline incidents, but did report school-
level counts. The sums of the school-level counts are displayed in place of the unreported
state-level counts.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics,
EDFacts file 030, Data Group 523, extracted October 14, 2015, from the EDFacts Data
Warehouse (internal U.S. Department of Education source); Common Core of Data (CCD),
“State Nonfiscal Survey of Public Elementary and Secondary Education,” 2013—14. (This
table was prepared October 2015.)
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Table 10.2. Percentage of students ages 12-18 who reported being the target of hate-related words at

school, by type of hate-related word and selected student and school characteristics: 2013

[Standard errors appear in parentheses]

Hate-related words related to student’s characteristic
Student or school characteristic Total' Race Ethnicity Religion Disability Gender|  Sexual orientation
1 2 4 5 6 7 8
Total 6.6  (0.40) 33 (0.31) (0.21) 1.2 (0.15) 0.8 (0.14) 1.0 (0.14) 1.1 (0.13)

Sex

Male 66  (0.51) 35 (041) (0.27) 1.0 (0.19) 0.7 (0.16) 0.3 (0.09) 0.9 (0.16)

Female 67  (0.53) 31 (040 (0.30) 1.4 (0.22) 0.9 (0.21) 1.7 (0.29) 1.3 (0.22)
Race/ethnicity?

White 53 (0.43) 16 (0.25) (0.18) 12 (022 12 (022 1.1 0.20) (0.22)

Black 78  (1.20 58  (1.03) (0.48) 10! (0.39) t (1) 0! (041) 110 (043)

Hispanic 74 (084) 39 (0.64) (0.62) 1.0 (0.27) t (1) 0.9 0.25) 0 (0.27)

Asian 103 (2.19) 85 (2.05) (2.00) 211 (0.87) t (1) 1 (f) i (t)

Other 12 (247) 83 (210) (1) t3 (1) t (f) ¥ (1) 1 (f)
Grade

6th 67 (1.33) 35 (0.98) (0.67) 111 (052) t (1) t (1) t (t)

7th 75  (0.89) 36 (0.64) (0.46) 08! (032 111 (0.35) 111 (0.36) 09!  (0.35)

8th 74 (1.01) 33 (072 (0.54) 1.7 (0.48) 1.00  (0.33) 1.4 0.40) 141 (043)

9th 66  (0.94) 30 (068) (0.58) 21 (0.56) 09! (0.36) 09! (0.33) 08! (0.31)

10th 64  (0.97) 39 (076) (0.50) 121 (0.39) 09! (0.32) 07! (0.28) 08! (0.32)

11th 75 (1.01) 39 (0.74) (053) 111 (0.40) t ) 141 (0.45) 23 (0.48)

12th 41 (0.78) 1.8  (0.55) (0.53) t 1) t (1) 06! (032 08!  (0.36)
Urbanicity®

Urban 72 (0.76) 42 (0.65) (0.37) 0.9 (0.21) 06! (0.23) 0.8 0.23) 1.2 (0.25)

Suburban 6.6  (0.50) 31 (0.39) (0.29) 1.3 (0.21) 0.8 (0.19) 1.0 0.18) 0.9 (0.18)

Rural 57  (0.80) 23 (056) (0.49) 15!  (0.45) 121 (0.44) 141  (0.46) 1.4 (0.39)
Control of school

Public 6.6  (0.41) 33 (0.30) (0.21) 1.2 (0.15) 0.8 (0.14) 1.0 (0.15) 1.1 (0.13)

Private 6.7 (1.41) 37  (1.08) (0.79) t 1) t (1) 121 (0.55) t (t)

1Not applicable.

linterpret data with caution. The coefficient of variation (CV) for this estimate is between
30 and 50 percent.

}Reporting standards not met. Either there are too few cases for a reliable estimate or the
coefficient of variation (CV) is 50 percent or greater.

1Students who indicated that they had been called a hate-related word were asked to
choose the specific characteristics that the hate-related word or words targeted. Students
were allowed to choose more than one characteristic. If a student chose more than one
characteristic, he or she is counted only once in the total percentage of students who
reported being called a hate-related word; therefore, the total is less than the sum of the
students’ individual characteristics.

2Race categories exclude persons of Hispanic ethnicity. “Other” includes American Indians/

Alaska Natives, Pacific Islanders, and persons of Two or more races.

3Refers to the Standard Metropolitan Statistical Area (MSA) status of the respondent’s
household as defined in 2000 by the U.S. Census Bureau. Categories include “central city
of an MSA (Urban),” “in MSA but not in central city (Suburban),” “and not MSA (Rural).”
NOTE: “At school” includes in the school building, on school property, on a school bus, or
going to and from school. “Hate-related” refers to derogatory terms used by others in ref-
erence to students’ personal characteristics. Detail may not sum to totals because of
rounding and because students may have reported being targets of hate-related words
related to more than one student characteristic.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Justice, Bureau of Justice Statistics, School Crime Supple-
ment (SCS) to the National Crime Victimization Survey, 2013. (This table was prepared
August 2014.)
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Table 11.2.

Percentage of students ages 12-18 who reported being bullied at school during the school

year and, among bullied students, percentage who reported being bullied in various
locations, by selected student and school characteristics: 2013

[Standard errors appear in parentheses]

Among students who were bullied, percent by location’
Inside In hallway In bathroom Somewhere else Outside on
Student or school characteristic Total classroom or stairwell or locker room Cafeteria | in school building | school grounds On school bus
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
Total 215 (0.66)) 336 (1.54)| 456 (1.73) 91 (0.84) 189 (1.17) 08! (0.30)| 229 (1.44) 7.8 (0.86)

Sex

Male 195 (0.81)| 311 (213)| 458 (237)| 116 (146)| 179 (1.76) t (1) 223 (1.85)| 89  (1.41)

Female 237 (0.98)| 358 (2.03)| 453 (237) 70  (1.01)] 19.7  (1.69) 121 (0.54)] 234 (1.92) 6.9 (1.12)
Race/ethnicity?

White 237 (0.93)| 339 (208)| 469 (200) 11.0 (1.24)| 198 (1.53)| 08! (0.34) 229 (1.89)| 96  (1.18)

Black 203 (1.81)| 287 (4.03)| 395 (4.27) 511 (2.000 192 (3.36) i ()| 187 (3.10) 64! (2.15)

Hispanic 192 (1.30)| 356 (3.02)| 448 (347)) 71 (1.66)| 155  (2.45) t ()| 264 (308 23! (1.00)

Asian 92 (1.67) 1 (1) 1 (1) t (1) t (1) i (1) b3 (1) t ()

Other 252  (3.60) 319 (592 483 (7.19) 1 1) 1431 (5.14) b (1) 251 (5.08) 170! (5.47)
Grade

6th 278 (231)| 349 (423)| 409 (4.91) 73! (257)| 116  (2.98) i ()| 364 (437) 1741 (3.61)

7th 264 (165 324 (2.88)| 436 (3.35)| 129 (225 208 (2.63) 1 (f)| 26.8 (303) 102 (1.92)

8th 217 (142)| 380 (412)| 412 (400)) 77 (208 180 (297 t ()| 261 (353)| 87 (240

9th 230 (142)| 299 (344)| 420 (361) 95 (2.01)] 239 (3.22) t ()| 19.0 (276) 57! (1.80)

10th 195 (1.48)| 401 (4.32)| 526 (463)| 90 (224)| 192 (3.15) t ) 200 (379) 79 (217

11th 200 (1.50)| 295 (3.66)| 522 (4.05) 82 (243)| 188 (3.35) i ()| 166 (3.52) i (1)

12th 141 (151)| 301 (5.29)| 474 (592)| 62! (247)| 149 (4.18) t ()| 141 (380) 1 )
Urbanicity®

Urban 207 (1.10)| 343 (3.05)| 422 (3.07) 79 (1.59)| 215 (2.35) i ()] 262 (2.86) 48 (1.29)

Suburban 220 (0.90)) 329 (201)| 483 (2.18) 95 (1.12)| 180 (1.61) t ()] 223 (1.89) 9.0 (1.25)

Rural 214 (186)| 851 (417)| 4.9 (393)| 102 (207)] 170 (279) t ()| 187 (357) 92  (1.84)
Control of school

Public 215 (067)| 333 (1.61)| 46.1 (1.80) 93 (0.90)| 187 (1.22) 08! (0.33)| 223 (147) 8.2 (0.91)

Private 224 (271) 367 (532)| 392 (5.26) 67! (2.64)| 205 (4.47) i ()| 3801 (5.17) t (1)

TNot applicable.

linterpret data with caution. The coefficient of variation (CV) for this estimate is between 30 and
50 percent.

tReporting standards not met. Either there are too few cases for a reliable estimate or the coeffi-
cient of variation (CV) is 50 percent or greater.

TIncludes only students who indicated the location of bullying. Excludes students who indicated
that they were bullied but did not answer the question about where the bullying occurred.

2Race categories exclude persons of Hispanic ethnicity. “Other” includes American Indians/
Alaska Natives, Pacific Islanders, and persons of Two or more races.

3Refers to the Standard Metropolitan Statistical Area (MSA) status of the respondent’s house-
hold as defined in 2000 by the U.S. Census Bureau. Categories include “central city of an MSA
(Urban),” “in MSA but not in central city (Suburban),” and “not MSA (Rural).”

NOTE: “At school” includes the school building, on school property, on a school bus, or going to
and from school. Location totals may sum to more than 100 percent because students could
have been bullied in more than one location.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Justice, Bureau of Justice Statistics, School Crime Supplement
(SCS) to the National Crime Victimization Survey, 2013. (This table was prepared August 2014.)
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Table 11.3.

Percentage of students ages 12-18 who reported being cyber-bullied anywhere during the

school year, by type of cyber-bullying and selected student and school characteristics: 2013

[Standard errors appear in parentheses]

Type of cyber-bullying
Private
Hurtful information Subject of Subject of Subject of Subject of
Total cyber- information | purposely shared | harassing instant harassing text harassing | harassment while Excluded

Student or school characteristic bullying’ on Internet on Internet messages messages e-mails gaming online
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9

Total 6.9 (042 28  (0.24) 0.9 (0.15) 21 (0.22) 32 (0.28) 09 (0.15) 1.5 (0.18) 09 (0.13)
Sex

Male 52 (043) 12 (0.22) 04  (0.12) 1.0 (0.19) 16 (0.25) 02! (0.09) 25 (0.31) 09  (0.18)
Female 86 (0.63) 45  (0.42) 15  (0.27) 34 (0.39) 49 (0.51) 1.7 (0.30) 04! (0.14) 0.9 (0.18)
Race/ethnicity?

White 76 (057)] 29 (0.35) 10 (022)| 22 (027) 38 (042)| 08 (0.19 18 (0.26) 10 (0.18)
Black 45 (0.94) 22  (0.63) t (1) 181 (0.57) 1.9 (0.49) 08! (0.35) i (1) t (1)
Hispanic 58 (0.78) 26 (052 1.0! (0.34) 1.9  (0.41) 26 (052 08! (0.28) 09! (0.30) 1.0 (0.29)
Asian 58 (1.67)| 18! (0.85) ¥ (1) i (1) ¥ (1) i (1) 311t (1.20) b (1)
Other 134 (243)| 69 (1.86) 19! (0.96)] 49! (1.63)| 62 (169 47! (162)| 32! (1.30) t )
Grade

6th 59 (1.20) 141 (0.58) t (1) 121 (0.54) 231 (0.78) (1) 151 (0.61) t (1)
7th 7.0 (0.91) 21 (0.53) 111 (0.36) 23  (0.51) 38 (0.74) 1.0! (0.35) 1.8 (0.44) 08! (0.30)
8th 6.4 (0.86) 31 (0.59) 09! (0.26) 23  (0.55) 32  (0.64) 151 (048) 1.7 (0.50) 151  (0.46)
9th 6.7 (0.97)| 20 (0.49) t M| 29 (058 28 (062 t ()| 16 (048)| 14! (043)
10th 86 (1.16)| 41 (0.84)] 12! (0.41)) 28 (0.61) 45 (0.81) 14! (041)] 10! (035)] 10! (0.34)
11th 6.8 (0.87) 39  (0.71) 131 (0.41) 111 (0.43) 27 (055 i (1) 1.3 (0.39) b (1)
12th 59 (093)| 26 (0.67) 1 )| 19 (055 23 (059)| 11! (040)| 14! (0.51) t )
Urbanicity®

Urban 71 (073)| 34 (050) 11 (0.32)| 24 (045) 31 (050)| 14 (034 15 (025)] 12  (0.33)
Suburban 70 (061)] 27 (035 09 (020)] 20 (027)] 33 (040)| 08 (0.18) 16 (027)) 09 (0.17)
Rural 59 (1.02)] 22 (043)] 08! (029)| 20! (0.62)| 29 (072)| 07! (0.31) 101 (0.48) t )
Control of school

Public 6.9 (0.45) 29 (0.26) 09 (0.6 22 (0.23) 32  (0.30) 09 (0.16) 15 (0.19 09  (0.14)
Private 6.4 (1.44) 20! (0.76) 121 (0.54) b (1) 29! (0.98) i (1) b (t) b (f)

1Not applicable.

linterpret data with caution. The coefficient of variation (CV) for this estimate is between 30 and
50 percent.

1Reporting standards not met. Either there are too few cases for a reliable estimate or the coeffi-
cient of variation (CV) is 50 percent or greater.

1Students who reported experiencing more than one type of cyber-bullying were counted only
once in the total for students cyber-bullied.

2Race categories exclude persons of Hispanic ethnicity. “Other” includes American Indians/
Alaska Natives, Pacific Islanders, and persons of Two or more races.

Supplemental Tables

SRefers to the Standard Metropolitan Statistical Area (MSA) status of the respondent’s house-
hold as defined in 2000 by the U.S. Census Bureau. Categories include “central city of an MSA
(Urban),” “in MSA but not in central city (Suburban),” and “not MSA (Rural)”

NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding and because students could have
experienced more than one type of cyber-bullying.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Justice, Bureau of Justice Statistics, School Crime Supplement
(SCS) to the National Crime Victimization Survey, 2013. (This table was prepared August 2014.)
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Selected years,

[Standard errors appear in parentheses]

Percentage of students ages 12—-18 who reported being bullied at school during the school

year, by type of bullying and selected student and school characteristics

2005 through 2013

Table 11.5.
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Table 11.5. Percentage of students ages 12-18 who reported being bullied at school during the school
year, by type of bullying and selected student and school characteristics: Selected years,

2005 through 2013—Continued

[Standard errors appear in parentheses]

Type of bullying at school
Made fun of, Tried to make Excluded from Property
Total bullied | called names, Subject of Threatened do things did activities on destroyed on| Pushed, shoved,
Year and student or school characteristic at school or insulted rumors with harm not want to do purpose purpose | tripped, or spit on
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
2011
Total 278 (0.76)| 176 (0.62)| 183 (0.61) 50 (0.30) 33  (0.26) 56  (0.34) 28  (0.23) 79 (0.38)
Sex
Male 245 50.91; 16.2 EOJS; 13.2 50.66 5.0 50.44; 3.6 50.34 438 50.41; 3.3 50.34; 8.9 50.57;
Female 314 (0.99, 191 (0.84 238 (0.93 5.1 0.41 3.0 0.36, 6.4 0.49 23 0.30 6.8 0.49
Race/ethnicity!
White 315 (1.07 206 (0.89 20.3 .81 5.8 0.44 3.3 0.35 741 0.51 3.1 0.33 8.6 .55
Black 272 (197 164 (145 186 (1.79 55 0.83 43 0.79 47 0.90 33 0.72 9.3 1.00,
Hispanic 219 (1.07 127 (0.93 151 (0.87 33 0.53 29 0.46 2.8 0.52 24 0.52 6.2 0.75
EE C I o Y AL T S
er . . X . f . . . 0! . . .
Grade
6th 37.0 (217, 27.0 (2.03 231 (1.90 49 0.94 39 0.85 6.6 1.19 37  (0.87, 12.7 1.56
7th 30.3 (1.64 224 (135 18.3 (1.31 6.9 0.89 45 0.72 78 0.95 40 (0.68 12.6 1.16
8th 30.7 (1.68 207 (1.51 19.0 (1.40 5.3 0.75 29 0.56 6.4 0.80 40 (073 10.8 1.07
9th 26.5 (1.66, 164 (1.28 16.3 (1.38 54 0.73 33 0.64 41 0.87 25 (060 73 0.85
10th 28.0 (1.56 169 (1.26 196 (1.24 5.1 0.75 39 0.65 53 0.71 22 048 6.7 0.82
11th 238 (1.72 127 (117 171 (1.48 4.0 0.68 24 0.60 47 0.71 1.8 (050 39 0.73
12th 220 (1.34 106 (1.12 16.7 (1.23 35 0.65 23 0.55, 43 0.75 19 (051 27 0.59
Urbanicity?
Urban 248 (1.28 159 (1.07 161 (1.05 44 0.49 31 0.38 46 0.50 25 0.38 76 0.66
Suburban 29.0 (1.07 18.4  (0.85 18.7 (0.8 5.0 0.47 32 0.33 6.0 0.46 3.0 0.35 82 0.56
Rural 29.7 (1.82 184 (1.33 214 (147 6.3 0.69 3.9 0.80 58 0.89 3.0 0.54 73 0.78
Control of school®
Public 284 (0.82 17.9  (0.66 188 (0.65 53 0.33 33 0.28 55 0.37 2.9 0.24 8.1 0.42
Private 215 (1.91 139 (1.68 12.6  (1.59 16! (0.62 2.9 0.76 5.6 1.07 211 (0.7 47 1.03
2013
Total 215 (0.66)| 13.6 (0.51)| 13.2 (0.50) 39  (0.27) 22 (0.21) 45  (0.30) 1.6  (0.20) 6.0 (0.39)
Sex
Male 19.5 20.81; 12.6 EOJO} 9.6 20.60; 41 EO.BS} 24 20.30; 35 }0.34; 1.8 50.28; 74 50.59;
Female 23.7 (0.98, 147 (0.75 17.0 (0.80 37 0.37 1.9 0.27 55 0.47 1.3 0.25 46 0.42
Race/ethnicity
hite 237 (0.93 15.6  (0.74 146 (0.76 44 0.40 2.0 0.28 5.4 0.46 15 0.24 6.1 0.49
Black 203 (1.81 105 (1.22 127 (1.40 32 0.68 27 0.59 27 0.71 2.0 0.54 6.0 0.97
P 165 Uan| 75 (e 37 %) 3 W a8 (13 351 (07| 16 lo7 sp1 (s
sian . . . . . . .8 | . 2 X | . 0! .
Other 252 (3.60 165 (2.99 17.3  (3.05 43! (156 40! (1.38 6.5 1.85, 211 (1.00 85 1.90;
Grade
6th 27.8 (2.31 213 (215 161 (1.61 5.9 1.13 34 0.88 6.5 1.20 31 0.77 11.0 1.46)
7th 264 (1.65 17.9  (1.35 155  (1.35 6.1 0.88 3.0 0.52 6.3 0.86 22 (052 1.6 1.12
8th 21.7 (142 145 (1.23 127 (1.1 39 0.68 2.3 0.54 52 0.80 151 (045 6.5 0.85
9th 230 (142 137 (1.16 138 (1.22 36 0.61 26 0.58 43 0.70 121 (040 49 0.83
10th 195 (148 129 (1.21 129 (1.28 43 0.73 1.7 0.47 46 0.72 13 (037 37 0.68
11th 20.0 (1.50 1.2 (1.20 125 (1.31 3.0 0.60, 15 0.45 24 0.61 16! (0.50 34 0.72
12th 141 (151 6.4 (1.04 9.7 (115 1.0! (043 131 (048 25 0.67 07! (0.31 3.0 0.71
Urbanicity?
Urban 20.7 (110 8 (0.80 127 (0.87 39 0.47 27 0.45 41 0.51 14 0.27 56 0.60
Suburban 220 (0.90 14.2  (0.69 134 (0.71 39 0.39 2.0 0.28 47 0.43 1.3 0.24 6.4 0.52
Rural 214 (1.86 1.49 133 (145 4.1 0.67 1.7 0.42 42 0.73 28 0.66, 5.8 0.88
Control of school®
Public 215 (0.67 135 (0.53 132 (0.52 39 0.28 2.2 0.22 43 0.31 1.6 0.19 6.1 0.41
Private 224 (2.7 1563 (2.01 134 (2.20 39 1.14 27! (0.82 6.7 1.31 1.31 (0.60 5.2 1.24
—Not available. Crime Supplement to the National Crime Victimization Survey, which were based on the

1Not applicable. urban-centric measure of the location of the school that the child attended.

linterpret data with caution. The coefficient of variation (CV) for this estimate is between 30
and 50 percent.

}Reporting standards not met. Either there are too few cases for a reliable estimate or the
coefficient of variation (CV) is 50 percent or greater.

'Race categories exclude persons of Hispanic ethnicity. “Other” includes American Indians/
Alaska Natives, Pacific Islanders, and persons of Two or more races.

2Refers to the Standard Metropolitan Statistical Area (MSA) status of the respondent’s house-
hold as defined in 2000 by the U.S. Census Bureau. Categories include “central city of an
MSA (Urban),” “in MSA but not in central city (Suburban),” and “not MSA (Rural).” These data
by metropolitan status were based on the location of households and differ from those pub-
lished in Student Reports of Bullying and Cyber-Bullying: Results from the 2011 School

3Control of school as reported by the respondent. These data differ from those based on a
matching of the respondent-reported school name to the Common Core of Data’s Public Ele-
mentary/Secondary School Universe Survey or the Private School Survey, as reported in
Student Reports of Bullying and Cyber-Bullying: Results from the 2011 School Crime Supple-
ment to the National Crime Victimization Survey.

NOTE: “At school” includes the school building, on school property, on a school bus, or going
to and from school. Bullying types do not sum to totals because students could have experi-
enced more than one type of bullying.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Justice, Bureau of Justice Statistics, School Crime Supple-
ment (SCS) to the National Crime Victimization Survey, selected years, 2005 through 2013.
(This table was prepared August 2014.)
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Table 11.6.

Percentage of public school students in grades 9-12 who reported having been bullied on

school property or electronically bullied during the previous 12 months, by state: Selected

years, 2009 through 2013

[Standard errors appear in parentheses]

Bullied on school property’ Electronically bullied?
State 2009 2011 2013 2009 2011 2013
1 2 3 4 5 6 7
United States?........... 19.9 (0.58) 20.1 (0.68) 19.6 (0.55) — (1) 16.2 (0.45) 14.8 (0.54)
Alabama 19.3 (1.45) 14.1 (1.22) 20.8 (1.28) — (1) 12.3 (1.64) 13.5 (0.95)
Alaska... 20.7 (1.29) 23.0 (1.32) 20.7 (1.35) — (1) 15.3 (1.04) 147 (1.10)
Arizona . - (1) — (1) — (1) - (1) - () — ()
Arkansas. - 1) 219 (1.74) 25.0 (1.51) - 1) 16.7 (1.48) 17.6 (1.05)
California .. - (1) - (1) - (f) - (1) - (1) - (1)
Colorado.... 18.8 (1.60) 19.3 (1.33) — (1) — (1) 14.4 (1.09) — (1)
Connecticut — () 21.6 (1.09) 21.9 (0.96) — (1) 16.3 (0.81) 17.5 (1.23)
Delaware........ 15.9 (1.11) 16.5 (1.03) 185 (0.96) - 1) - (1) 134 (0.78)
District of Columbia — (1) — (1) - (1) - (1) — (1) — (1)
Florida 134 (0.51) 14.0 (0.54) 15.7 (0.50) — (1) 124 (0.53) 12.3 (0.54)
Georgia. — ) 19.1 (1.66) 19.5 (1.36) — (1) 13.6 (1.09) 13.9 (0.93)
Hawaii - 1) 20.3 (1.29) 18.7 (1.00) - 1) 149 (0.80) 15.6 (0.98)
22.3 (1.03) 228 (1.76) 25.4 (1.12) - 1) 17.0 (1.18) 18.8 (1.18)
19.6 (1.46) 19.3 (1.31) 222 (1.00) — (1) 16.0 (1.38) 16.9 0.77)
22.8 (1.69) 25.0 (1.38) — 1) — (1) 18.7 (1.15) — )
— () 225 (1.47) — 1) - (1) 168 (0.97) — 0]
18.5 (1.21) 205 (1.31) 22.1 (1.57) - 1) 155 (0.88) 16.9 (0.97)
208 (1.30) 18.9 (1.24) 21.4 (1.41) — 1) 174 (1.14) 132 (1.06)
15.9 (1.88) 19.2 (1.40) 242 (1.64) — (1) 18.0 (1.53) 16.9 (1.91)
22.4 (0.49) 22.4 (0.43) 242 (0.66) — (t) 19.7 (0.55) 20.6 (0.61)
20.9 (0.96) 212 (1.28) 19.6 (0.25) — (1) 142 (0.78) 14.0 (0.22)
19.4 (0.89) 18.1 (1.04) 16.6 (0.98) - 1) - (1) 13.8 (0.79)
24.0 (1.77) 227 (1.40) 25.3 (1.47) — (1) 18.0 (0.91) 18.8 (1.20)
— ) — (1) — (1) - (1) — (1) — (1)
16.0 (1.04) 15.6 (1.32) 19.2 (0.93) — (t) 125 (0.93) 11.9 (0.74)
228 (1.74) — (1) 252 (1.72) - (1) — (1) — (1)
231 (1.32) 26.0 (1.06) 26.3 (0.68) — 1) 19.2 (0.92) 18.1 (0.62)
— 1) 22.9 (0.85) 20.8 (1.10) — (1) 15.8 (0.81) 15.7 (0.91)
= () - (1) 197 (1.09) - (1) — (1) 15.0 (1.28)
New Hampshire . 221 (1.53) 253 (1.21) 22.8 (1.05) - 1) 21.6 (1.27) 18.1 (1.02)
New Jersey ... 20.7 (1.44) 20.0 (1.57) 21.3 (1.12) - 1) 15.6 (1.65) 14.8 (1.25)
New Mexico 19.5 (0.80) 18.7 (0.72) 18.2 (0.95) — (1) 13.2 (0.66) 131 (0.67)
New York.... 18.2 (1.01) 17.7 (0.66) 19.7 (1.43) — (1) 16.2 (0.68) 15.3 (0.89)
North Carolin 16.6 (1.00) 205 (1.34) 19.2 (0.94) — (t) 15.7 (0.83) 12.5 (1.11)
North Dakota . 211 (1.29) 249 (1.24) 25.4 (1.28) - 1) 174 (1.15) 171 (0.82)
— (1) 22.7 (1.83) 20.8 (1.40) — (1) 147 (1.08) 15.1 (1.31)
17.5 (1.25) 16.7 (1.27) 18.6 (1.08) — (1) 15.6 (1.21) 14.3 (1.33)
— (1) - (1) - (1) - (1) - (1) - (1)
Pennsylvania.. 19.2 (1.18) — (1) — (1) - (1) — (1) — (1)
Rhode Island 16.3 (0.85) 19.1 (1.74) 18.1 (1.00) — (1) 15.3 (1.14) 14.3 (1.11)
South Carolina... 15.1 (1.53) 18.3 (1.36) 20.2 (1.33) — (1) 15.6 (1.44) 13.8 (1.00)
South Dakota®* - 1) 26.7 (1.25) 24.3 (2.05) - 1) 19.6 (0.94) 178 (1.05)
Tennessee . 17.3 (1.24) 175 (0.88) 211 (1.22) — 1) 13.9 (0.69) 15.5 (0.94)
Texas ... 18.7 (1.06) 16.5 (0.73) 19.1 (1.06) — (1) 13.0 (0.66) 13.8 (1.04)
18.8 (1.05) 217 (0.97) 21.8 (0.99) — (1) 16.6 (1.12) 16.9 (0.87)
- (1) — (1) — (1) - (1) 152 (0.54) 18.0 (0.32)
- (1) 20.3 (1.37) 219 (0.87) - (1) 14.8 (1.49) 145 (0.61)
gon - ) — ) - ®) - 1) - ) - 1)
West Virginia.. 235 (1.33) 18.6 (1.71) 22.1 (1.72) — () 15,5 (1.18) 17.2 (0.89)
Wisconsin .. 225 (1.28) 240 (1.35) 22.7 (1.23) - 1) 16.6 (0.74) 176 (0.86)
Wyoming.... 244 (0.93) 25.0 (0.98) 23.3 (0.82) - 1) 18.7 (0.80) 16.1 (0.71)
—Not available. NOTE: State-level data include public schools only, with the exception of data for Ohio and

1Not applicable.

Bullying was defined for respondents as “when one or more students tease, threaten, spread
rumors about, hit, shove, or hurt another student over and over again.” “On school property”
was not defined for survey respondents.

2Survey respondents were asked about being electronically bullied (“being bullied through e-
mail, chat rooms, instant messaging, websites, or texting”). Data on electronic bullying were
not collected in 2009.

3Data for the U.S. total include both public and private schools and were collected through a
national survey representing the entire country.

“Data include both public and private schools.

Supplemental Tables

South Dakota. Data for the U.S. total, Ohio, and South Dakota include both public and private
schools. For specific states, a given year’s data may be unavailable (1) because the state did
not participate in the survey that year; (2) because the state omitted this particular survey
item from the state-level questionnaire; or (3) because the state had an overall response rate
of less than 60 percent (the overall response rate is the school response rate multiplied by the
student response rate).

SOURCE: Centers for Disease Control and Prevention, Division of Adolescent and School
Health, Youth Risk Behavior Surveillance System (YRBSS), 2009 through 2013. (This table
was prepared September 2014.)
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Table 12.3.

Percentage of public school teachers who agreed that student misbehavior and student

tardiness and class cutting interfered with their teaching and that other teachers and the
principal enforced school rules, by state: 2011-12

[Standard errors appear in parentheses]

Interfered with teaching Enforced school rules
State Student misbehavior Student tardiness and class cutting Other teachers' Principal?
1 2 3 4 5
United States.. 40.7 (0.65) 376 (0.51) 67.6 (0.51) 83.7 (0.43)
Alabama .. 40.9 (3.36) 38.6 (2.82) 718 (2.84) 86.8 (2.26)
Alaska.. 358 (5.73) 56.8 (6.73) 722 (4.41) 83.2 (5.16)
Arizona 413 (2.56) 445 (2.67) 67.9 (2.72) 834 (2.06)
Arkansa 39.5 (3.56) 385 (3.80) 74.0 (2.60) 90.0 (2.16)
California . 38.9 (2.47) 39.7 (2.36) 69.7 (1.83) 83.0 (1.63)
Colorado 455 (3.54) 476 (4.02) 61.7 (3.39) 80.6 (3.28)
Connecticut.. 37.2 (2.35) 286 (3.81) 61.7 (3.91) 80.7 (2.98)
Delaware...... 46.7 (4.47) 35.2 (4.58) 68.7 (3.58) 82.9 (3.32)
District of Columbia . t 1) t (1) t (f) t (1)
Florida t (1) t (1) ¥ (1) ¥ ()
38.2 (3.56) 321 (3.36) 71.9 (2.64) 855 (2.29)
1 1) t 1) t (1) 1 1)
34.6 (3.54) 36.1 (3.08) 747 (2.48) 87.9 (2.18)
40.0 (2.96) 33.9 (3.07) 66.0 (3.18) 83.6 (2.31)
38.8 (3.33) 41.0 (2.95) 68.4 (2.47) 81.8 (2.99)
37.9 (3.12) 34.6 (3.18) 68.5 (2.77) 81.8 (2.40)
Kansas. 32.0 (3.57) 24.9 (2.34) 70.9 (3.29) 91.8 (1.61)
Kentucky .. 428 (3.06) 32.8 (2.92) 67.4 (2.80) 86.9 (247)
55.1 (3.92) 36.1 (3.60) 62.5 (3.19) 82.1 (3.89)
39.1 (3.00) 39.2 (3.02) 62.9 (2.90) 83.2 (3.06)
E: 1) t 1) : ) 1 )
37.2 (3.07) 32.0 (2.74) 66.6 (3.04) 83.1 (2.80)
46.6 (2.87) 40.9 (2.63) 67.6 (2.12) 84.4 (2.08)
437 (2.49) 37.3 (2.50) 68.7 (1.88) 84.5 (1.84)
374 (3.30) 35.6 (3.40) 724 (2.96) 845 (2.51)
332 (2.10) 33.6 (2.87) 68.9 (2.17) 86.6 (1.76)
413 (3.43) 453 (4.08) 66.5 (3.65) 83.1 (2.97)
Nebraska . 38.2 (3.01) 336 (2.81) 70.9 (2.73) 86.7 (1.66)
Nevada ... 455 (8.77) 423 (4.86) 65.5 (3.42) 79.3 (3.22)
New Hampshire 38.3 (4.36) 30.9 (3.11) 62.0 (3.93) 83.2 (2.66)
New Jersey 35.9 (2.36) 29.9 (2.29) 66.8 (2.06) 84.4 (1.70)
New Mexico . 39.0 (4.55) 54.5 (5.87) 64.2 (3.80) 787 (4.23)
New York...... 40.3 (2.91) 453 (3.06) 65.9 (247) 80.7 (2.46)
North Carolina.. 41.9 (3.13) 37.0 (2.94) 69.0 (2.58) 84.0 (2.34)
North Dakota ... 34.6 (3.26) 335 (3.52) 704 (2.77) 86.7 (2.45)
418 (1.95) 38.8 (1.96) 66.4 (1.73) 84.7 (1.55)
40.1 (2.74) 40.8 (2.87) 725 (2.47) 86.5 (2.12)
33.1 (3.24) 35.6 (3.73) 773 (2.90) 88.1 (1.77)
40.0 (2.64) 334 (2.55) 65.2 (2.18) 825 (1.88)
Rhode Island t () 1 6] 1 () E: ()
South Carolina. 40.9 (3.22) 337 (3.40) 718 (3.23) 86.8 (2.15)
South Dakota... 40.1 (3.10) 37.2 (3.92) 732 (2.91) 84.8 (2.53)
Tennessee 415 (3.56) 40.0 (3.56) 74 (3.14) 88.7 (2.14)
Texas ... 456 (2.29) 35.1 (2.13) 65.8 (2.56) 81.8 (1.99)
39.7 (3.67) 45.1 (4.30) 75.8 (3.56) 89.9 (2.27)
39.9 (2.61) 36.2 (2.62) 59.2 (2.59) 80.5 (2.28)
40.8 (3.46) 35.6 (3.06) 64.9 (2.87) 82.5 (2.52)
39.2 (2.89) 39.5 (3.16) 7341 (2.60) 85.6 (2.18)
West Virginia 439 (3.87) 424 (4.09) 734 (2.90) 90.4 (2.58)
Wisconsin 427 (2.70) 34.2 (3.07) 69.5 (2.87) 85.8 (1.70)
Wyoming.. 30.7 (4.76) 40.0 (4.78) 739 (3.55) 89.1 (3.41)

1Not applicable.

fReporting standards not met. Data may be suppressed because the response rate is
under 50 percent, there are too few cases for a reliable estimate, or the coefficient of varia-
tion (CV) is 50 percent or greater.

'Respondents were asked whether “rules for student behavior are consistently enforced by
teachers in this school, even for students not in their classes.”

2Respondents were asked whether their “principal enforces school rules for student conduct

and backs me up when | need it”

NOTE: Teachers who taught only prekindergarten students are excluded. Includes tradi-
tional public and public charter school teachers. Includes both teachers who “strongly”
agreed and those who “somewhat” agreed.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, Schools
and Staffing Survey (SASS), “Public School Teacher Data File,” 2011-12. (This table was
prepared July 2013.)
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Table 13.2. Percentage distribution of students in grades 9-12, by number of times they reported having
been in a physical fight anywhere or on school property during the previous 12 months and
selected student characteristics: 2013

[Standard errors appear in parentheses]

Anywhere (including on school property)! On school property?
Student characteristic 0 times 1to 3 times 410 11times| 12 or more times 0 times 1to 3times 410 11 times | 12 or more times
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
Total 753 (0.74)| 18.8 (0.59) 40 (0.26) 1.9 (0.18)| 91.9 (0.35) 71 (0.34) 06 (0.08) 05 (0.07)
Sex
Male 69.8 (1.10)| 221 (0.82) 54  (0.43) (0.30)| 89.3 (0.55) 9.1  (048) 08 (0.15) 07 (0.12)
Female 808 (0.72) 156 (0.64) 26 (0.21) 1.0 (0.17)] 944 (0.38) 5.1 (0.38) 03! (0.09) 03 (0.07)
Race/ethnicity?
White 79.1  (0.70) 165 (0.61) 32 (0.30) 12 (0.18)| 93.6 (0.45) 57  (0.44) 04  (0.11) 03 (0.08)
Black 653 (1.67)| 263 (1.49) 59  (0.66) 25 (0.31)| 872 (0.84) 111 (0.90) 12 (0.30) 05 (0.13)
Hispanic 716 (1.15)| 204 (1.30) 52  (0.55) 28  (0.44)| 90.6 (0.44) 79 (041) 07  (0.17) 07 (0.14)
Asian 839 (1.87) 104 (1.55) 211 (0.80) 371 (1.28)| 945 (1.39) 311 (0.94) b3 (t) b (1)
Pacific Islander 78.0 (4.95) 19.9 (3.98) b3 (1) b ()| 929 (258) 711 (2.58) b3 (1) b (1)
American Indian/Alaska Native 67.9 (7.39)| 23.0 (5.74) 1) b (f)| 893 (3.13) 911 (3.14) i (t) i )
Two or more races 715 (231)| 223 (2.03) 37 (0.83) 26! (0.81)] 90.0 (1.04) 9.1 (1.03) b (t) 1 ()
Grade
9th 7.7 (1.17)| 208 (1.02) 5.1 (0.38) 24 (0.35) 89.1 (0.78) 95  (0.77) 09 (0.24) 05 (0.12)
10th 736 (142)| 208 (1.21) 38  (0.46) 18 (0.31)| 91.7 (0.61) 74 (0.59) 04  (0.10) 05 (0.14)
11th 76.0 (1.04) 187 (0.82) 34 (0.46) 19  (0.31)| 925 (0.53) 64  (0.52) 04! (0.15) 06 (0.17)
12th 812 (1.19) 145 (0.91) 31 (045) 1.1 (0.19)| 95.1 (0.63) 41 (0.54) 05! (0.14) 04  (0.10)
1Not applicable. 2In the question asking students about physical fights at school, “on school property” was
linterpret data with caution. The coefficient of variation (CV) for this estimate is between 30 not defined for respondents.
and 50 percent. 3Race categories exclude persons of Hispanic ethnicity.
1Reporting standards not met. Either there are too few cases for a reliable estimate or the NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding.
coefficient of variation (CV) is 50 percent or greater. SOURCE: Centers for Disease Control and Prevention, Division of Adolescent and School
1The term “anywhere” is not used in the Youth Risk Behavior Survey (YRBS) questionnaire; Health, Youth Risk Behavior Surveillance System (YRBSS), 2013. (This table was prepared
students were simply asked how many times in the past 12 months they had been in a June 2014.)
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Table 13.3. Percentage of public school students in grades 9-12 who reported having been in a physical
fight at least one time during the previous 12 months, by location and state: Selected years,
2003 through 2013
[Standard errors appear in parentheses]
Anywhere (including on school property)’ On school property?

State 2003 2005 2007 2009 2011 2013 2003 2005 2007 2009 2011 2013
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13
United States?®.... 33.0 (0.99)| 359 (0.77)| 355 (0.77)| 31.5 (0.70)| 32.8 (0.65)| 24.7 (0.74)| 12.8 (0.76)| 13.6 (0.56) 12.4 (0.48)| 11.1 (0.54)| 12.0 (0.39), 8.1 (0.35)
Alabama .. 30.0 (1.78)| 31.7 (1.84) — (P)] 31.7 (244)| 284 (1.79)| 292 (232)| 129 (1.21)| 146 (1.29), — (f)| 131 (1.41)| 11.8 (1.30)| 109 (0.93)
Alaska.. 271 (155) — (1)| 292 (1.77)| 278 (1.62)| 237 (1.17)| 227 (164)| 86 (0.92)| — (f)| 104 (1.17)| 9.8 (1.04), 7.7 (090)| — 1)
Arizona 324 (1.79)| 324 (1.43)| 31.3 (154)| 359 (1.83)| 27.7 (1.41)| 239 (1.48)| 114 (0.86)| 11.7 (0.87)| 11.3 (0.72)| 120 (0.82)| 10.8 (0.78)| 88 (0.94)
Arkansa — ()| 321 (1.67)| 328 (1.79)| 347 (2.08)| 29.1 (1.76)| 27.0 (1.30)| — (t)| 139 (1.33)| 130 (1.03)| 14.8 (1.30)| 11.0 (1.36)| 11.4 (0.89)
California . - W - W - & - O - O - 0 - O - O - O - O = O = O
Colorado .. — (1)] 322 (154)] — ()| 320 (151)] 249 (169 | — ()| — ()| 121 (089 — (P)] 107 (083 — )| — (1)
Connecticut... — ()| 327 (145)| 314 (1.39)| 283 (1.26)| 25.1 (1.53)| 224 (1.23)| — (f)| 105 (0.72)| 105 (0.83)| 96 (0.79)| 87 (084)| — (1)
Delaware....... 349 (1.15)| 303 (1.38)| 330 (1.31)| 304 (1.22)| 28.0 (1.59)| 251 (1.24)| 114 (0.70)| 9.8 (0.82)| 105 (0.72)| 86 (0.72)| 88 (1.02)| 9.3 (0.82)
District of Columbia 380 (1.61)| 363 (1.26)| 430 (145 — (1)| 379 (1.71)| — (f)| 152 (1.07)| 164 (0.88)| 198 (121)| — (f)| 158 (1.55)| — (1)
Florida 321 (0.74)| 30.0 (0.94)| 323 (1.24)| 29.8 (0.83)| 28.0 (0.72)| 220 (0.77)| 133 (0.65)| 115 (0.77)| 125 (0.84)| 105 (0.47)| 102 (0.44)| 8.1 (0.52)
Georgia.... 314 (1.20)| 338 (1.40)| 340 (1.26)| 323 (1.76)| 33.1 (1.65)| 21.4 (1.24)| 11.1 (0.74)| 121 (1.01)| 131 (1.07)| 11.7 (1.21)| 119 (1.07)| 103 (1.37)
Hawaii .. — (P)| 270 (1.37)| 286 (220)| 295 (1.92)| 223 (1.11)| 16.7 (0.87)| — (f)| 100 (1.01)| 7.0 (0.78)| 102 (0.99)| 82 (0.75)| — 1)
Idaho 283 (200)| 323 (1.38)| 30.0 (1.39)| 29.0 (1.08)| 264 (1.45)| 216 (1.18)| 11.7 (1.20)| 121 (1.14)| 123 (0.98)| 102 (0.79)| 94 (0.81)| 7.3 (0.75)
lllinois... — M| — (1] 339 (191)| 330 (1.38)| 295 (1.41)| 246 (167)| — (| — (| 113 (1.11)| 115 (0.82)| 9.8 (069)| 82 (0.66)
Indiana. 306 (201)| 293 (1.51)| 295 (1.35)| 29.1 (1.51)| 29.0 (1.34)) — (f)| 109 (1.14)| 112 (0.98)| 115 (0.92)| 95 (1.18)| 89 (0.80)] — (1)
lowa..... — ()| 283 (1.61)| 240 (1.39)| — (1) 244 (187)| — (| — ()| 113 (1.12)] 91 (09%)| — ()| 96 (089 — (1)
Kansas — (1)| 279 (1.51)| 303 (1.62)| 27.8 (1.37)| 224 (1.40)| 204 (1.21)| — (f)| 10.1 (0.92)| 106 (1.04)] 9.0 (0.81)| 7.8 (0.84)| 72 (0.72)
Kentucky .. 264 (166)| 296 (1.17)| 27.0 (0.98)| 28.7 (1.66)| 28.7 (1.65)| 212 (1.20)| 10.1 (1.05)| 127 (0.81)| 106 (0.65)| 9.5 (0.93)| 11.4 (0.93)| 6.0 (0.94)
Louisiana . - M - ® — ()| 361 (1.60)| 360 (272)| 308 (259 — ()| — () — ()| 187 (1.28)| 158 (217)| 120 (1.68)
Maine....... 265 (1.39)| 282 (1.11)| 265 (1.93)| 228 (0.55)| 19.5 (046)| 17.0 (040)| 9.1 (1.01)| 100 (1.03)| 101 (1.09)| 9.1 (0.33)| 79 (0.27)| 57 (0.29)
Maryland.. — ()| 366 (1.83)| 357 (262)| 325 (223)| 29.1 (1.80)] — (1) — ()| 149 (1.33)| 124 (1.69)| 112 (1.30)| 11.1 (1.24)| 143 (0.32)
30.7 (1.05)| 286 (1.33)| 275 (1.34)| 292 (1.24)| 254 (0.92)| 20.3 (0.91)| 102 (0.67)| 102 (0.67)| 9.1 (0.81)| 87 (0.68)| 7.1 (0.65)| 4.6 (0.49)
308 (1.51)| 30.1 (2.02)| 30.7 (1.89)| 31.6 (1.72)| 274 (1.32)| 216 (0.88)| 122 (1.02)| 114 (1.11)| 114 (0.89)| 11.3 (1.02)| 9.1 (0.68)| 6.9 (0.55)
innesota - = W = - W = @ = W = w - W = = W = @ = 0
Mississippi 306 (1.66))] — (f)| 306 (1.43)| 341 (1.73)| 293 (1.72)| 31.0 (1.84)| 102 (1.26)] — (f)| 11.9 (0.96)| 126 (1.02)| 123 (1.06)| 13.6 (1.40)
Missouri... 282 (207)| 298 (212)| 309 (218)| 287 (1.34)| — (1) — ()| 98 (095 | 102 (1.31)| 107 (1.21)| 90 (097)] — ()| — (1)
Montana... 286 (1.16)| 305 (1.19)| 328 (1.08)| 31.7 (2.25)| 254 (0.73)| 228 (0.90)| 10.3 (0.68)| 109 (0.67)| 120 (0.75)| 108 (1.33)| 9.1 (0.51)| 7.3 (0.37)
Nebraska . 296 (1.14)| 285 (1.02)| — (1| — ()| 267 (1.09)| 20.1 (1.22)| 106 (0.81)] 93 (060), — (f)| — (1) 74 (068 57 (0.70)
Nevada .... 35.0 (1.56)| 345 (1.78)| 316 (1.53)| 350 (145 — (f)| 236 (1.93)| 126 (1.01)| 142 (1.32)| 11.3 (1.10)| 100 (082)| — (f)| 68 (1.12)
New Hampshire . 305 (1.84)| 264 (1.84)| 270 (140)| 2569 (1.59)| 238 (1.27)| — (f)| 11.6 (1.20)| 10.7 (1.06)| 11.3 (0.70)| 9.1 (087)| 99 (0.89)| 6.9 (0.81)
New Jersey ... — ()| 307 18| — (1) 275 (146)| 239 (1.56)| 218 (1.34)| — ()| 101 (13, — @B — @H — & — 1)
New Mexico .. — (1)| 367 (1.47)| 371 (1.06)| 37.3 (1.07)| 315 (1.02)| 272 (1.27)| — (f)| 156 (1.19)| 169 (0.70)| 15.0 (0.85)| 11.3 (0.78)| 9.7 (0.61)
New York....... 321 (0.82)| 321 (1.07)| 31.7 (1.08)| 296 (1.23)| 27.0 (1.25)| 22.8 (1.10)| 14.6 (0.73)| 125 (0.74)| 122 (0.91)| 114 (091), — (1| — 1)
North Carolina ... 309 (1.41)| 299 (1.41)| 301 (1.54)| 286 (0.96)| 27.6 (1.37)| 24.1 (1.49)| 10.7 (1.00)| 11.6 (0.85)| 104 (0.84)| 94 (0.43)| 106 (1.01)| 7.6 (0.94)
North Dakota 272 (160, — (| — M — ®O — & — ()| 86 (09)] 107 (1.13)| 96 (0.79)| 74 (0.78)| 82 (0.73)| 88 (0.75)
315 (283)| 302 (1.95)| 304 (157)| — (t)| 312 (1.58)| 19.8 (1.49)| 11.3 (1.67)| 102 (1.17)| 94 (0.82) — ()| 88 (068)| 62 (0.88)
284 (261)| 311 (1.63)| 292 (1.37)| 308 (2.10)| 285 (1.96)| 256.1 (1.79)| 114 (1.15)| 121 (1.13)| 106 (0.81)| 128 (1.43)| 94 (1.25)| 7.2 (1.05)
----- - W - W - 0 - o - o - O - O - O - O - O - O - M
Pennsylvania. - M - M — M6 — € — @O — @O — @® — @ 90 — M — {)
Rhode Island 276 (1.59)| 284 (1.34)| 263 (1.61)| 25.1 (0.83)| 235 (0.81)| 188 (1.12)| 114 (1.18)| 112 (0.80)| 9.6 (0.93)| 9.1 (0.73)| 7.8 (0.52)| 64 (0.52)
South Carolina... — ()| 31.3 (1.68)| 29.1 (1.37)| 364 (2.06)| 32.6 (2.04)| 267 (1.42)| — (t)| 127 (1.18)| 108 (0.86)| 12.1 (1.43)| 122 (1.48)| 96 (1.17)
South Dakota* 270 (272)| 265 (2.86)| 29.8 (2.00)| 27.1 (1.36)| 245 (222)| 242 (204)| 9.0 (1.12)| 84 (1.56)| 93 (1.32)| 83 (052)| 82 (0.92)| 6.6 (0.52)
Tennessee 283 (1.94)| 309 (1.66)| 31.8 (1.55)| 323 (1.31)| 30.8 (1.24)| 257 (1.69)| 122 (1.33)| 109 (1.00)| 124 (1.13)| 11.3 (0.96)| 105 (0.83)| 104 (1.02)
Texas ... — (1)| 342 (1.57)| 349 (1.17)| 333 (1.05)| 341 (0.92)| 254 (1.33)| — (f)| 145 (0.94)| 139 (0.90)| 132 (0.67)| 125 (0.65)| 9.1 (0.79)
Utah..... 287 (2.74)| 259 (1.84)| 30.1 (2.01)| 282 (1.61)| 23.9 (1.88)| 21.3 (1.16)| 11.9 (1.80)| 104 (1.57)| 116 (1.36)| 106 (0.84)| 81 (1.18)] 6.9 (0.65)
Vermont ... 269 (0.92)| 243 (1.36)| 26.0 (1.44)| 256 (0.71)| 231 (142)| — (f)| 122 (0.71)| 122 (0.98)| 115 (0.88)| 11.0 (0.36)| 88 (0.72)| 94 (0.50)
Virginia. W - W - W - W0 B0 — @ — @ — @ — 0 7908 - @
Washingto M - O = O — ® — M — M — W — M — O — O — 0 — O
West Virgin 62)| 29.1 (1.88)| 299 (239)| 31.7 (1.96)| 25.7 (1.66)| 252 (1.84)| 10.3 (1.39)| 121 (1.41)| 129 (1.70)| 11.3 (1.07)| 103 (1.02)| 9.1 (1.08)
Wisconsin 68)| 326 (1.51)| 312 (1.46)| 258 (1.52)| 253 (1.72)| 224 (1.46)| 11.6 (0.92)| 122 (1.03)| 114 (0.97)| 96 (087)| 9.1 (0.95)| 6.8 (0.69)
Wyoming 23)| 304 (1.08)| 279 (1.12)| 309 (1.17)| 265 (1.08)| 24.3 (1.11)| 127 (0.93)| 122 (0.72)| 11.6 (0.83)| 126 (0.73)| 11.3 (0.65)| 89 (0.60)
—Not available. NOTE: State-level data include public schools only, with the exception of data for Ohio and South
TNot applicable. Dakota. Data for the U.S. total, Ohio, and South Dakota include both public and private schools.
The term “anywhere” is not used in the Youth Risk Behavior Survey (YRBS) questionnaire; stu- For specific states, a given year's data may be unavailable (1) because the state did not partici-
dents were simply asked how many times in the past 12 months they had been in a physical fight. pate in the survey that year; (2) because the state omitted this particular survey item from the
2In the question asking students about physical fights at school, “on school property” was not state-level questionnaire; or (3) because the state had an overall response rate of less than 60
defined for survey respondents. percent (the overall response rate is the school response rate multiplied by the student response

®Data for the U.S. total include both public and private schools and were collected through a rate).
national survey representing the entire country. SOURCE: Centers for Disease Control and Prevention, Division of Adolescent and School
“Data include both public and private schools. Health, Youth Risk Behavior Surveillance System (YRBSS), 2003 through 2013. (This table was

prepared June 2014.)
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Table 14.2. Percentage distribution of students in grades 9-12, by number of days they reported
carrying a weapon anywhere or on school property during the previous 30 days and

selected student characteristics: 2013

[Standard errors appear in parentheses]

Anywhere (including on school property)' On school property?
Student characteristic 0 days 1 day 2to5days| 6 ormore days 0 days 1 day 2to 5 days 6 or more days
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
Total 821 (0.73) 34  (0.19) 55 (0.22) 9.0 (0.67)| 948 (0.44) 1.4 (0.14) 1.2 (0.13) 26  (0.42)
Sex
Male 719 (1.31) 50 (0.31) 89 (045)| 142 (1.23)| 924 (0.70) 20 (0.23) 1.9 (0.23) 37 (0.64)
Female 921  (0.56) 1.8 (0.20) 22 (0.19) 38 (0.39)] 97.0 (0.40) 08 (0.15) 05 (0.14) 1.6 (0.33)
Race/ethnicity?
White 79.2  (0.90) 34 (0.31) 61 (0.30)| 113 (0.97)| 943 (0.65) 1.3 (0.19) 1.1 (0.15) 33 (0.67)
Black 875 (0.96) 28  (042) 42 (0.63) 55 (0.57)| 96.1 (0.42) 16 (0.29) 14 (0.31) 0.9 (0.18)
Hispanic 845 (0.95) 40  (0.37) 51 (0.46) 64  (0.59)| 953 (0.61) 15 (0.33) 13 (0.28) 1.9 (0.29)
Asian 913 (1.79) 151 (0.55) 25! (0.76) 47! (1.49)] 962 (1.13) 08! (0.41) b3 (t) 241 (1.01)
Pacific Islander....................... 874 (3.98) t (1) 68 (195 451 (1.99)| 96.0 (1.95) t (1) b3 1) b3 (1)
American Indian/Alaska Native 822 (4.01) i (f) b3 (f) 99 (212)| 930 (322) b (1) b3 (t) 271 (1.31)
Two or more races 812 (2.09) 53 (1.26) 6.8 (1.14) 66 (1.08)| 937 (1.58) 241 (0.99) i (f) 26 (0.69)
Grade
9th 825 (0.99) 40 (0.37) 57  (0.69) 78 (0.69)| 952 (0.69) 16  (0.28) 1.1 (0.28) 2.1 (0.38)
10th 822 (1.09) 38 (042) 59 (0.72) 80 (0.64)| 952 (0.58) 1.7 (0.26) 1.0 (0.21) 241 (0.44)
11th 821 (1.43) 28  (0.34) 55  (0.49) 96 (129 941 (1.19) 1.3 (0.34) 14 (0.25) 33!  (1.10)
12th 81.7 (1.17) 29 (037) 49 (060)| 105 (0.86)| 947 (0.88) 09 (0.18) 14 (0.37) 3.1 (0.60)

1Not applicable.

linterpret data with caution. The coefficient of variation (CV) for this estimate is between 30

and 50 percent.

}Reporting standards not met. Either there are too few cases for a reliable estimate or the

coefficient of variation (CV) is 50 percent or greater.

The term “anywhere” is not used in the Youth Risk Behavior Survey (YRBS) questionnaire;

students were simply asked how many days they carried a weapon during the past 30 days.

Supplemental Tables

2|n the question asking students about carrying a weapon at school, “on school property” was
not defined for survey respondents.

3Race categories exclude persons of Hispanic ethnicity.

NOTE: Respondents were asked about carrying “a weapon such as a gun, knife, or club”
Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding.

SOURCE: Centers for Disease Control and Prevention, Division of Adolescent and School
Health, Youth Risk Behavior Surveillance System (YRBSS), 2013. (This table was prepared
June 2014.)



Table 14.3. Percentage of public school students in grades 9-12 who reported carrying a weapon
at least 1 day during the previous 30 days, by location and state: Selected years, 2003

through 2013

[Standard errors appear in parentheses]

Anywhere (including on school property)’ On school property?
State 2003 2005 2007 2009 2011 2013 2003 2005 2007 2009 2011 2013
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 1 12 13
United States®.............. | 17.1 (0.90) 185 (0.80)| 18.0 (0.87)| 17.5 (0.73)| 16.6 (0.65) 17.9 (0.73)| 6.1 (057)| 6.5 (046)| 59 (0.37)] 56 (0.32) 54 (0.35) 52 (044)
Alabama . 199 (1.44) 210 (1.72)| — (f)| 229 (227)| 215 (1.54)| 231 (1.55)| 73 (1.35)| 84 (144)| — ()| 87 (142)| 82 (1.02)| 55 (056)
Alaska..... 184 (1.14)) — (f)| 244 (161)| 200 (1.30)| 19.0 (1.19) 192 (1.31)| 7.1 (0.81)] — ()| 84 (1.07)| 78 (083)| 57 (0.72)| 6.1 (0.80)
Arizona.... 184 (0.82)| 206 (0.84)| 205 (091)| 199 (1.25)| 175 (1.17)| 175 (1.17)| 58 (068)| 7.4 (053)| 7.0 (075)| 65 (0.64) 57 (059)| 4.8 (0.86)
Arkansas — ()] 259 (1.15)| 20.7 (1.36)| 229 (1.82)| 211 (1.76)| 27.1 (1.76)| — (f)| 105 (1.10)| 6.8 (0.85)| 84 (1.02)| 65 (0.95) 9.1 (1.10)
California - M = ® = M = O = m - O - o - O - O - M = O = M
Colorado. — (| 170 167)] — (1) 167 (127)] 165 (131) — ()| — ()| 54 (081)] — (f)] 55 (090) 55 (069 — (1)
Connecticut... — (D] 163 (130)| 172 (172)| 124 (089 — (1) — ()| — (f)| 64 (08)| 55 (1.03)| 39 (045 66 (067)| 66 (0.82)
Delaware...... 16.0 (0.88)| 166 (1.04) 17.1 (1.00)| 185 (0.92)| 135 (0.88)| 144 (0.80)| 50 (047)| 57 (054)| 54 (055)| 51 (059 52 (057)| 3.1 (0.34)
District of Columbia ... 250 (140)| 172 (1.11)| 213 (145)| — (f)| 189 (1.34)| — ()| 106 (0.96)| 67 (060)| 74 (076)] — ()| 55 (088 — (f)
Florida 172 (0.76)| 152 (068)| 18.0 (0.93)| 17.3 (060)| 156 (0.76)| 157 (067)| 53 (038)| 47 (041)| 56 (041)| 47 (03%) — ()| — (1)
187 (117)| 221 (1.99)| 195 (0.96)| 188 (1.11)| 228 (2.25)| 185 (1.51)| 50 (052)| 7.5 (150)| 53 (048)| 60 (0.90) 86 (1.80)| 42 (066)
— ()| 133 (1.03)| 148 (156)| 159 (2.06)| 139 (0.81)| 105 (087)| — ()| 49 (072)| 37 (092)| 47 (063)| 42 (045) — (f
— ()| 239 (145)| 236 (1.35)| 21.8 (1.15)| 228 (1.30)| 27.1 (1.31)| 77 (090)| — (f)| 89 (096)| 67 (059 63 (0.78)| 65 (0.92)
— (O — ()] 143 (101)| 160 (1.04)| 126 (0.91)| 158 (122)| — (f)| — ()| 37 (067)| 48 (059 39 (053)| 47 (057)
17.8 (1.93)| 192 (1.25)| 209 (0.80)| 181 (1.58)| 17.0 (1.46)) — (f)| 62 (091)| 58 (071)| 69 (064)| 57 (080)| 37 (046)| — (1)
— (1) 157 (149)| 128 (1.13)] — ()| 158 (126)| — ()| — (f)| 43 (070)| 44 (061)| — (f)| 45 (076) — (1)
— (D] 162 (1.37)| 184 (1.19)| 160 (126)] — (1)| 161 (087)| — (f)| 49 (085)| 57 (075 51 (065 52 (0.72)| — (1)
185 (120)| 231 (1.49)| 244 (1.08)| 217 (1.72)| 228 (1.72)| 207 (1.35)| 7.4 (0.86)| 6.8 (0.72)| 80 (059)| 65 (077)| 7.4 (125 64 (0.73)
- M = M = ()] 196 (173 222 (0.98)| 228 (278 — ()| — (B — ()| 58 (1.12)| 42 (1.01)| 70 (1.37)
165 (1.20)| 183 (200)| 150 (147)] — (f)] — ()| — ()| 66 (091)] 59 (103)| 49 (070)] — (1) 80 (045)| 7.1 (046)
— (1)| 191 (1.59)| 19.3 (1.51)| 166 (1.19)| 159 (1.10)| 158 (0.27)| — (f)| 69 (0.88)| 59 (0.81)| 46 (058)| 53 (055 48 (0.13)
135 (0.89)| 152 (0.88)| 14.9 (0.83)| 128 (1.00)| 123 (0.95)| 116 (0.83)| 50 (050)| 58 (059)| 50 (048)| 44 (0.58) 37 (046)| 31 (050)
152 (0.89)| 158 (149)| 17.9 (1.30)| 166 (0.69)| 157 (0.94) 155 (1.06)| 5.1 (0.66)| 4.7 (054)| 50 (066)| 54 (0.33)| 35 (0.37)| 38 (0.35)
innesota. - o - o - o - 0 = o - M - 0 - O — O — @M - -
Mississippi ... 200 (1.78)| — (f)| 17.3 (1.33) 17.2 (1.02)| 180 (1.39)| 19.1 (156)| 52 (0.78)] — (f)| 48 (060)| 45 (048)| 42 (0.76)| 4.1 (0.66)
Missouri... 168 (1.87)| 194 (1.79)| 186 (148)| 160 (144)| — (f)| 222 (1.93)| 55 (1.04)| 7.3 (099)| 46 (083)| 53 (102 — () — (1)
Montana 194 (0.88)| 214 (120)| 221 (0.76)| 230 (1.07)| 235 (0.96)| 257 (0.84)| 72 (056)| 102 (0.89)| 9.7 (057)| 7.9 (067) 93 (069)| 99 (058)
Nebraska 160 (1.06)| 179 (089)| — (f)| — (f)| 186 (090 — (1) 50 (053)| 48 (048)] — (f)] — (1) 38 (045 — (1)
Nevada........ 149 (1.09)| 184 (1.32)| 145 (1.08)| 191 (1.08)] — ()| 160 (1.50)| 6.3 (0.67)| 68 (091)| 47 (061)| 62 (062)) — (1) 33 (064
New Hampshire 15.1 (1.59)| 162 (1.26)| 181 (146)| — ()| 145 (104 — (f)| 58 (1.00)| 65 (093)| 58 (061)| 88 (1.00)| — (1) (1)
New Jersey .. — ()] 105 (09%5)| — (f)| 96 (081)] 96 (1.17)| 102 (1.08)| — ()| 31 (053)| — (f)| 31 (045 — (1) 27 (034
New Mexico . — ()| 245 (144)| 275 (120)| 274 (0.90)| 228 (0.93)| 222 (088)| — (f)| 80 (029)| 9.3 (066)| 81 (059 65 (051)| 54 (042)
New York..... 135 (1.01)| 143 (0.74)| 142 (0.76)| 139 (0.98)| 126 (0.76)| 128 (0.82)| 52 (051)| 52 (042)| 47 (041)| 48 (064)| 42 (032)) 40 (0.38)
North Carolina . 192 (1.49)| 215 (1.35)| 212 (1.19)| 196 (0.95)| 208 (1.24)| 206 (1.34)| 63 (0.79)| 64 (077)| 68 (094)| 47 (057)| 6.1 (064)| 45 (067)
North Dakota ®m - ® - @& = O — MO — (0 57 (098)] 60 (074 50 (057)| 54 (064)| 57 (073)| 64 (0.75)
125 (1.40)| 152 (127)| 166 (142)| — ()| 164 (1.37)| 142 (161)| 36 (075)| 44 (063)| 41 (051)] — () — ) — @
218 (1.72)| 189 (1.38)| 223 (1.65)| 19.0 (1.44)| 194 (1.86)| 199 (1.41)| 80 (1.01)| 70 (077)| 9.0 (143)| 56 (0.79)| 6.1 (1.14)| 6.0 (0.77)
- M = o = M - O = O - O = o = O = O - M = O = M
- o = O — M 1sae — H - @ — M — @ — M 33804 — B — ()
Rhode Island ... 123 (1.01)| 124 (0.90)| 120 (0.74)| 104 (050)| 112 (082)| — (f)| 59 (085)| 49 (041)| 49 (063)| 40 (033)| 40 (039) 50 (078)
South Carolina. — ()| 205 (142)| 198 (1.69)| 204 (2.22)| 234 (1.86) 212 (1.25) (f)| 67 (082)| 48 (079 46 (067)| 63 (089)| 37 (048
South Dakota®.. - M - M = O = @ = M = ({H 71073 83(072) 63 (080)| 92 (076)| 57 (052) 68 (087)
Tennessee .. 213 (206)| 241 (1.58)| 226 (1.41)| 205 (1.64)| 211 (1.34)| 192 (1.70)| 54 (0.80)| 81 (0.92)| 56 (070)| 51 (070)| 52 (0.80)| 54 (0.79)
Texas . (f)| 193 (0.93)| 188 (0.71)| 182 (0.89)| 176 (0.73)| 184 (1.33)| — ()| 7.9 (0.63)| 638 (0.55)| 64 (0.76)| 4.9 (045)| 56 (0.68)
)| 17.7 (1.70)| 17.1 (1.38)| 160 (1.40)| 168 (1.48)| 172 (1.19)| 56 (124)| 70 (1.03)| 7.5 (1.00)| 46 (063) 59 (1.01)| 50 (057)
)= Mm = ® = @& — @ — (] 83031 91 (090)| 96 (105 90 (061) 91 (0.73)| 104 (128)
)= M = M — M) 204020 188069 — O — O — @O — @O 5704 — ()
- W - o - M — O - O = O — @O = M - 0 — @O — 0
207 (1.37)| 223 (1.32)| 213 (1.52)| 244 (1.05)| 207 (1.64)| 243 (216)| 66 (1.25)| 85 (1.00)| 69 (089)| 65 (072)| 55 (0.75)| 55 (0.99)
132 (0.81)| 158 (1.19) 127 (0.76)| 10.9 (0.81)| 104 (0.66)| 144 (1.32)| 32 (043)| 39 (054)| 36 (049)| 34 (050)| 3.1 (041)| 32 (052)
Wyoming. 246 (1.49)| 280 (1.17)| 268 (1.28)| 260 (1.04)| 27.1 (1.19)| 288 (0.95)| 10.1 (0.91)| 100 (0.71)| 11.4 (076)| 11.5 (0.81)| 105 (0.71)| 99 (062

—Not available.

1Not applicable.

1The term “anywhere” is not used in the Youth Risk Behavior Survey (YRBS) questionnaire;
students were simply asked how many days they carried a weapon during the past 30 days.
2In the question asking students about carrying a weapon at school, “on school property” was
not defined for survey respondents.

3Data for the U.S. total include both public and private schools and were collected through a
national survey representing the entire country.

“Data include both public and private schools.

NOTE: Respondents were asked about carrying “a weapon such as a gun, knife, or club.
State-level data include public schools only, with the exception of data for Ohio and South

Dakota. Data for the U.S. total, Ohio, and South Dakota include both public and private
schools. For specific states, a given year’s data may be unavailable (1) because the state did
not participate in the survey that year; (2) because the state omitted this particular survey
item from the state-level questionnaire; or (3) because the state had an overall response rate
of less than 60 percent (the overall response rate is the school response rate multiplied by the
student response rate).

SOURCE: Centers for Disease Control and Prevention, Division of Adolescent and School
Health, Youth Risk Behavior Surveillance System (YRBSS), 2003 through 2013. (This table
was prepared June 2014.)
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Table 14.4.

Percentage of students ages 12-18 who reported having access to a loaded gun, without

adult permission, at school or away from school during the school year, by selected student
and school characteristics: Selected years, 2007 through 2013

[Standard errors appear in parentheses]

Student or school characteristic 2007 2009 2011 2013
1 2 3 4 5
Total 6.7 (0.40) 5.5 (0.47) 4.7 (0.43) 3.7 (0.38)
Sex
Male 8.4 (0.56) 76 (0.72) 56 (0.59) 39 (0.56)
Female 5.0 (0.47) 34 (0.44) 36 (0.44) 34 (0.35)
Race/ethnicity’
White 77 (0.55) 6.4 (0.60) 53 (0.50) 42 (0.45)
Black 6.2 (0.98) 39 (0.92) 41 (0.86) 34 (0.78)
Hispanic 4.8 (0.79) 49 (0.90) 41 (0.89) 3.0 0.71)
Asian 1 (1) t (1) t (1) t (1)
Other 9.3 (2.30) 54! (2.40) b 1) 4.7 (1.79)
Grade
6th 24 (0.64) 08! (0.40) 20! (0.89) t )
7th 26 (0.56) 36 (0.84) 30 (0.63) 2.0 (0.50)
8th 32 (0.63) 32 (0.63) 29 (0.60) 24 (0.62)
9th 6.8 (0.98) 44 (0.80) 4.0 (0.75) 33 (0.80)
10th 92 (1.13) 73 (1.02) 53 (0.70) 47 (0.80)
11th 99 (1.00) 76 (1.16) 6.4 (1.06) 59 (0.99)
12th 12.3 (1.33) 9.8 (1.44) 8.2 (1.06) 5.8 (0.99)
Urbanicity?
Urban 58 (0.67) 47 (0.72) 44 (0.61) 32 (0.54)
Suburban 6.4 (0.59) 55 (0.57) 49 (0.55) 37 (0.46)
Rural 9.1 (1.04) 7.1 (1.39) 49 (0.92) 46 (0.91)
Control of school
Public 6.9 (0.44) 58 (0.49) 48 (0.42) 37 0.40)
Private 45 (0.88) 231 (0.83) 321 (0.98) 36 (1.01)

1Not applicable.

linterpret data with caution. The coefficient of variation (CV) for this estimate is between 30

and 50 percent.

}Reporting standards not met. Either there are too few cases for a reliable estimate or the
coefficient of variation (CV) is 50 percent or greater.

Race categories exclude persons of Hispanic ethnicity. “Other” includes American Indians/
Alaska Natives, Pacific Islanders, and persons reporting that they are of Two or more races.

Supplemental Tables

2Refers to the Standard Metropolitan Statistical Area (MSA) status of the respondent's house-
hold as defined in 2000 by the U.S. Census Bureau. Categories include “central city of an

MSA (Urban),” “in MSA but not in central city (Suburban),” and “not MSA (Rural).”

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Justice, Bureau of Justice Statistics, School Crime Supple-
ment (SCS) to the National Crime Victimization Survey, 2007 through 2013. (This table was

prepared October 2014.)



Table 14.5. Number of incidents of students bringing firearms to or possessing firearms at a public
school and rate of incidents per 100,000 students, by state: 2009-10 through 2013-14

Number of firearm incidents Rate of firearm incidents per 100,000 students
State 2009-10 2010-11 2011-12 2012-13 2013-14 2009-10 2010-11 2011-12 2012-13 2013-14
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 1
United States 1,749 1,685 1,333 1,556 1,501 35 3.4 2.7 3.1 3.0
Alabama 23 15 5 46 29 3.1 20 0.7 6.2 3.9
Alaska... 7 3 5 5 4 53 23 38 38 31
Arizona . 18 7 22 18 17 1.7 0.7 2.0 1.7 1.5
Arkansa: 32 45 50 65 51 6.7 9.3 10.3 134 10.4
California .. 267 220 79 129 92 4.3 35 1.3 20 15
23 19 17 23 21 2.8 2.3 2.0 27 2.4
29 12 21 19 7 5.1 2.1 38 34 1.3
7 2 1 2 5 55 15 0.8 16 38
District of Columbia .. 2 2 2 0 2 29 2.8 2.7 0.0 26
Florida 66 63 51 62 il 25 24 1.9 23 2.6
132 154 104 118 83 7.9 9.2 6.2 6.9 4.8
1 2 1 0 0 0.6 1.1 05 0.0 0.0
12 — 10 5 4 43 — 3.6 18 1.3
21 5 5 9 4 1.0 02 02 0.4 0.2
42 28 26 27 25 4.0 27 25 26 24
5 2 2 3 3 1.0 0.4 0.4 0.6 0.6
32 20 9 28 19 6.7 41 1.9 57 338
12 15 23 20 43 1.8 22 34 2.9 6.3
50 49 43 66 80 7.2 7.0 6.1 9.3 11.2
2 2 4 2 0 1.1 1.1 2.1 11 0.0
Maryland 8 8 10 1 7 0.9 0.9 12 13 0.8
Massachusetts.. 11 12 7 10 19 1.1 1.3 0.7 1.0 2.0
Michigan ... 37 80 60 70 41 22 5.0 38 45 26
Minnesota. 21 23 10 19 22 25 2.7 12 22 2.6
Mississippi ... 42 32 32 38 49 85 6.5 6.5 77 9.9
Missouri.... 104 120 81 110 88 11.3 131 8.8 12.0 9.6
Montana 14 11 9 8 8 9.9 78 6.3 56 5.6
Nebraska .. 8 13 10 16 14 2.7 44 33 53 46
Nevada ..... 18 14 14 8 29 42 32 32 1.8 6.4
New Hampshire 2 5 6 4 9 1.0 2.6 3.1 2.1 48
New Jersey ... 5 5 6 5 5 0.4 0.4 0.4 0.4 0.4
New Mexico .. 18 25 18 13 15 5.4 7.4 5.3 38 4.4
New York... 171 181 46 28 45 06 071 1.7 1.0 1.6
North Carolina.. 23 9 9 1 19 1.6 0.6 0.6 0.7 1.2
North Dakota 2 1 2 5 6 2.1 114 2.0 4.9 5.8
Ohio.......... 103 91 76 7 102 5.8 52 4.4 4.1 5.9
37 22 27 39 21 5.7 33 41 5.8 31
14 17 19 16 15 24 3.0 33 2.7 25
27 24 23 34 23 1.5 1.3 1.3 1.9 1.3
Rhode Island.... 3 7 1 0 2 2.1 49 0.7 0.0 1.4
South Carolina.. 32 8 26 49 51 4.4 1.1 36 6.7 6.8
South Dakota 8 2 10 9 4 6.5 1.6 78 6.9 3.1
Tennessee 79 43 82 64 57 8.1 4.4 8.2 6.4 5.7
Texas ... 103 93 85 100 103 2.1 1.9 1.7 2.0 2.0
Utah.. 5 76 992 49 45 0.9 13.0 16.5 2 8.0 72
Vermont 1 3 1 2 9 1.1 3.1 1.1 22 10.1
Virginia.. 34 30 32 31 22 27 24 25 24 1.7
Washingt 162 173 26 33 46 15.6 16.6 25 3.1 4.3
West Virginia. 4 3 14 1 16 1.4 1.1 4.9 0.4 5.7
Wisconsin . 19 33 8 37 40 22 338 0.9 42 46
Wyoming... 5 9 4 18 9 5.7 10.1 4.4 19.7 9.7
—Not available. SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics,

Data for New York City Public Schools were not reported.

2The state reported a total state-level firearm incident count that was less than the sum of
its reported district-level counts. The sum of the district-level firearm incident counts is dis-
played instead of the reported state-level count.

NOTE: Separate counts were collected for incidents involving handguns, rifles/shotguns,
other firearms, and multiple types of firearms. The counts reported here exclude the “other
firearms’ category.

EDFacts file 094, Data Group 601, extracted September 23, 2015, from the ED Facts Data
Warehouse (internal U.S. Department of Education source); Common Core of Data (CCD),
“State Nonfiscal Survey of Public Elementary and Secondary Education,” 2009-10 through
2013-14. (This table was prepared September 2015.)
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Table 15.2.

Percentage distribution of students in grades 9-12, by number of days they reported using

alcohol anywhere or on school property during the previous 30 days and selected student
characteristics: Selected years, 2009 through 2013

[Standard errors appear in parentheses]

Anywhere (including on school property)' On school property?
Year and student characteristic 0 days 1or2days 3t0 29 days All 30 days 0days 1or2days 31029 days All 30 days
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
2009
Total 58.2 (0.80)| 205 (0.40)| 205 (0.73) 08 (0.09)| 955 (0.29) 28 (0.21) 1.3 (0.14) 04  (0.07)
Sex
Male 592 (1.11)| 179 (059)| 21.7  (0.90) 1.3 (0.19)| 947 (0.41) 30 (0.27) 1.7 (0.20) 06  (0.14)
Female 571 (0.85)| 234 (0.73)| 19.2 (0.74) 03 (0.05| 964 (0.34) 26 (0.26) 09 (0.16) 01! (0.03)
Race/ethnicity?
White 553 (1.16)| 209 (0.50)| 232 (1.10) 06 (0.10)| 96.7 (0.27) 20  (0.20) 1.0 (0.14) 02  (0.06)
Black 66.6 (1.45)| 185 (0.80)| 140 (1.04) 09 (0.25)| 946 (0.59) 30 (0.36) 1.8 (0.32) 05! (0.22)
Hispanic 571 (143)| 219 (0.82)| 196 (1.12) 13 (0.22)| 931 (0.70) 44 (0.46) 1.9  (0.37) 06  (0.16)
Asian 81.7 (1.60)| 115  (1.90) 59 (1.22) 09! (0.44)| 971 (0.65) 141 (047) 09! (0.43) t (1)
Pacific Islander 652 (4.36)| 124 (2.86)| 220 (3.42) t (f)| 90.0 (2.34) 59 (1.68) 38! (1.56) t 1)
American Indian/Alaska Native 572 (543)| 170! (5.28)| 247 (5.33) i ()] 957 (1.58) 35! (1.45) i (1) # (1)
Two or more races 557 (242)| 268 (258)| 16.1  (1.90) 141 (056)| 933 (1.37) 47  (0.98) 16! (0.64) i (1)
Grade
9th 685 (1.28)| 17.9 (1.00)| 129  (0.64) 07 (0.16)| 956 (0.37) 30 (0.28) 10 (0.17) 04! (0.13)
10th 59.4 (142)| 195 (0.79)| 203 (1.27) 08 (0.21)| 952 (0.46) 29 (0.35) 1.5 (0.25) 04! (0.15)
11th 543 (205)| 217 (1.41)| 232 (1.36) 08 (0.13)| 954 (0.44) 29 (040 14 (0.24) 03  (0.09)
12th 483 (1.37)| 236 (0.95)| 27.3 (1.55) 08 (0.19)| 959 (0.44) 23 (0.29) 1.5 (0.25) 03! (0.12)
2011
Total 613 (0.75)| 194 (0.62)| 183 (047) 09 (0.11)] 949 (0.33) 33  (0.23) 1.3 (0.15) 05  (0.07)
Sex
Male 605 (0.93)| 185 (0.68)| 19.5  (0.65) 15  (0.19)| 946 (0.43) 31 (0.26) 15 (0.21) 08  (0.14)
Female 62.1 (0.91)| 205 (0.74)| 17.1  (0.63) 03 (0.08)| 953 (0.35) 34 (0.29) 1.1 (0.16) 011 (0.04)
Race/ethnicity®
White 59.7 (097)| 195 (0.83)| 20.1 (0.62) 07 (0.13)| 96.0 (0.38) 28 (0.29) 09 (0.12) 03  (0.06)
Black 69.5 (1.40)| 175 (1.06)| 121  (0.97) 09 (0.21)| 949 (0.50) 32  (0.41) 14 (0.28) 05! (0.18)
Hispanic 577 (1.38)| 215 (0.75)| 194 (0.94) 14 (0.25)| 927 (0.68) 43 (0.31) 22 (0.45) 07  (0.17)
Asian 744 (290)| 167  (2.86) 73 (142) 16! (0.73)| 965 (1.21) 22! (0.96) t (1) t (1)
Pacific Islander 616 (6.40)| 156 (3.98)| 219 (4.87) 1 (1) 917 (361) 36! (1.62) t (1) t (1)
American Indian/Alaska Native 551 (2.26)| 238 (223)| 201 (1.51) b3 (t)| 791 (415)| 150 (3.14) 53  (0.96) b3 (1)
Two or more races 631 (3.08)| 196 (2.94)| 150 (1.88) 23! (096)| 942 (1.32) 33 (0.86) t 1) 16! (0.74)
Grade
9th 702 (1.35)| 17.8  (0.99)| 112  (0.95) 07 (0.18)| 946 (0.56) 37  (0.41) 14 (0.31) 04 (0.09)
10th 643 (1.37)| 192 (1.11)| 158  (0.66) 06 (0.15)| 956 (0.51) 28  (0.40) 1.2 (0.24) 04  (0.11)
11th 573 (1.28)| 21.1 (0.87)| 206 (1.31) 1.1 (0.21)| 948 (0.56) 32 (0.39) 1.3 (0.26) 0.7  (0.16)
12th 516 (1.29)| 20.1 (0.93)| 271 (1.25) 1.1 (0.24)| 949 (0.48) 35 (0.38) 1.3 (0.26) 03! (0.10)
20134
Total 651 (1.08)) 173 (0.56)| 16.9 (0.78) 08 (0.12) - (1) - (1) - (1) - (1)
Sex
Male 656 (1.30)| 157 (0.75)| 174 (0.90)| 12 (0.19) (1) (1) (1) — (1)
Female 645 (1.39)| 18.8 (0.98)| 163 (0.88) 0.3  (0.09) — (1) — 1) - ) — 1)
Race/ethnicity?
White 63.7 (1.63)| 176 (0.87)] 180 (1.11)| 06 (0.13) - M — () - (1) - ()
Black 704 (165)| 155 (0.90)| 136  (1.46) 06 (0.16) - (1) - (t) - () - (t)
Hispanic 625 (211)| 180 (1.30)| 183 (1.27) 1.2 (0.35) - (1) - 1) - (1) - )
Asian 783 (1.80)| 14.8 (2.26) 63 (1.27) i 1) — (f) — (t) - (1) — (t)
Pacific Islander 732 (5.84)| 182 (471) 75 (2.24) t (1) — (1) — 1) — (1) — )
American Indian/Alaska Native 66.6 (5.13)| 148 (4.41)| 1741 (5.62) t (1) — (1) — (1) — (1) — (1)
Two or more races 639 (287)| 187 (1.71)| 164 (2.12) 10! (0.42) — (1) — (1) — (1) — (1)
Grade
9th 756 (1.13)| 13.6 (0.89)| 10.0  (0.85) 07 (0.22) — (1) — 1) — (1) — 1)
10th 69.1 (1.84)| 159 (1.17)| 145 (1.22) 06 (0.16) — (1) — (1) - (1) — (t)
11th 608 (1.52)| 18.6 (1.01)| 19.7  (1.26) 09 (0.23) - (1) — (1) - (1) — (t)
12th 532 (1.85)| 215 (0.93)| 246 (1.31) 07  (0.17) — (1) — 1) — ) — 1)
—Not available. 2In the question about drinking alcohol at school, “on school property” was not defined for

1Not applicable.

#Rounds to zero.

linterpret data with caution. The coefficient of variation (CV) for this estimate is between 30
and 50 percent.

1Reporting standards not met. Either there are too few cases for a reliable estimate or the
coefficient of variation (CV) is 50 percent or greater.

The term “anywhere” is not used in the Youth Risk Behavior Survey (YRBS) questionnaire;
students were simply asked how many days during the previous 30 days they had at least
one drink of alcohol.

survey respondents.

SRace categories exclude persons of Hispanic ethnicity.

“Data on alcohol use at school were not collected in 2013.

NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding.

SOURCE: Centers for Disease Control and Prevention, Division of Adolescent and School
Health, Youth Risk Behavior Surveillance System (YRBSS), 2009 through 2013. (This table
was prepared September 2014.)
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Table 15.3.

[Standard errors appear in parentheses]

Percentage of public school students in grades 9-12 who reported using alcohol at least 1
day during the previous 30 days, by location and state: Selected years, 2003 through 2013

Anywhere (including on school property)! On school property?

State 2003 2005 2007 2009 2011 2013 2003 2005 2007 2009 2011 2013
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 1 12 13
United States?... 449 (1.21)| 433 (1.38)| 44.7 (1.15)| 41.8 (0.80)| 38.7 (0.75)| 349 (1.08)| 5.2 (0.46)| 4.3 (0.30)| 41 (0.32)| 45 (029)| 51 (033)| — (W)
Alabama .. 402 (2.04)| 394 (255)| — (f)| 395 (222)| 356 (1.99)| 350 (245)| 4.1 (0.82)| 45 (059)| — (f)| 54 (0.76)| 57 (1.08)| — ()
Alaska. 387 (205) — (f)| 397 (211)| 332 (1.66)| 286 (1.95)| 225 (1.69)| 4.9 (0.81)] — ()| 41 (058)| 30 (048)| 34 (052)| — )
Arizona 51.8 (1.93)| 47.1 (1.73)| 456 (1.73)| 445 (1.67)| 438 (1.47)| 36.0 (225)| 7.1 (0.67)| 75 (0.88)| 6.0 (054)| 59 (061)| 62 (055)| — (1)
Arkansas.. — ()] 431 (1.99)| 422 (1.75)| 39.7 (1.91)| 339 (1.81)| 363 (1.97)| — (t)| 52 (062)| 51 (065| 6.1 (089) 42 (068)| — 1)
California - ® - ® = O = O - 0 - O - @O = @O = O - O - M = M
Colorado — ()] 474 (442 — ()| 408 (244)| 364 229 — (1| — ()| 59 (1.08)] — (f)| 41 (061)| 53 (087)| — (1)
Connecticut... — (1)] 453 (2.16)| 46.0 (2.13)| 435 (2.22)| 415 (1.90)| 367 (202)| — (t)| 66 (0.71)| 56 (099)| 50 (047)| 46 (061)] — )
Delaware....... 454 (1.30)| 43.1 (1.16)| 452 (1.40)| 437 (1.65)| 404 (1.55)| 363 (1.34)| 4.8 (0.44)| 55 (0.66)| 45 (048)| 50 (0.73)| 50 (050)| — (1)
District of Columbia 338 (1.72)| 231 (1.40)| 326 (147)| — (f)| 328 (1.89)) — (f)| 49 (064)| 46 (055)| 61 (092 — (1)| 68 (091)| — )
Florida...... 427 (1.10)| 39.7 (1.43)| 423 (1.30)| 405 (1.03)| 37.0 (0.98)| 349 (0.87)| 5.1 (0.36)| 45 (0.30)| 53 (0.31)| 49 (026)| 51 (029 — (1)
Georgia 37.7 (141)| 399 (212)| 37.7 (1.52)| 34.3 (1.65)| 346 (1.93)| 279 (204)| 37 (0.55)| 4.3 (067)| 44 (058)| 42 (048)| 54 (080)| — )
Hawaii. — ()| 348 (205)| 29.1 (2.93)| 37.8 (3.02)| 29.1 (1.64)| 262 (1.75)| — (f)| 88 (0.93)] 6.0 (093)| 79 (1.31)| 50 (042)| — (1)
Idaho... 348 (244)| 398 (2.62)| 425 (2.73)| 342 (1.97)| 362 (2.28)| 283 (223)| 38 (0.56)| 4.3 (069)| 62 (081)| 35 (053)| 4.1 (050) — )
lllinois.. — M| — (1)] 437 272)| 398 (1.91)| 378 (1.87)| 366 241)| — ()| — ()| 55 (0.75)| 44 (064)| 33 (040)| — (1)
449 (157)| 414 (212)| 439 (224)| 385 (2.13)| 335 (1.65)| — (f)| 39 (057)| 34 (064)| 41 (047)| 35 (052)| 20 (0.36)| — )
()| 438 (256)| 41.0 (236)| — ()| 371 @58)| — ()| — ()| 46 (089)| 34 (078 — ()| 23 (041)] — )
()| 439 (1.74)| 424 (1.69)| 387 (1.93)| 326 (153)| 276 (1.02)| — (f)| 51 (0.74)| 48 (0.66)| 32 (055)| 29 (045 — (1)
87)| 374 (1.77)| 406 (1.25)| 37.8 (1.30)| 34.6 (1.56) 304 (1.37)| 4.8 (0.69)| 35 (0.37)| 47 (047)| 52 (087)| 41 (053)| — ()
M = M) — ()] 475 (280)| 444 (200)| 386 275)| — (| — (1)) — (1) 56 (1.33)] 60 (1.36) — (1)
78)| 430 (2.15)| 39.3 (229)| 322 (0.66)| 287 (0.69)| 266 (0.90)| 3.7 (048)| 39 (044)| 56 (0.89)| 4.0 (0.23)| 31 (0.21)] — 1)
Maryland.. — ()] 398 (217)| 429 (3.13)| 37.0 (1.44)| 348 (1.98)| 312 (045 — (f)| 32 (042)| 62 (1.10)| 48 (067)| 54 (063)| — ()
Massachusetts... 457 (1.19)| 47.8 (1.36)| 462 (1.57)| 436 (1.28)| 40.1 (1.54)| 356 (1.14)| 53 (0.50)| 4.2 (0.32)| 47 (045)| 38 (048)| 36 (044)| — ()
Michigan ....... 440 (1.40)| 38.1 (1.73)| 428 (1.70)| 37.0 (1.28)| 30.6 (1.64)| 283 (1.81)| 4.6 (0.33)| 36 (046)| 36 (051)| 37 (040)| 27 (037)| — ()
Minnesota N e e v e e | B B vy | B I
Mississippi ... 418 (1.74)] — (f)| 406 (1.57)| 392 (143)| 362 (207)| 329 (209)| 49 (0.70)] — ()| 51 (071)| 43 (045)| 46 (067)| — )
Missouri... 492 (2.16)| 408 (2.04)| 444 (2.35)| 393 (271)| — (f)| 356 (1.33)| 26 (0.58)| 33 (057)| 34 (074)| 30 (055 — ()| — )
Montana... 495 (1.68)| 486 (1.50)| 465 (1.39)| 42.8 (1.81)| 383 (1.08)| 37.1 (1.20)| 6.7 (0.70)| 6.4 (0.73)| 57 (047)| 51 (069)| 35 (0.35)| — ()
Nebraska . 465 (1.29)| 429 (127, — (1)) — (f)| 266 (1.24)| 221 (1.46)| 46 (061)| 36 (042)|] — M| — ()| 30 (041)] — (1)
Nevada .... 434 (151)| 414 (1.73)| 37.0 (1.52)| 386 (1.66)] — (f)| 340 (211)| 74 (0.74)| 68 (092)| 44 (058)| 44 (052)| — ()| — ()
New Hamp: 471 (2.70)| 44.0 (2.31)| 448 (1.83)| 39.3 (218)| 384 (1.83)| 329 (1.71)| 4.0 (0.79)| — ()| 51 (073)| 43 (068)| 56 (0.70)| — (1)
New Jersey ... — ()] 465 (265)| — (1)| 462 (221)| 429 (246)| 393 (1.92)| — (f)| 37 (042)] — M - O - B — )
New Mexico .. — ()] 423 (1.93)| 432 (1.07)| 405 (1.41)| 369 (1.40)| 289 (1.25)| — (f)| 7.6 (0.87)| 87 (1.35| 80 (090)| 64 (054)| — (1)
New York....... 442 (1.53)| 434 (1.47)| 437 (141)| 414 (1.38)| 384 (1.96)| 325 (1.36)| 52 (0.39)| 4.1 (045)| 51 (058 — ()| — @ — )
North Carolina ... 394 (268)| 423 (2.16)| 37.7 (1.36)| 35.0 (243)| 343 (1.41)| 322 (1.27)| 36 (047)| 54 (0.74)| 47 (065)| 4.1 (057)| 55 (0.77)| — ()
North Dakota 542 (1.74)| 49.0 (1.89)| 46.1 (1.82)| 433 (1.79)| 388 (1.67)| 353 (1.59)| 5.1 (0.79)| 36 (052)| 44 (065)| 42 (053)| 3.1 (051) — )
2 (2. 424 (1.96)| 457 (1.70), — (f)| 38.0 (294)| 295 (221)| 3.9 (069)| 32 (059)| 32 (0500, — ()| — ((H| — (1)
8 (1. 405 (1.62)| 43.1 (1.88)| 39.0 (1.97)| 383 (1.75)| 334 (1.91)| 32 (0.64)| 38 (049)| 50 (059)| 39 (055)| 26 (065)| — (1)
- m = ® = @O = O = O - O - O - O = O = O = M0
- M - Weien — o - O — O — H - O 28050 — H — @
Rhode Island k 427 (1.15)| 429 (1.76)| 34.0 (201)| 340 (1.25)| 309 (1.78)| 46 (0.73)| 53 (0.66)| 48 (054)| 32 (050)| — (1) — (1)
South Carolina... — ()] 432 (1.64)| 368 (2.31)| 352 (280)| 39.7 (1.72)| 289 (1.34)| — (t)| 6.0 (0.96)| 47 (0.73)| 36 (0.79)| 59 (090)| — )
South Dakota* 502 (2.58)| 46.6 (2.12)| 445 (1.80)| 40.1 (1.54)| 39.3 (2.14)| 308 (1.45)| 54 (1.13)| 40 (0.70)| 36 (09%2)| — H| — @ — (1)
Tennessee 411 (2.04)| 41.8 (1.90)| 36.7 (1.90)| 335 (1.71)| 333 (1.39)| 284 (1.35)| 4.2 (048)| 37 (0.66)| 4.1 (054)| 30 (0.38)| 32 (0.34)| — (1)
Texas .. — ()] 473 (1.93)| 483 (1.64)| 448 (1.25)| 39.7 (1.15)| 36.1 (1.75)| — (t)| 57 (0.56)| 49 (057)| 47 (0.36)| 39 (035 — 1)
Utah.... 213 (2.19)| 158 (1.92)| 17.0 (1.88)| 182 (2.72)| 151 (1.54)| 11.0 (0.90)| 3.8 (0.74)| 21 (0.39)| 47! (1.69)| 27 (045)| 27 (054)| — (1)
Vermont ... 435 (1.48)| 418 (1.53)| 426 (1.04)| 39.0 (1.57)| 353 (1.10), — (f)| 53 (0.60)| 48 (0.54)| 46 (040)| 33 (028)| 33 (050) — )
Virginia..... - M® = O = M — (1)) 3054 27302 — @ — @ — @O — () 33059 — (1)
Washington... - M - ® = O = O - W - O - @O - O = O — M - M —
West Virginia. 444 (1.81)| 415 (1.41)| 435 (145)| 404 (1.10)| 343 (240)| 371 (204)| 4.1 (0.84)| 64 (1.08)| 55 (089)| 57 (061)| 42 (067)| — (1)
Wisconsin 473 (1.63)| 492 (1.51)| 489 (1.56)| 413 (1.83)| 392 (1.35)| 327 (121)] — (| — @H| — M - & - @ - ()
Wyoming 49.0 (2.16)| 454 (1.47)| 424 (1.22)| 417 (1.36)| 36.1 (1.34)| 344 (1.14)| 62 (0.75)| 6.2 (056)| 6.9 (063)| 64 (050)| 51 (048)| — ()

—Not available. “Data include both public and private schools.

tNot applicable.

linterpret data with caution. The coefficient of variation (CV) for this estimate is between
30 and 50 percent.

'The term “anywhere” is not used in the Youth Risk Behavior Survey (YRBS) question-
naire; students were simply asked how many days during the previous 30 days they had
at least one drink of alcohol.

2In the question about drinking alcohol at school, “on school property” was not defined for
survey respondents. Data on alcohol use at school were not collected in 2013.

3Data for the U.S. total include both public and private schools and were collected
through a national survey representing the entire country.

Supplemental Tables

NOTE: State-level data include public schools only, with the exception of data for Ohio
and South Dakota. Data for the U.S. total, Ohio, and South Dakota include both public
and private schools. For specific states, a given year's data may be unavailable (1)
because the state did not participate in the survey that year; (2) because the state omit-
ted this particular survey item from the state-level questionnaire; or (3) because the state
had an overall response rate of less than 60 percent (the overall response rate is the
school response rate multiplied by the student response rate).

SOURCE: Centers for Disease Control and Prevention, Division of Adolescent and
School Health, Youth Risk Behavior Surveillance System (YRBSS), 2003 through 2013.
(This table was prepared June 2014.)



Table 15.4. Number of discipline incidents resulting in removal of a student from a regular education
program for at least an entire school day and rate of incidents per 100,000 students, by
discipline reason and state: 2013-14
Number of discipline incidents Rate of discipline incidents per 100,000 students

Violent Weapons Violent Weapons
State Total Alcohol lllicit drug incident! |  possession Total Alcohol licit drug incident! possession
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11
United States . 1,308,568 24,015 197,171 1,020,894 66,488 2,615 48 394 2,040 133
Alabama.. 41,991 560 5,931 33,808 1,692 5,627 75 79 4,531 227
2,755 116 580 1,915 144 2,104 89 443 1,462 110
Arizona.... 30,463 816 3,774 25,050 823 2,763 74 342 2,272 75
Arkansas. 20,890 410 1,894 17,743 843 4,263 84 387 3,621 172
California. 285,039 —2 46,4252 204,727 13,887 4515 — 7352 3,560 220
Colorado 61,546 M 6,866 53,262 707 7,018 81 783 6,073 81
Connecticut .. 25,670 418 1,379 22,643 1,230 4,700 77 252 4,146 225
Delaware.... 597 56 315 63 163 453 43 239 48 124
District of Columbi 7,088 3 198 6,655 202 9,069 42 253 8,515 258
Florida. 16,755 992 10,642 3,605 1516 616 36 391 133 56
Georgia 67,772 725 10,145 53974 2,928 3,931 42 588 3,131 170
Hawail. 1,956 155 610 946 245 1,047 83 327 506 131
Idaho... 946 62 481 233 170 319 21 162 79 57
lino’s.. 16,502 1,106 6,043 4,79 4,558 798 54 292 232 221
Indiana 42,221 931 3,229 36,447 1,614 4,031 89 308 3,480 154
12,410 301 2,000 9,336 773 2,467 60 398 1,856 154
11,106 237 2,068 8,186 615 2,237 48 417 1,649 124
Kentucky . 44,472 649 9,521 33,947 355 6,565 9 1,406 5,011 52
Louisiana, 47,602 340 5,339 40574 1,349 6,690 48 750 5,703 190
Maine .. 3,257 10 595 2,381 7 1,770 60 323 1,204 93
Maryland. 33,586 584 3,077 28,215 1,710 3,878 67 355 3,257 197
Massachusetts? 24,272 542 2,727 19,795 1,208 2,540 57 285 2,071 126
Michigan..... 11,677 245 1,450 9,101 881 754 16 94 588 57
Minnesota® 21,097 478 4,045 15,511 1,063 2,479 56 475 1,823 125
Mississippi... 15,040 304 803 13,276 657 3,053 62 163 2,695 133
Missouri... 19,993 917 6,732 10,904 1,440 2,177 100 733 1,187 157
Montana.. 4,768 162 1,030 3,334 242 3,308 12 715 2,313 168
Nebraska, 8,229 169 1,307 6,305 448 2,675 55 425 2,049 146
Nevada.... 10,015 278 1,968 7,317 452 2,217 62 436 1,619 100
New Hampshire 5,022 124 701 3,855 342 2,696 67 376 2,069 184
New Jersey . 12,026 371 2,320 8,541 794 878 27 169 623 58
New Mexico. 13,878 303 3,619 9,117 839 4,091 89 1,067 2,687 247
New York..... 18,625 1,373 5,160 7,037 5,055 682 50 189 258 185
North Carolina. 65,259 858 10,413 51,417 2,571 4,263 56 680 3,359 168
North Dakota... 1,460 58 432 899 71 1,405 56 416 865 68
76,271 1,047 8,175 64,108 2,941 4,424 61 474 3,718 171
14,483 418 2,199 10,702 1,164 2,124 61 323 1,570 171
15,104 379 2,850 11,332 543 2,547 64 481 1,911 92
Pennsylvania 39,744 698 2,793 33,741 2,512 2,264 40 159 1,922 143
Rhode Island... 14,735 60 834 13,603 238 10,376 42 587 9,579 168
South Carolina 21,622 403 1,631 19,271 317 2,900 54 219 2,584 43
South Dakota®. 3,297 100 827 2,154 216 2,519 76 632 1,646 165
36,335 2,643 525 33,075 92 3,657 266 53 3,329 9
2,468 37 1,422 517 492 48 1 28 10 10
6,162 12 1,732 3,899 419 985 18 277 623 67
Vermont... — — — — — — — — — —
Virginia... 21,210 856 937 17,336 2,081 1,665 67 74 1,361 163
Washington . 23,172 1,187 6,177 13,472 2,336 2,188 112 583 1,272 221
West Virginia 3,213 42 507 2,604 60 1,144 15 180 927 21
Wisconsin... 24,116 535 2,735 19,797 1,049 2,758 61 313 2,264 120
Wyorming 651 4 8 369 270 702 4 9 398 291

—Not available.

TIncludes violent incidents with and without physical injury.
2Alcohol incidents were reported in the illicit drug category.
3This state did not report state-level counts of discipline incidents, but did report school-
level counts. The sums of the school-level counts are displayed in place of the unreported

state-level counts.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics,
EDFacts file 030, Data Group 523, extracted October 14, 2015, from the EDFacts Data
Warehouse (internal U.S. Department of Education source); Common Core of Data (CCD),
“State Nonfiscal Survey of Public Elementary and Secondary Education,” 2013-14. (This
table was prepared October 2015.)
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Table 16.2.

Percentage distribution of students in grades 9-12, by number of times they reported using

marijuana anywhere or on school property during the previous 30 days and selected student
characteristics: Selected years, 2009 through 2013

[Standard errors appear in parentheses]

Anywhere (including on school property)’ On school property?
Year and student characteristic 0 times 1 or 2 times 30 39 times | 40 or more times 0 times 1or2times 3to39times| 40 or more times
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
2009
Total 79.2 (0.70) 72 (0.30) 97 (0.37) 38 (0.27)| 954 (0.35) 21 (0.16) 1.8 (0.18) 07  (0.10)
Sex
Male 76.6  (0.80) 68 (0.38)| 10.8 (0.48) 58 (0.46)| 93.7 (0.54) 26 (0.24) 26 (0.27) 1.1 (0.18)
Female 82.1 (0.87) 77 (0.39) 85 (0.56) 1.7 (020)| 972 (0.32) 1.7 (0.19) 1.0 (0.21) (0.06)
Race/ethnicity®
White 79.3  (0.93) 74 (043) 96  (0.49) 37 (0.38)| 962 (0.38) 1.9  (0.21) 14 (0.18) 0.5 (0.10)
Black 778 (1.44) 67 (0.62)| 109  (0.90) 46  (0.68)| 944 (0.64) 22 (0.31) 28  (044) 06! (0.24)
Hispanic 784 (1.04) 82 (057) 98 (0.71) 36 (0.37)| 935 (0.76) 32 (043 (0.39) 1.0 (0.22)
Asian 92.5 (1.40) 30 (0.69) 33 (0.85) 12! (0.55)| 98.0 (0.54) b (1) 111 (0.50) b (1)
Pacific Islander 752 (5.50) 50! (1.61)] 130 (2.95) 68! (2.56)| 91.0 (2.40) 441 (1.59) 37! (1.58) 1 (1)
American Indian/Alaska Native ... 68.4 (5.26) 67! (247)| 196 (3.43) 53! (@11)| 971 (1.25) b3 (1) b3 1) # (1)
Two or more races 783 (2.33) 7.8  (1.40) 98  (1.51) 411 (127)| 946 (1.34) 141 (0.51) 22! (0.90) 18! (0.66)
Grade
9th 845 (0.97) 58 (0.55) 76  (0.55) 21 (0.29)| 957 (0.38) 23 (022 14 (0.21) 0.6 (0.15)
10th 789 (1.11) 79 (0.59) 96  (0.64) 36 (044)| 954 (0.50) 19  (0.28) 21 (035 0.6 (0.12)
11th 76.8 (1.52) 79 (066)| 112 (0.89) 41 (042)| 950 (0.55) 25 (0.37) 20 (0.31) 05 (0.12)
12th 754 (1.49) 77 (0.60)| 109 (0.86) 6.0 (0.64)| 954 (0.49) 19  (0.30) 1.9  (0.27) 0.8 (0.23)
2011
Total 76.9 (0.80) 74 (0.30)) 109 (0.42) 48 (0.30)| 941 (0.39) 28 (0.22) 23 (0.21) 07  (0.09)
Sex
Male 741 (1.01) 7.1  (040)| 118 (0.57) 70 (047)| 925 (0.56) 31 (0.28) 32 (0.31) 1.2 (0.17)
Female 79.9 (0.95) 7.7  (0.48) 99 (0.56) 24  (0.26)] 959 (0.32) 25 (0.21) 14 (0.19) 02 (0.04)
Race/ethnicity®
White 783  (1.09) 69 (042)| 102 (0.59) 46  (0.44)| 955 (0.42) 22 (0.26) 19  (0.23) 04  (0.09)
Black 749 (1.35) 79 (0.69)| 125 (0.81) 47 (0.63)| 933 (0.77) 32  (0.43) 28 (052) 07  (0.18)
Hispanic 756 (1.27) 83 (059)| 115 (0.67) 47  (0.46)| 923 (0.54) 36 (0.26) 31 (0.40) 1.0 (0.21)
Asian 86.4 (3.75) b (1) 55 (0.96) 32! (1.34)| 955 (1.34) 241 (1.15) b (1) 151 (0.70)
Pacific Islander 689 (7.08)| 113 (3.34)| 132! (5.20) 6.6! (227)| 875 (4.94) 56! (2.24) b (1) b (1)
American Indian/Alaska Native... 526 (320)) 105 (2.82)| 236 (257)| 132 (1.81)| 79.1 (4.05) 86 (2.18) 98  (1.79) 25 (0.67)
Two or more races 732 (2.10) 72 (1200 129 (1.44) 67 (1.33)| 919 (1.79) 37 (098 241 (0.86) 20! (0.69)
Grade
9th 82.0 (1.11) 62 (0.47) 82 (0.63) 36 (042)| 946 (0.65) 27 (0.41) 22 (0.33) 05 (0.11)
10th 784 (1.15) 74 (0.60)| 10.0 (0.65) 43 (0.50)| 93.8 (0.63) 32 (0.38) 23 (0.40) 07  (0.16)
11th 745 (1.44) 80 (059)| 129 (0.82) 45 (0.50)| 938 (0.70) 32 (047) 23 (0.35) 07  (0.16)
12th 72.0 (1.08) 83 (059)| 13.0 (0.69) 6.7 (0.53)| 946 (0.39) 22 (0.30) 24 (0.30) 0.8 (0.18)
20134
Total 76.6 (1.08) 71 (042)] 113  (0.68) 50 (0.39) - (1) - (1) - (1) - (1)
Sex
Male 75.0 (1.14) 6.5 (042)| 120 (0.72) 6.5  (0.53) - (1) - (1) - (1) - (1)
Female 781 (1.28) 78 (059)| 107 (0.77) 34 (0.36) — (1) — () - (f) — )
Race/ethnicity?
White 79.6  (1.36) 6.3 (0.63) 97  (0.75) 44 (0.42) — 1) — 1) — 1) — 1)
Black 711 (1.30) 82 (0.52)| 143  (0.90) 63 (0.71) - (1) - (1) - 1) - (1)
Hispanic 724 (1.50) 86 (0.52)| 134 (1.22 56  (0.70) — (1) — (1) — (1) — (1)
Asian 83.6 (2.99) 41 (1.02) 76 (1.32) 471 (2.03) (1) — () (1) — (1)
Pacific Islander 76.6 (7.35) 491 (231)| 171! (5.82) 1 1) 1) — (1) (1) — 1)
American Indian/Alaska Native ... 645 (6.37) 88! (270)| 189  (4.54) 79! (277) (1) — 1) 1) (1)
Two or more races 712 (2.5%) 97 (1.36)| 124 (1.45) 6.7 (1.29) — (1) — (1) — 1) — (1)
Grade
9th 823 (1.13) 6.3 (0.59) 86  (0.70) 28 (0.38) — () — (1) — (f) — (1)
10th 76.5 (1.89) 72 (065 113 (1.35) 50 (0.81) — (1) — (1) — (1) — (1)
11th 745 (1.37) 76 (068)| 120 (0.85) 6.0 (0.56) - (1) — () — (1) - (t)
12th 723 (158)| 76 (068)| 138 (1.00)| 64 (0.63) - ) - (1) - (1) - )
—Not available. 2In the question about using marijuana at school, “on school property” was not defined for survey
1Not applicable. respondents.
#Rounds to zero. 3Race categories exclude persons of Hispanic ethnicity.

linterpret data with caution. The coefficient of variation (CV) for this estimate is between 30 and
50 percent.

$Reporting standards not met. Either there are too few cases for a reliable estimate or the coeffi-
cient of variation (CV) is 50 percent or greater.

The term “anywhere” is not used in the Youth Risk Behavior Survey (YRBS) questionnaire; stu-
dents were simply asked how many times during the previous 30 days they had used marijuana.

“Data on marijuana use at school were not collected in 2013.

NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding.

SOURCE: Centers for Disease Control and Prevention, Division of Adolescent and School
Health, Youth Risk Behavior Surveillance System (YRBSS), 2009 through 2013. (This table was
prepared September 2014.)
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Table 16.3. Percentage of public school students in grades 9-12 who reported using marijuana at
least one time during the previous 30 days, by location and state: Selected years, 2003
through 2013
[Standard errors appear in parentheses]
Anywhere (including on school property)' On school property?

State 2003 2005 2007 2009 2011 2013 2003 2005 2007 2009 2011 2013
1 2 3 4 5 7 8 9 10 11 12 13
United States?.. 224 (1.09) 202 (0.84)| 197 (0.97)| 208 (0.70)| 231 (0.80)| 234 (1.08) 58 (068)| 45 (0.32)| 45 (046)] 46 (035)] 59 (039)] — (1)
Alabama.. 177 (138)| 185 (149)] — (1)| 162 (128)| 208 (162)| 192 (146)| 26 (054)| 35 (080) —  (f)| 46 (081)| 40 (068)] — ()
Alaska.. 239 (129) — ()| 205 (1.47)| 227 (1.65)| 212 (1.68)| 197 (1.35)| 65 (080)| — (1) 59 (070)| 59 (069)| 43 (059)| — ()
Arizona 256 (1.08)| 200 (1.08)| 220 (1.38)| 237 (1.90)| 229 (159)| 235 (1.75)| 65 (052)| 51 (063)| 61 (068) 64 (074)| 56 075 — (1)
Arkansas... = ()] 189 (170)| 164 (108)| 17.8 (124)| 168 (172)| 190 (098)] — (1) 41 (061)| 28 (050)| 45 (1.02)| 39 (078)] — (1)
California .. - M - O - O - O = O - O - O - O - O - O - N - M
Colorado — )] 27 9| — (1) 248 (222)| 220 (116) — (B — | 60 (088 — (1) 61 (89 6007 — #
— ()| 231 (1.37)| 232 (1.35)| 218 (152)| 242 (144)| 261 (144)| — ()| 51 (049)| 59 (077)| 62 (076)| 52 (068)| — (1)
273 (1.13)| 228 (1.12)| 251 (1.03)| 258 (1.30)| 276 (1.37)| 256 (1.17)| 60 (054)| 56 (057)| 54 (053)| 56 (071)| 6.1 (065)| — (1)
235 (123)| 145 (108)| 208 (133)| — (1)| 261 (129 — ()| 75 (088)| 48 (062)| 58 (066) — (B| 79 09N — ()
214 (089)| 168 (0.86)| 189 (0.88)| 21.4 (0.72)| 225 (0.86)| 220 (0.81)| 49 (041)| 40 (031)| 47 (040) 52 (039)| 63 (039)) — (1)
195 (094)| 189 (159)| 196 (096)| 183 (1.02)| 212 (123)| 203 (164)| 32 (045)| 33 (058)| 36 (058)| 34 (062)| 56 (070) — (1)
— ()| 172 (173)| 157 (1.78)| 221 (203)| 220 (132)| 189 (154)| — ()| 72 (1.14)| 57 (085)| 83 (186)| 76 (067)| — (1)
147 (156)| 17.1 (132)| 179 (1.73)| 137 (1.07)| 188 (1.76)| 153 (1.10)| 27 (055)| 39 (061)| 47 (080)| 30 (044)| 49 (073)] — (1)
1linois... — M| — ()] 203 (1.38)| 210 (153)| 231 (159)| 240 (170)] — ()| — ()| 42 (076)| 50 (077) 47 (©50) — (9
Indiana. 221 (119)| 189 (138)| 189 (1.19)| 209 (1.83)| 200 (1.13)| — (1)| 38 (067)| 34 (057)| 41 (045) 44 (062)| 33 (066) — (1)
lowa — )| 156 (174)| 115 (183)| — (1] 146 (199 — (B — )| 27 64| 25 ©66)| — (| 34 088 — (1)
Kansas. — ()| 156 (146)| 153 (093)| 147 (1.19)| 168 (087)| 143 (119)] —  (1)| 32 (051)| 38 (053)| 27 (035) 29 (083) — (1)
Kentuck 211 (109)| 158 (1.19)| 164 (1.07)| 161 (1.15)| 192 (147)| 177 (150)| 43 (055)| 32 (045)| 39 (044) 31 (054)| 42 (065) — (1)
Louisian — W — @ — ] 163 (129) 168 (102)| 175 (138)] — @) — H)| — | 36 089)] 41 (059) —
Maine... 264 (169)| 222 (213)| 220 (1.55)| 205 (057)| 212 (072)| 213 (0.89)| 63 (076)| 46 (072)| 52 (068)| — (| — @ — @
Maryland... — ()| 185 (225)| 194 (191)| 219 (157)| 232 (151)| 198 (0.36) —  (f)| 37 (082)| 47 (1.13)| 50 (065)| 57 070) — (1)
Massachusetts... 277 (139)| 262 (122)| 246 (1.43)| 27.1 (124)| 279 (1.31)| 248 (0.92)| 63 (044)| 53 (054)| 48 (044) 59 (079)| 63 (051)| — (1)
Michigan ... 240 (1.96)| 188 (1.29)| 180 (1.10)| 207 (0.91)| 186 (1.15)| 182 (073)| 70 (120)| 37 (050)| 40 (057)| 48 (059)| 33 (044)| — (1)
Minnesota. - M - O - O - O = O - O = O - O - M = N - N - 0
206 (157) 1) 02)| 17.7 (1.21)| 175 (1.18)| 177 (1.28)| 44 (090), — ()| 27 (0.35)| 25 (046)| 32 (058)| — (1)
) 3) 23)| 206 202)) — ()| 205 (169)| 30 (058) 40 (082)| 36 (063)| 34 (048)] — (B — @
45) ) 44)| 231 (158)| 212 (150)| 210 (1.18)| 64 (070) 6.1 (070) 50 (049)| 58 (067)| 55 (059)| — (1)
) 05) | — @) 127 (1.06)| 117 (1.10)| 39 (051)] 31 (041)] — ¢ — @] 27 043 — @)
31) 34) 07)| 200 (136) —  (1)| 187 (157)| 53 (069) 57 (081)| 36 (055)| 49 (083)] — (B — @
) 9) 39)| 256 (186)| 284 (182)| 244 (136)| 66 (086) — (f)| 47 (064)| 68 (078)| 73 (087) — (#)
New Jersey .. — )] 199 218 — (B] 203 (153)| 211 (133)] 210 (120)] — (H)| 34 (061 — @ — @ — @ — o
New Mexico ... S — (D] 262 (200)| 250 (207)| 280 (152)| 276 (158)| 278 (170)| — ()| 84 (0.98)| 7.9 (086)| 97 (106)| 97 (084)| — ()
New YorK....... 207 (1.05)| 183 (1.13)| 186 (0.78)| 209 (1.32)| 206 (1.07)| 214 (1.04)| 45 (041)| 36 (041)| 41 (044) — ) — @ — @
North Carolina ... 243 (1.99)| 214 (161)| 191 (1.27)| 198 (1.67)| 242 (1.25)| 232 (1.83)| 35 (0.71)| 4.1 (065)| 43 (054)| 40 (063)| 52 (091)| — (1)
North Dakota . 206 (158)| 155 (162)| 148 (1.18)| 169 (155)| 153 (152)| 159 (1.26)| 63 (098)| 40 (071)| 27 (043) 38 (059)| 34 (045) — ()
Ohiot..... 214 233)| 209 (179)| 177 (150 — (1)| 236 (1.95)| 207 (230)| 42 (09%)| 43 (062)| 37 (067) — (B — @ — @
Oklahoma . 220 (220)| 187 (1.12)| 159 (1.37)| 172 (204)| 191 (1.90)| 163 (157)| 43 (0.70)] 30 (0.38)| 26 (040)| 29 (070)| 24 (058)| — (1)
Oregon....... - M - 0 - 0 - o - o - O - M - O - O - O — M — M
Pennsylvania.. = M = O = M3 — M = O - M — M —= @M 50O - H — 1
Rhode Island 276 (1.11)| 250 (1.16)| 232 (1.85)| 26.3 (1.33)| 263 (1.35)| 239 (192)| 74 (070)| 72 (065) 65 (093)| 51 (060)| — (| — @
South Carolina... 1) 24)| 186 (144)| 204 (156)| 24.1 (199)| 197 (122)| —  (f)| 46 (064)| 33 (05| 37 (083)| 52 (078) — (1)
South Dakotat .35) 87)| 177 (372)| 152 (1.36)| 17.8 (357)| 161 (301)| 45! (150) 29 (073)| 50! (241)| 29 (049)| — (B — @
Tennessee 10) 38)| 194 (129)| 201 (1.31)| 206 (096)| 214 (170) 4.1 (0.86)| 35 (067)| 41 (060)| 38 (065)| 36 (040) — (1)
Texas . (1) 99)| 193 (101)| 195 (0.71)| 208 (130)| 205 (126)] —  (f)| 38 (052)| 36 (030)| 46 (051)| 48 (047)| — (1)
Utah.... ) )| 87 (200)| 100 (153)| 96 (126)| 76 (079)| 37 (059)| 17 (042)| 38! (124)| 25 (048)| 40 (072)| — (1)
Vermont 282 (158)| 253 (150)| 24.1 (0.88)| 246 (1.14)| 244 (143)| 257 (0.83)| 80 (044)| 7.0 (080)| 63 (063) 63 (057)| 60 (084) — (1)
Virginia. - M - O — O — @ BoQW 798 — @O — O — @ — M 3w —
Washington - M = O = O = O = O = O = MO = O = @O = @O = M = 0
West Virginia.. 231 (213)| 196 (1.70)| 235 (1.05)| 20.3 (1.73)| 197 (1.61)| 189 (1.39)| 45 (072)| 49 (085)| 58 (097)| 39 (037)| 30 (045)| — (1)
Wisconsin . 218 (1.18)| 159 (107)| 203 (1.30)| 189 (164)| 216 (178)| 173 (1.19)| — (@ — @ — @ — @ — @ — @
Wyoming... 204 (1.56)| 17.8 (1.05)| 144 (0.79)| 169 (091)| 185 (1.23)| 17.8 (0.81)| 51 (066)| 40 (043)| 47 (052)| 53 (045)| 47 (044) — (1)

—Not available.

TNot applicable.

linterpret data with caution. The coefficient of variation (CV) for this estimate is between
30 and 50 percent.

1The term “anywhere” is not used in the Youth Risk Behavior Survey (YRBS) question-
naire; students were simply asked how many times during the previous 30 days they had
used marijuana.

2|n the question about using marijuana at school, “on school property” was not defined for
survey respondents. Data on marijuana use at school were not collected in 2013.

SData for the U.S. total include both public and private schools and were collected
through a national survey representing the entire country.

Supplemental Tables

“Data include both public and private schools.

NOTE: State-level data include public schools only, with the exception of data for Ohio
and South Dakota. Data for the U.S. total, Ohio, and South Dakota include both public
and private schools. For specific states, a given years data may be unavailable (1)
because the state did not participate in the survey that year; (2) because the state omit-
ted this particular survey item from the state-level questionnaire; or (3) because the state
had an overall response rate of less than 60 percent (the overall response rate is the
school response rate multiplied by the student response rate).

SOURCE: Centers for Disease Control and Prevention, Division of Adolescent and
School Health, Youth Risk Behavior Surveillance System (YRBSS), 2003 through 2013.
(This table was prepared June 2014.)



Table 17.1.

Percentage of students ages 12-18 who reported being afraid of attack or harm, by location

and selected student and school characteristics: Selected years, 1995 through 2013

[Standard errors appear in parentheses]

Student or school characteristic 1995 1999 2001 2003 2005 2007! 2009' 2011 2013
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
At school

Total 118 (0.39)| 7.3 (0.37)| 6.4 (0.31)] 61 (0.31)] 64 (0.39)| 53 (0.33)| 42 (0.33)) 3.7 (0.28)] 35 (0.33)
Sex

Male 108 (0.51)| 65 (0.44)| 64 (0.38)| 53 (0.34)| 6.1 (056)| 46 (042)| 3.7 (0.38)| 37 (0.41)] 31 (0.38)
Female 128 (0.58)| 82 (0.53)| 6.4 (0.43)| 69 (048)| 6.7 (047) 6.0 (045| 48 (051)| 38 (0.36)| 4.0 (0.48)
Race/ethnicity?

White 81 (0.36)| 50 (0.32)| 49 (0.35)| 41 (0.35)| 46 (039 42 (0.37)) 33 (035 30 (0.31)] 26 (033
Black 203 (1.31)| 135 (1.27)| 8.9 (0.87)| 107 (1.22)| 92 (1.19)| 86 (1.18) 70 (1.12)] 49 (1.03)| 46 (0.85
Hispanic 209 (1.27)| 117 (1.20)| 10.6 (1.07)| 9.5 (0.65)| 103 (1.16)| 7.1 (0.88)| 49 (0.89)| 48 (0.59)| 49 (0.78)
Asian — (1) — ()] — (1) — ()| 62! (209)| 23! (1.05)| 59! (225)| 42! (1.52) 31! (1.09)
Other 135 (1.58)| 6.7 (1.09)| 64 (1.11)| 50 (1.31)] 57 (1.63)| 33! (1.09 b (1) 41! (1.31)| 38! (1.44)
Grade

6th 143 (1.13)| 109 (1.37)| 106 (1.26)| 10.0 (1.35)| 9.5 (1.14)| 9.9 (1.33)| 64 (1.20)| 56 (1.08)| 47 (1.01)
7th 163 (1.02)| 95 (0.79)| 9.2 (095 82 (0.86)] 9.1 (1.04)| 67 (0.86)| 6.2 (1.06)] 45 (0.69)| 43 (0.69)
8th 130 (0.84)| 81 (0.74)| 76 (0.69)| 6.3 (0.68)| 7.1 (0.95| 46 (0.71)] 35 (0.75)| 4.6 (0.71)] 33 (0.78)
9th 116 (0.82)| 71 (0.74)| 55 (0.63)| 6.3 (061) 59 (0.71) 55 (0.87)| 46 (0.75)| 42 (0.66)| 34 (0.71)
10th 11.0 (0.82)| 71 (0.77)| 50 (0.71)| 44 (067) 55 (0.89)| 52 (0.87) 46 (0.79)| 39 (0.63)| 44 (0.75)
11th 89 (0.80)| 48 (0.68)| 4.8 (0.65)| 47 (0.66) 4.6 (0.73)| 31 (0.63)] 3.3 (0.74) 1.8 (048)| 26 (0.55)
12th 78 (0.94)| 48 (0.88)| 29 (0.55)| 37 (0.53)| 33 (0.69)| 3.1 (0.65) 191 (057)| 22 (057)] 20 (0.56)
Urbanicity?

Urban 18.4 (0.84)| 116 (081)| 9.7 (0.59)| 95 (0.68)| 105 (0.92)| 7.1 (0.81)| 69 (0.84)| 52 (0.60)| 45 (0.60)
Suburban 98 (0.49)| 62 (042)| 48 (0.33)| 48 (0.30)| 47 (041)| 44 (041)) 30 (033 31 (039 30 (0.39)
Rural 86 (0.80)| 4.8 (0.70)| 6.0 (0.97)| 47 (0.93)| 51 (097)| 49 (059 39 (0.63| 30 (063 33 (0.62)
Control of school

Public 122 (043)| 77 (0.38)| 6.6 (0.33)| 64 (0.34)) 6.6 (042)| 55 (0.34)| 44 (0.35)| 39 (0.30) 35 (0.35)
Private 73 (1.01)| 36 (0.81)] 46 (0.92)| 3.0 (0.73)| 38 (0.82)| 25! (0.89) 191 (0.74) 15! (0.64)| 26! (0.83)
Away from school

Total = ()] 57 (032)| 46 (0.28)| 54 (0.29) 52 (0.33)| 35 (0.29)) 3.3 (0.32)] 24 (0.23)| 27 (0.35)
Sex

Male — ()| 41 (034)| 37 (0.31)] 4.0 (0.30)] 46 (042)| 24 (0.31)| 25 (0.34) 20 (0.27)] 24 (0.40)
Female — ()| 74 (049)| 56 (042)| 6.8 (048)| 58 (048)| 45 (040)| 41 (051) 27 (030)| 3.0 (0.44)
Race/ethnicity?

White — ()| 43 (032)| 37 (029 38 (0.31)] 42 (040)| 25 (0.28)| 22 (0.28) 1.6 (0.24) 1.6 (0.30)
Black — ()| 87 (1.000| 63 (0.87)| 100 (1.13)| 7.3 (0.96)| 49 (0.73)| 57 (1.10)f 35 (0.86)| 36 (0.78)
Hispanic — ()} 89 (1.03)| 65 (0.75)| 7.4 (0.80)| 62 (0.84)| 59 (0.80)|] 39 (0.70)] 33 (0.50)| 45 (0.86)
Asian — (1) — (1) — 1) — ()| 74! (289) i () 711 (250)| 32! (1.15)| 29! (1.03)
Other — ()| 54 (1.04)| 66 (1.32)] 39 (1.02)|] 31! (1.28) b3 (t)| 40! (179 25! (1.05)| 32! (1.42)
Grade

6th — ()| 78 (1.11)| 63 (1.15)| 6.8 (1.01)] 56 (0.99)| 59 (1.20) 33 (0.89) 30 (0.86)|] 39 (0.88)
7th — ()| 6.1 (072)| 55 (0.80)| 6.7 (0.80)| 7.5 (0.89)| 3.0 (055 4.0 (0.78)] 27 (0.58)| 22 (0.54)
8th — (t)| 55 (0.66)| 4.4 (0.61)] 53 (0.71)] 50 (0.72)| 36 (0.65| 33 (0.72)) 21 (0.43)| 24! (0.80)
9th — ()| 46 (063)| 45 (0.62)] 43 (0.55| 38 (0.61)| 40 (0.75| 26 (0.62)) 35 (0.65)| 28 (0.59)
10th — (t)| 48 (063)| 42 (0.63)) 53 (0.67)| 4.7 (0.66) 3.0 (0.60)| 55 (0.96) 17 (046)| 44 (0.83)
11th — (t)| 59 (072)| 47 (0.62)| 4.7 (0.69)| 42 (0.74)| 23 (0.56)| 22 (0.56)] 29 (0.70)| 22 (0.47)
12th — (t)| 6.1 (0.86)| 33 (0.62)) 49 (0.72)] 54 (0.98)| 32 (0.61)] 21 (0.63) 1.0! (0.37) 131 (0.46)
Urbanicity®

Urban — ()| 91 (082 74 (0.68)| 81 (0.60)| 67 (0.61)| 53 (067)| 58 (0.87) 34 (042)| 40 (0.54)
Suburban — ()| 5.0 (0.31)| 3.8 (0.33)| 44 (0.34)| 46 (043)| 27 (0.36)| 25 (0.33)) 22 (0.30)| 22 (0.42)
Rural — ()| 30 (0.71)| 3.0 (0.59)| 4.0 (0.69)| 47 (098)| 28 (0.54) 19 (0.48) 1.0! (0.35) 1.7 (0.49)
Control of school

Public — (t)| 58 (0.32)| 4.6 (0.30)) 54 (0.31)] 52 (0.34)| 36 (0.30) 35 (0.33)] 24 (0.23)| 27 (0.36)
Private — ()| 50 (092)| 51 (1.08)| 47 (089)| 49 (141)] 24! (072)| 18! (0.71)| 16! (0.68)| 20! (0.70)
—Not available. 3Refers to the Standard Metropolitan Statistical Area (MSA) status of the respondent’s house-

tNot applicable.

linterpret data with caution. The coefficient of variation (CV) for this estimate is between 30
and 50 percent.

1Reporting standards not met. Either there are too few cases for a reliable estimate or the
coefficient of variation (CV) is 50 percent or greater.

1Starting in 2007, the reference period was the school year, whereas in prior survey years the
reference period was the previous 6 months. Cognitive testing showed that estimates from
2007 onward are comparable to previous years.

2Race categories exclude persons of Hispanic ethnicity. “Other” includes American Indians/
Alaska Natives, Asians (prior to 2005), Pacific Islanders, and, from 2003 onward, persons of
Two or more races. Due to changes in racial/ethnic categories, comparisons of race/ethnicity
across years should be made with caution.

hold as defined in 2000 by the U.S. Census Bureau. Categories include “central city of an
MSA (Urban),” “in MSA but not in central city (Suburban),” and “not MSA (Rural)”

NOTE: “At school” includes the school building, on school property, on a school bus, and,
from 2001 onward, going to and from school. Students were asked if they “never,” “almost
never,” “sometimes,” or “most of the time” feared that someone would attack or harm them at
school or away from school. Students responding “sometimes” or “most of the time” were
considered fearful. For the 2001 survey only, the wording was changed from “attack or harm”
to “attack or threaten to attack.”

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Justice, Bureau of Justice Statistics, School Crime Supple-
ment (SCS) to the National Crime Victimization Survey, selected years, 1995 through 2013.
(This table was prepared September 2014.)
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Table 18.1.

Percentage of students ages 12—18 who reported avoiding one or more places in school or

avoiding school activities or classes because of fear of attack or harm, by selected student
and school characteristics: Selected years, 1995 through 2013

[Standard errors appear in parentheses]

Type of avoidance and
student or school characteristic 1995 1999 2001 2003 2005 2007 2009' 2011 2013!
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
Total, any avoidance..............cc....... — (f)| 69 (0.34)| 61 (032)| 50 (0.30) 55 (0.32)] 7.2 (0.36)| 5.0 (0.35) 5.5 (0.34)| 4.7 (0.31)
Avoided one or more places in school
Total 87 (029)| 46 (0.29)| 47 (027)| 40 (027)| 45 (0.28)| 58 (0.31)] 40 (032)| 47 (030) 37 (0.27)
Entrance to the school 21 (0.15)| 1.1 (0.14)| 12 (0.1)] 12 (0.11)| 1.0 (0.14)| 15 (0.15)| 09 (0.15| 09 (0.13)| 0.8 (0.14)
Hallways or stairs in school.. 42 (0.21)| 21 (017)| 21 (0.18)| 1.7 (017)| 21 (0.21)] 26 (0.21)] 22 (0.23)| 25 (0.21)] 1.7 (0.18)
Parts of the school cafeteria. 25 (0.18)| 13 (0.15| 14 (0.16)| 1.2 (0.13)| 1.8 (0.16)| 1.9 (0.19)| 1.1 (0.17)| 1.8 (0.18)] 1.4 (0.19)
Any school restrooms........... 44 (022)| 21 (0.19)] 22 (019)| 20 (0.16)] 24 (0.20)| 26 (024)| 14 (049)| 17 (019)| 13 (0.16)
Other places inside the school building.... | 2.5 (0.18)| 1.4 (0.17)| 14 (0.14)| 12 (0.14)| 14 (0.18)| 15 (0.17) 1.0 (0.16)| 11 (0.15)| 08 (0.13)
Sex
Male 88 (0.43)| 46 (0.35)| 47 (040)| 39 (0.34)| 49 (046) 6.1 (047)| 39 (045)| 39 (042)| 34 (0.34)
Female 85 (0.46)| 46 (0.39)| 46 (0.35)| 41 (0.37)| 41 (040)) 55 (0.41)] 40 (042)| 55 (040)| 39 (0.43)
Race/ethnicity?
White 71 (0.32)| 38 (0.27)| 39 (0.30)) 30 (0.27)| 36 (0.30)| 53 (0.36)) 33 (0.38)| 44 (0.38) 3.0 (0.34)
Black 121 (1.01)| 6.7 (0.90)| 6.6 (0.75| 51 (079 7.2 (0.98)| 83 (1.02)| 6.1 (1.04)| 45 (0.80)| 33 (0.79)
Hispanic 129 (0.97)| 6.2 (0.73)| 55 (0.71)| 63 (0.70)) 6.0 (0.80)| 6.8 (0.82)|] 4.8 (0.86)| 6.0 (0.68)| 4.9 (0.63)
Asian )] — (1 — (1) — (1| 25! (0.87) 1 (f)| 37! (153)| 27! (1.06)| 38! (1.26)
Other 1.1 (1.61)| 54 (0.99)| 6.2 (1.16)| 44 (1.02)| 43! (1.86)| 35! (1.22) t ()| 383! (1.04)| 59 (172
Grade
6th 11.6 (0.99)| 59 (092)| 6.8 (093)| 56 (094) 79 (1.27)| 78 (1.20) 7.1 (1.13)| 69 (099)| 44 (092
7th 11.8 (0.89)| 6.1 (0.72)| 6.2 (0.79)| 57 (0.73)) 58 (0.93)| 75 (0.86)] 55 (0.86)| 5.1 (0.76)| 4.6 (0.72)
8th 88 (0.77)| 55 (0.70)| 52 (0.62)| 47 (0.63)| 45 (067)) 59 (0.84)| 48 (093) 52 (0.75)| 2.7 (0.62)
9th 95 (0.71)| 53 (0.63)| 50 (0.61)] 51 (062)| 52 (0.78)| 67 (0.81)] 45 (0.89)| 37 (067) 51 (0.78)
10th 78 (075)| 47 (0.61)| 42 (0.64)| 31 (054)| 42 (0.65)| 55 (0.80)| 42 (088)| 54 (0.72)| 40 (0.72)
11th 6.9 (0.64)| 25 (0.46)| 28 (043)| 25 (0.53)| 33 (0.58)| 4.2 (0.70)| 1.2! (044)| 36 (0.65)| 25 (0.61)
12th 41 (074)| 24 (051)| 30 (0.64)| 12! (041)| 13! (0.41)] 32 (0.71)| 16! (050)| 37 (0.71)| 23 (0.62)
Urbanicity®
Urban 11.7 (0.73)| 5.8 (048)| 6.0 (0.52)| 57 (059) 6.3 (0.67)] 6.1 (0.65) 55 (0.69)| 53 (0.61)] 43 (0.54)
Suburban 7.9 (040)| 47 (0.38)| 43 (038 35 (0.30)] 38 (0.36)] 5.2 (0.38) 3.1 (0.38) 4.6 (036)| 33 (0.33)
Rural 70 (065 3.0 (0.56)|] 39 (0.70)| 2.8 (0.53)| 42 (0.74)) 69 (0.69)| 43 (0.80)) 35 (0.54)| 35 (0.68)
School control
Public 9.3 (0.33)| 5.0 (0.31)| 49 (0.29)| 42 (0.29)| 48 (0.30)| 6.2 (0.35)] 4.2 (0.34)| 49 (032)| 39 (029
Private 22 (047)| 16 (0.45)| 20! (0.69)| 15! (049)| 1.4! (0.55)| 14! (0.54)| 18! (0.73)| 21! (0.70)] 1.0! (0.49)
Avoided school activities or classes
Total (f)| 32 (0.22) (0.18)| 1.9 (0.18)| 2.1 (0.23)| 26 (0.23)| 21 (0.25| 20 (0.20)f 20 (0.21)
Any activities®... 1.7 (015 08 (0.10)| 1.1 (0.12)| 10 (0.11)] 1.0 (0.16)| 1.8 (0.20)| 1.3 (0.20)| 1.2 (0.16)| 1.0 (0.13)
Any classes...... (f)| 06 (0.09)| 06 (0.09| 06 (0.10) 07 (0.13| 07 (0.12)] 06 (0.13)] 07 (0.10)| 05 (0.10)
Stayed home from school..... - (1| 28 (019 1.1 (0.13)| 08 (0.11)| 07 (0.11)| 08 (0.13)| 06 (0.14)| 08 (0.12)| 09 (0.13)

—Not available.

1Not applicable.

linterpret data with caution. The coefficient of variation (CV) for this estimate is between 30
and 50 percent.

1Reporting standards not met. Either there are too few cases for a reliable estimate or the
coefficient of variation (CV) is 50 percent or greater.

1Starting in 2007, the reference period was the school year, whereas in prior survey years the
reference period was the previous 6 months. Cognitive testing showed that estimates from
2007 onward are comparable to previous years.

2Race categories exclude persons of Hispanic ethnicity. “Other” includes American Indians/
Alaska Natives, Asians (prior to 2005), Pacific Islanders, and, from 2003 onward, persons of
Two or more races. Due to changes in racial/ethnic categories, comparisons of race/ethnicity
across years should be made with caution.

Supplemental Tables

SRefers to the Standard Metropolitan Statistical Area (MSA) status of the respondent’s house-
hold as defined in 2000 by the U.S. Census Bureau. Categories include “central city of an
MSA (Urban),” “in MSA but not in central city (Suburban),” and “not MSA (Rural).”

“Before 2007, students were asked whether they avoided “any extracurricular activities.”
Starting in 2007, the survey wording was changed to “any activities.”

NOTE: Students were asked whether they avoided places or activities because they thought
that someone might attack or harm them. For the 2001 survey only, the wording was changed
from “attack or harm” to “attack or threaten to attack.” Detail may not sum to totals because of
rounding and because students reporting more than one type of avoidance were counted
only once in the totals.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Justice, Bureau of Justice Statistics, School Crime Supple-
ment (SCS) to the National Crime Victimization Survey, selected years, 1995 through 2013.
(This table was prepared September 2014.)



Table 19.1.

Number of students receiving selected disciplinary actions in public elementary and

secondary schools, by type of disciplinary action, disability status, sex, and race/ethnicity:

201112
Out-of-school suspensions® Expulsions*
Total”
One or more Under zero- With Without Referral School-
Disability status, sex, Corporal in-school More All tolerance | educational| educational to law related
and race/ethnicity punishment' | suspension? Total Only one thanone |  expulsions policies? services services | enforcement® arestd
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 1 12
All students
Total.......corrinnis 166,807| 3,385,868 3,172,403 1,752,997 | 1,419,690 111,018 29,677 69,995 40,989 249,752 64,218
Sex
130,591 2,271,265 2,215,608 1,193,437 1,022,224 83,283 22,310 52,937 30,343 178,132 45,802
Female.. 36,216 1,114,603 956,795 559,560 397,466 27,735 7,367 17,058 0,646 71,620 18,416
Race/ethnicity?
Whit 87,607 1,381,239 1,084,048 639,584 444,670 39,766 11,597 24,812 14,947 104,484 25,113
..... 57,21 1,045,021 1,200,401 596,261 604,181 39,443 6,924 22,544 16,895 ) 19,149
14,085 756,254 688,774 400,155 288,672 23,696 8,746 17,551 6,1 60,187 15,426
439 34,539 34,526 24,510 9,999 1,096 372 816 282 3,343 728
87 5,541 8,258 5219 3,045 266 229 179 87 513 201
3,922 43,686 44,549 26,035 18,492 2,443 523 1,340 1,104 5,588 1,357
Two or more races .... 2,087 80,418 80,738 43,667 37,087 2,845 846 1,623 1,224 5,565 1,586
Ha’\t;le/le(hnicity by sex?
ale
71,152 977,726 807,781 465,059 342,736 30,700 8,778 19,261 11,452 76,763 18,413
42,211 650,932 776,082 371,985 404,088 27,985 5,285 16,136 11,844 45,689 12,906
11,017 502,718 487,822 273,471 214,426 18,508 6,408 13,655 4,849 43214 11,262
i 361 25,395 27,045 18,970 8,064 887 291 648 239 2,626 575
Pacific Islander .. . 65 3,842 5,931 3,668 2,263 197 186 146 50 370 144
American Indian/Alaska Native .. 3,054 28,552 30,389 17,259 13,126 1,745 385 977 ! 3,884 934
1,642 52,641 56,314 29,668 26,644 2,056 636 1,191 866 3,880 1,060
16,455 403,513 276,267 174,525 101,934 9,066 2,819 5,551 3,495 27,721 6,700
15,004 394,089 424,319 224,276 200,093 11,458 1,639 6,408 5,051 22,218 6,243
\ 253,536 200,952 126,684 , 5,1 2,338 3,896 1,281 16,973 4,164
78 9,144 7,481 5,540 1,935 209 81 168 43 717 153
Pacific Islander.. . 22 1,699 2,327 1,551 782 69 43 33 37 143 57
American Indian/Alaska Native .. 868 15,134 14,160 8,776 5,366 698 138 363 333 1,704 423
TWO OF MOTe FaCEeS.....vvervrerrernes 445 27,777 24,424 13,999 10,443 789 210 432 358 1,685 526
Students with disabilities
25,668 666,499 720,928 361,018 360,049 23,032 6,260 17,444 5,577 58,805 16,576
21,525 510,812 569,752 278,742 291,093 18917 5,121 14,355 4,563 46,884 13,049
4,143 155,687 151,176 82,276 68,956 4115 1,139 3,089 1,014 11,921 3,527
13,390 281,208 275,051 144,286 130,825 8,448 2,501 6,499 1,953 25,399 6,317
7,824 192,218 237,998 110,605 127,491 7,547 1,349 5,606 1,938 15,735 5,005
1,968 124,261 138,982 68,749 70,217 4,157 1,385 3,265 889 12,415 3,553
36 3,582 4,971 3,102 1,863 133 74 104 29 447 145
Pacific Islander.. . 10 1,101 2,389 1,371 1,018 47 169 35 12 88 107
American Indian/Alaska Native...... 703 9,193 10,812 5,906 4,900 615 112 405 212 1,242 329
TWO OF MOT€ FACES ...ovvvvrvrrrrrirnes 372 15,766 19,616 9,433 10,191 622 230 400 224 1,314 462
Raﬁle/lethnicity by sex®
ale
White. 11,453 221,833 225,121 115,240 109,887 6,976 2,061 5,379 1,608 20,631 5,069
Black . 6,429 142,039 180,611 81,592 99,093 6,041 1,121 4,488 1,552 12,207 3,807
Hispanic 1,631 94,865 109,707 53,127 56,596 3,540 1,121 2,780 757 9,882 2,846
Asian..... 28 2,889 4,208 2,602 1,600 115 60 90 24 378 113
Pacific Islander . . 8 881 1,908 1,069 839 37 139 29 8 65 75
American Indian/Alaska Native .. 574 6,918 8,406 4,471 3,936 494 94 328 169 971 260
313 11,928 15,547 7,284 8,265 509 184 338 173 1,044 37
1,937 59,375 49,930 29,046 20,938 1,472 440 1,120 345 4,768 1,248
1,395 50,179 57,387 29,013 28,398 1,506 228 1,118 386 3,528 1,198
337 29,396 29,275 15,622 13,621 617 264 485 132 2,533 707
8 693 763 500 263 18 14 14 5 69 32
Pacific Islander-. . 1-3 220 481 302 179 10 30 6 4 23 32
American Indian/Alaska Native .. 129 2,275 2,406 1,435 964 121 18 77 43 271 69
TWO OF MOre races.........c.vvvnneee 59 3,838 4,069 2,149 1,926 113 46 62 51 270 91

1Corporal punishment is paddling, spanking, or other forms of physical punishment
imposed on a student.

2An in-school suspension is an instance in which a student is temporarily removed from his
or her regular classroom(s) for at least half a day but remains under the direct supervision
of school personnel.

3For students without disabilities and students with disabilities served only under Section
504 of the Rehabilitation Act, out-of-school suspensions are instances in which a student is
excluded from school for disciplinary reasons for 1 school day or longer. This does not
include students who served their suspension in the school. For students with disabilities
served under the Individuals with Disabilities Education Act (IDEA), out-of-school suspen-
sions are instances in which a student is temporarily removed from his or her regular
school for disciplinary purposes to another setting (e.g., home, behavior center). This
includes both removals in which no Individualized Education Program (IEP) services are
provided because the removal is 10 days or less and removals in which IEP services con-
tinue to be provided.

“Expulsions are actions taken by a local education agency that result in the removal of a
student from his or her regular school for disciplinary purposes for the remainder of the
school year or longer in accordance with local education agency policy. Expulsions also
include removals resulting from violations of the Gun Free Schools Act that are modified to
less than 365 days.

SReferral to law enforcement is an action by which a student is reported to any law enforce-
ment agency or official, including a school police unit, for an incident that occurs on school

grounds, during school-related events, or while taking school transportation, regardless of
whether official action is taken.

6A school-related arrest is an arrest of a student for any activity conducted on school
grounds, during off-campus school activities (including while taking school transportation),
or due to a referral by any school official.

"Totals include expulsions with and without educational services.

8Includes all expulsions under zero-tolerance policies, including expulsions with and with-
out educational services. A zero-tolerance policy results in mandatory expulsion of any stu-
dent who commits one or more specified offenses (for example, offenses involving guns,
other weapons, violence, or similar factors, or combinations of these factors). A policy is
considered zero tolerance even if there are some exceptions to the mandatory aspect of
the expulsion, such as allowing the chief administering officer of a local education agency
to modify the expulsion on a case-by-case basis.

°Data by race/ethnicity exclude data for students with disabilities served only under Section
504 (not receiving services under IDEA).

NOTE: Student counts between 1 and 3 are displayed as 1-3 to protect student privacy.
Detail may not sum to totals because of privacy protection routines applied to the data.
Race categories exclude persons of Hispanic ethnicity.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Office for Civil Rights, Civil Rights Data Collec-
tion, “2011-12 Discipline Estimations by State.” (This table was prepared November 2015.)
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Table 19.2.

Percentage of students receiving selected disciplinary actions in public elementary and

secondary schools, by type of disciplinary action, disability status, sex, and race/ethnicity:

2011-12
Out-of-school suspensions® Expulsions*
Total”
One or more Under zero- With Without Referral School-
Disability status, sex, Corporal in-school More Al tolerance | educational |  educational tolaw related
and race/ethnicity punishment | - suspension? Total Only one thanone|  expulsions policies® services services | enforcement’ arrest®
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 1 12
All students
Total.... 0.34 6.83 6.40 3.53 2.86 0.22 0.06 0.14 0.08 0.50 0.13
0 8.91 8.69 4.68 0 0.33 0.09 0.21 0.12 0.7 .18
0.15 4.62 3.97 2.32 1.65 0.12 0.03 0.07 0.04 0.30 0.08
0.35 5.49 431 254 1.77 0.16 0.05 0.10 0.06 042 0.10
Black 0.74 1343 15.43 7.66 7.76 0.51 0.09 0.29 0.22 0.87 0.25
Hispanic .. 0.12 6.53 5.95 3.46 249 0.20 0.08 0.15 0.05 0.52 0.13
Asian....... 0.02 1.50 1.50 1.06 043 0.05 0.02 0.04 0.01 0.15 0.03
Pacific Islander. 0.04 2.52 375 2.37 1.38 0.12 0.10 0.08 0.04 0.23 0.09
American Indian/Alaska Native 0.69 7.70 7.85 459 3.26 0.43 0.09 0.24 0.19 0.98 0.24
Two or more races 0.16 6.34 6.37 3.44 2.92 0.22 0.07 0.13 0.10 0.44 0.13
Race/ethnicity by sex®
Male
White... 0.55 7.56 6.24 3.60 2.65 0.24 0.07 0.15 0.09 059 0.14
1.06 16.42 19.57 9.38 10.19 0.71 0.13 0.41 0.30 1.15 0.33
0.19 8.49 8.24 4.62 3.62 0.31 0.11 0.23 0.08 0.73 0.19
0.03 2.17 2.31 1.62 0.69 0.08 0.02 0.06 0.02 0.22 0.05
0.06 3.38 5.22 3.23 1.99 017 0.16 0.13 0.04 0.33 0.13
American Indian/Alaska Native .. 1.05 9.82 10.46 5.94 452 0.60 0.13 0.34 0.27 1.34 0.32
. TwoI OF MOYE FACES.....ovurrreiriine 0.26 8.24 8.81 4.64 417 0.32 0.10 0.19 0.14 0.61 0.17
emale
White... 0.13 3.30 2.26 143 0.83 0.07 0.02 0.05 0.03 0.23 0.05
Black 0.39 10.33 11.12 5.88 5.24 0.30 0.04 0.17 0.13 0.58 0.16
Hispanic .. 0.05 4.48 3.55 224 1.31 0.09 0.04 0.07 0.02 0.30 0.07
Asian... 0.01 0.81 0.66 0.49 017 0.02 0.01 0.01 0.00 0.06 0.01
Pacific Islander 0.02 1.60 2.19 1.46 0.73 0.06 0.04 0.03 0.03 0.13 0.05
American Indian/Alaska Native .. 0.31 5.46 5.11 3.17 1.94 0.25 0.05 0.13 0.12 0.62 0.15
TWO OF MOTe races. ... 0.07 4.4 3.88 2.22 1.66 0.13 0.03 0.07 0.06 0.27 0.08
Students with disabilities
........................................... 0.42 10.95 11.84 5.93 5.92 0.38 0.10 0.29 0.09 0.97 0.27
Sex
Male.... 053 12.59 14.04 6.87 717 04 0.13 0.35 0.1 1.16 3
Female 0.20 7.67 7.45 4.05 340 0.20 0.06 0.15 0.05 0.59 0.17
Race/ethnicity®
White 0.41 8.71 8.51 447 4.05 0.26 0.08 0.20 0.06 0.79 0.20
0.67 16.57 20.52 9.54 10.99 0.65 0.12 0.48 0.17 1.36 0.43
0.15 9.57 10.70 5.29 5.41 0.32 0.11 0.25 0.07 0.96 0.27
0.03 2.61 3.62 2.26 1.36 0.10 0.05 0.08 0.02 0.33 0.1
0.04 474 10.28 5.90 438 0.20 073 0.15 0.05 0.38 0.46
0.79 10.32 12.14 6.63 5.50 0.69 0.13 0.45 0.24 1.39 0.37
0.25 10.64 13.24 6.37 6.88 0.42 0.16 0.27 0.15 0.89 0.31
0.53 10.32 10.48 5.36 5.11 0.32 0.10 0.25 0.07 0.96 0.24
0.83 18.24 23.19 10.48 12.72 0.78 0.14 0.58 0.20 1.57 0.49
0.19 10.98 12.70 6.15 6.55 0.41 0.13 0.32 0.09 1.14 0.33
0.03 3.10 4.52 2.80 1.72 0.12 0.06 0.10 0.03 0.41 0.12
0.05 5.55 12.01 6.73 5.28 0.23 0.87 0.18 0.05 0.41 047
American Indian/Alaska Native .. 0.98 11.85 14.40 7.66 6.74 0.85 0.16 0.56 0.29 1.66 045
. TwoI OF MOTE FaCeS.....ouververirrnis 0.32 1212 15.79 7.40 8.40 0.52 0.19 0.34 0.18 1.06 0.38
emale
White... 0.18 5.49 4.62 2.69 1.94 0.14 0.04 0.10 0.03 044 0.12
Black ... 0.37 13.17 15.06 7.61 7.45 0.40 0.06 0.29 0.10 0.93 0.31
Hispanic .. 0.08 6.76 6.73 359 3.13 0.14 0.06 0.11 0.03 0.58 0.16
Asian 0.02 1.57 1.73 1.13 0.60 0.04 0.03 0.03 0.01 0.16 0.07
Pacific | b3 2.99 6.55 411 2.44 0.14 0.41 0.08 0.05 0.31 044
American India 0.42 742 7.84 468 3.14 0.39 0.06 0.25 0.14 0.88 0.22
Two or more races... 0.12 773 8.19 4.33 3.88 0.23 0.09 0.12 0.10 0.54 0.18

}Reporting standards not met (too few cases).

1Corporal punishment is paddling, spanking, or other forms of physical punishment
imposed on a student.

2An in-school suspension is an instance in which a student is temporarily removed from his
or her regular classroom(s) for at least half a day but remains under the direct supervision
of school personnel.

3For students without disabilities and students with disabilities served only under Section
504 of the Rehabilitation Act, out-of-school suspensions are instances in which a student is
excluded from school for disciplinary reasons for 1 school day or longer. This does not
include students who served their suspension in the school. For students with disabilities
served under the Individuals with Disabilities Education Act (IDEA), out-of-school suspen-
sions are instances in which a student is temporarily removed from his or her regular
school for disciplinary purposes to another setting (e.g., home, behavior center). This
includes both removals in which no Individualized Education Program (IEP) services are
provided because the removal is 10 days or less and removals in which IEP services con-
tinue to be provided.

“Expulsions are actions taken by a local education agency that result in the removal of a
student from his or her regular school for disciplinary purposes for the remainder of the
school year or longer in accordance with local education agency policy. Expulsions also
include removals resulting from violations of the Gun Free Schools Act that are modified to
less than 365 days.

SReferral to law enforcement is an action by which a student is reported to any law enforce-
ment agency or official, including a school police unit, for an incident that occurs on school

Supplemental Tables

grounds, during school-related events, or while taking school transportation, regardless of
whether official action is taken.

6A school-related arrest is an arrest of a student for any activity conducted on school
grounds, during off-campus school activities (including while taking school transportation),
or due to a referral by any school official.

"Totals include expulsions with and without educational services.

8Includes all expulsions under zero-tolerance policies, including expulsions with and with-
out educational services. A zero-tolerance policy results in mandatory expulsion of any stu-
dent who commits one or more specified offenses (for example, offenses involving guns,
other weapons, violence, or similar factors, or combinations of these factors). A policy is
considered zero tolerance even if there are some exceptions to the mandatory aspect of
the expulsion, such as allowing the chief administering officer of a local education agency
to modify the expulsion on a case-by-case basis.

°Data by race/ethnicity exclude data for students with disabilities served only under Section
504 (not receiving services under IDEA).

NOTE: The percentage of students receiving a disciplinary action is calculated by dividing
the cumulative number of students receiving that type of disciplinary action for the entire
2011-12 school year by the student enroliment based on a count of students taken on a
single day between September 27 and December 31. Race categories exclude persons of
Hispanic ethnicity.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Office for Civil Rights, Civil Rights Data Collec-
tion, “2011-12 Discipline Estimations by State” and “2011-12 Estimations for Enroliment.”
(This table was prepared November 2015.)
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Table 19.4.

Number of discipline incidents resulting in removal of a student from a regular education

program for at least an entire school day and rate of incidents per 100,000 students, by
discipline reason and state: 2013-14

Number of discipline incidents

Rate of discipline incidents per 100,000 students

Violent Weapons Violent Weapons

State Total Alcohol Illicit drug incident'|  possession Total Alcohol Illicit drug incident! possession
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 1
United States 1,308,568 24,015 197,171 1,020,894 66,488 2,615 48 394 2,040 133
Alabama............. 41,991 560 5,931 33,808 1,692 5,627 75 795 4531 227
Alaska... 2,755 116 580 1,915 144 2,104 89 443 1,462 110
Arizona.. 30,463 816 3,774 25,050 823 2,763 74 342 2,272 75
Arkansas 20,890 410 1,894 17,743 843 4,263 84 387 3,621 172
California 285,039 —2 46,425 2 224,727 13,887 4,515 -2 7352 3,560 220
Colorado .... 61,546 7" 6,866 53,262 707 7,018 81 783 6,073 81
Connecticut 25,670 418 1,379 22,643 1,230 4,700 77 252 4,146 225
Delaware..... 597 56 315 63 163 453 43 239 48 124
District of Columbia. 7,088 33 198 6,655 202 9,069 42 253 8,515 258
Florida... 16,755 992 10,642 3,605 1,516 616 36 391 133 56
Georgia. 67,772 725 10,145 53,974 2,928 3,931 42 588 3,131 170
1,956 155 610 946 245 1,047 83 327 506 131

946 62 481 233 170 319 21 162 79 57

16,502 1,106 6,043 4,795 4,558 798 54 292 232 221

Indiana... 42,221 931 3,229 36,447 1,614 4,031 89 308 3,480 154
lowa... 12,410 301 2,000 9,336 773 2,467 60 398 1,856 154
Kansas.. 11,106 237 2,068 8,186 615 2,237 48 417 1,649 124
Kentucky 44,472 649 9,521 33,047 355 6,565 96 1,406 5,011 52
Louisiana.... 47,602 340 5,339 40,574 1,349 6,690 48 750 5,703 190
Maine ... 3,257 110 595 2,381 171 1,770 60 323 1,294 93
Maryland 33,586 584 3,077 28,215 1,710 3,878 67 355 3,257 197
Massachusetts®... 24,272 542 2,727 19,795 1,208 2,540 57 285 2,071 126
Michigan..... 11,677 245 1,450 9,101 881 754 16 94 588 57
Minnesota®. 21,097 478 4,045 15,511 1,063 2,479 56 475 1,823 125
Mississippi.. 15,040 304 803 13,276 657 3,053 62 163 2,695 133
Missouri. 19,993 917 6,732 10,904 1,440 2,177 100 733 1,187 157
4,768 162 1,030 3,334 242 3,308 112 715 2,313 168

8,229 169 1,307 6,305 448 2,675 55 425 2,049 146

10,015 278 1,968 7,317 452 2,217 62 436 1,619 100

New Hampshire . 5,022 124 701 3,855 342 2,696 67 376 2,069 184
New Jersey 12,026 371 2,320 8,541 794 878 27 169 623 58
13,878 303 3,619 9,117 839 4,001 89 1,067 2,687 247

18,625 1,373 5,160 7,037 5,055 682 50 189 258 185

65,259 858 10,413 51,417 2,571 4,263 56 680 3,359 168

1,460 58 432 899 7 1,405 56 416 865 68

76,271 1,047 8,175 64,108 2,941 4,424 61 474 3,718 171

14,483 418 2,199 10,702 1,164 2,124 61 323 1,570 171

15,104 379 2,850 11,332 543 2,547 64 481 1,911 92

39,744 698 2,793 33,741 2,512 2,264 40 159 1,922 143

Rhode Island.. 14,735 60 834 13,603 238 10,376 42 587 9,579 168
South Carolina 21,622 403 1,631 19,271 317 2,900 54 219 2,584 43
South Dakota® 3,297 100 827 2,154 216 2,519 76 632 1,646 165
Tennessee.. 36,335 2,643 525 33,075 92 3,657 266 53 3,329 9
Texas. 2,468 37 1,422 517 492 48 1 28 10 10
Utah3. 6,162 112 1,732 3,899 419 985 18 277 623 67
Vermont. — — — — — — — — — —
Virginia.. 21,210 856 937 17,336 2,081 1,665 67 74 1,361 163
Washington 23,172 1,187 6,177 13,472 2,336 2,188 112 583 1,272 221
West Virgini 3,213 42 507 2,604 60 1,144 15 180 927 21
Wisconsi 24,116 535 2,735 19,797 1,049 2,758 61 313 2,264 120
Wyoming..... 651 4 8 369 270 702 4 9 398 291
—Not available. SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics,

‘Includes violent incidents with and without physical injury.
2Alcohol incidents were reported in the illicit drug category.
3This state did not report state-level counts of discipline incidents, but did report school-
level counts. The sums of the school-level counts are displayed in place of the unreported

state-level counts.

Supplemental Tables

EDFacts file 030, Data Group 523, extracted October 14, 2015, from the EDFacts Data
Warehouse (internal U.S. Department of Education source); Common Core of Data (CCD),
“State Nonfiscal Survey of Public Elementary and Secondary Education,” 2013-14. (This
table was prepared October 2015.)



Table 20.1.

Percentage of public schools with various safety and security measures, by school level:

Selected years, 1999-2000 through 2013-14

[Standard errors appear in parentheses]

School safety and security measures 1999-2000 2003-04 2005-06 2007-08 2009-10 2013-141
1 2 3 4 5 [§ 7
Controlled access during school hours
Buildings (e.g., locked or monitored doors) 746  (1.35) 830  (1.04) 849  (0.89) 89.5  (0.80) 91.7  (0.80) 93.3 (0.95)
Grounds (e.g., locked or monitored gates) 337  (1.26) 362  (1.08) 411 (1.25) 426 (1.41) 46.0  (1.26) 427  (1.53)
Visitors required to sign or check in 96.6  (0.54) 98.3  (0.40) 97.6  (0.42) 987  (0.37) 99.3  (0.27) 98.6 (0.49)
Campus closed for most students during lunch.. 646  (1.48) 66.0  (1.08) 66.1  (1.19) 65.0 (1.34) 66.9  (0.88) 92.6 (0.80)
Student dress, IDs, and school supplies
Required students to wear uniforms 118  (0.82) 13.8  (0.85) 138  (0.78) 175  (0.70) 189  (1.02) 20.4 (1.27)
Enforced a strict dress code 474 (1.50) 551 (1.24) 553  (1.18) 548  (1.20) 56.9  (1.56) 585  (1.60)
Required students to wear badges or picture IDs 39 (032 64  (0.64) 62 (047) 76  (0.60) 6.9 (0.57) 8.9 (0.81)
Required faculty and staff to wear badges or picture IDs . 254 (1.39) 480 (1.21) 479  (1.12) 58.3  (1.37) 629 (1.14) 68.0  (1.65)
Required clear book bags or banned book bags on school grounds....... 59  (0.50) 62  (0.63) 6.4  (0.43) 6.0 (0.48) 55  (0.53) 6.3 (0.81)
Provided school lockers to students 465  (1.07) 495  (1.24) 50.5  (1.08) 489  (1.17) 521 (1.10) 499 (1.35)
Drug testing
Athletes — (1) 42 (0.44) 50 (0.46) 6.4  (0.48) 6.0 (0.52) 66  (0.59)
Students in extracurricular activities (other than athletes) ..........cc.cooveenn. — 1) 26 (0.37) 34 (032 45  (0.51) 46  (047) 43 (0.47)
Any other students — 1) — (1) 30 (0.34) 30 (042 30 (0.26) 35 (0.44)

Metal detectors, dogs, and sweeps
Random metal detector checks on students )
Students required to pass through metal detectors daily . )
Random dog sniffs to check for drugs 206  (0.75)
Random sweeps? for contraband (e.g., drugs or weapons).... )

Communication systems and technology

Provided telephones in most classrooms 446  (1.80)
Provided electronic notification system for schoolwide emergency . — (1)
Provided structured anonymous threat reporting system?.. . — (1)
Used security cameras to monitor the school 194  (0.88

Provided two-way radios to any staff — (1
Limited access to social networking sites from school computers.. — (1
Prohibited use of cell phones and text messaging devices............. — (1

56 (055 49 (0.40) 53 (0.37) 52 (042) 42 (0.48)
11 (0.16) 11 (0.18) 13 (0.20) 14 (0.24) 20 (0.40)
13 (077)) 280 (0.79) 15 (059) 229 (071)| 241 (0.97)
©058)| 131 (0.76) ©71)| 121 (0.68)| 114  (0.86)

608 (1.48)| 669 (1.30)| 716 (1.16)| 740 (1.13)| 787  (1.34)
— ) — @] 432 (126) 631 (140)| 816  (1.12)
— o) — M| 312 (122 359 (119 465 (1.63)
360 (1.28)| 428 (129)| 550 (137)| 611 (1.16)| 751 (1.31)
712 (1.48)| 709 (1.22)| 731 (115)| 733 (133)| 742 (142
- (1) - (1) - () 934 (0.59) 919  (0.80)
- (1) - ) - ()| 9.9 (067) 759 (1.07)

—Not available.

TNot applicable.

Data for 2013—14 were collected using the Fast Response Survey System, while data for ear-
lier years were collected using the School Survey on Crime and Safety (SSOCS). The 2013-14
survey was designed to allow comparisons with SSOCS data. However, respondents to the
2013-14 survey could choose either to complete the survey on paper (and mail it back) or to
complete the survey online, whereas respondents to SSOCS did not have the option of com-
pleting the survey online. The 201314 survey also relied on a smaller sample. The smaller
sample size and change in survey administration may have impacted 2013—14 results.

2Does not include random dog sniffs.

3For example, a system for reporting threats through online submission, telephone hotline, or
written submission via drop box.

NOTE: Responses were provided by the principal or the person most knowledgeable about
crime and safety issues at the school.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, 19992000,
2003-04, 2005-06, 2007-08, and 2009-10 School Survey on Crime and Safety (SSOCS),
2000, 2004, 2006, 2008, and 2010; Fast Response Survey System (FRSS), “School Safety and
Discipline: 2013—14,” FRSS 106, 2014. (This table was prepared September 2015.)
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inued

Selected years, 2003—04 through 2013-14—Cont

[Standard errors appear in parentheses]

Percentage of public schools with a written plan for procedures to be performed in selected crises and percentage that have drilled students

on the use of a plan, by selected school characteristics

Table 20.4.
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Table 21.1. Percentage of students ages 12—18 who reported various security measures at school:
Selected years, 1999 through 2013

[Standard errors appear in parentheses]

Security measure 1999 2001 2003 2005 2007 2009 2011 2013
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9

Total, at least one of the listed security measures..............cccco... — (1) 994 (0.09)| 99.3 (0.12)| 99.6 (0.10)| 99.8 (0.06)| 99.3 (0.10)| 99.6 (0.08)| 99.6 (0.07)
Metal detectors 9.0 (0.51)| 87 (0.61)| 10.1 (0.84)| 10.7 (0.74)| 10.1 (0.51)| 10.6 (0.76)| 11.2 (0.64)| 11.0 (0.72)
Locker checks 53.3 (0.83)| 535 (0.92)| 53.0 (0.91)| 532 (0.90)| 53.6 (0.95)| 53.8 (1.17)| 53.0 (0.99)| 52.0 (1.13)
One or more security cameras to monitor the school.. — (t)| 385 (1.13)| 47.9 (1.16)| 57.9 (1.35)| 66.0 (0.99)| 70.0 (1.05)| 76.7 (0.83)| 76.7 (1.06)
Security guards and/or assigned police officers....... 541 (1.36)| 636 (1.25)| 69.6 (0.91)| 68.3 (1.13)| 68.8 (0.98)| 68.1 (1.05)| 69.8 (1.01)| 70.4 (1.04)
Other school staff or other adults supervising the hallway 854 (0.54)| 88.3 (0.45)| 90.6 (0.39)| 90.1 (0.42)| 90.0 (0.50)| 90.6 (0.46)| 88.9 (0.46)| 90.5 (0.51)
A requirement that students wear badges or picture identification........... — (P)] 212 (099)| 225 (1.11)| 249 (1.20)| 24.3 (1.00)| 23.4 (1.14)| 24.8 (1.02)| 262 (1.02)
A written code of student conduct - (t)| 95.1 (0.34)| 953 (0.37)| 955 (0.36)| 95.9 (0.29)| 95.6 (0.39)| 95.7 (0.30)| 959 (0.30)
Locked entrance or exit doors during the day .. .| 381 (0.97)| 488 (1.12)| 52.8 (1.16)| 54.3 (1.06)| 60.9 (1.07)| 64.3 (1.27)| 645 (1.02)| 758 (1.10)
A requirement that visitors sign in 87.1 (0.62)| 90.2 (0.58)| 91.7 (0.48)| 93.0 (0.49)| 94.3 (0.38)| 94.3 (0.52)| 949 (0.37)| 958 (0.37)
—Not available. SOURCE: U.S. Department of Justice, Bureau of Justice Statistics, School Crime Supple-
tNot applicable. ment (SCS) to the National Crime Victimization Survey, selected years, 1999 through 2013.
NOTE: “At school” includes the school building, on school property, on a school bus, and, (This table was prepared September 2014.)

from 2001 onward, going to and from school.
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Table 22.1.

On-campus crimes, arrests, and referrals for disciplinary action at degree-granting

postsecondary institutions, by location of incident, control and level of institution, and type
of incident: 2001 through 2013

Number of incidents
Total, in residence halls and at other locations 2013
In
residence | Atother
Control and leve! of insfitution and type of incident 2001| 2002| 2003) 2004| 2005| 2006| 2007| 2008| 2009| 2010| 2011 2012|  Total halls| - locations
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16
All institutions
Selected crimes against persons and property ........... 41596| 42521| 43,064| 43555| 42,710| 44492| 41,829| 40296| 34,054| 32,097| 30407| 29,832| 27567| 13215 14,352
Murder' 17 2 9 15 1 8 44 12 16 15 1 12 23 3 20
Negligent manslaughter>.... 1 0 2 0 3 3 0 1 1 0 0 0
Sex offenses—forcible®. 2201 2327 2595| 2667 2674 2670| 2694 2639 2544| 2927| 3375 4017| 4964 23627| 1337
Sex offenses—nonforcible 461 261 60 27 42 43 40 35 65 33 46 46 45 20 25
Robbery> 1663 1802| 1625 1550 1551 1547 1561 1576 1409 13%2| 1285 1374| 1330 196 1,134
Aggravated assault®.............ccomvevivvnncerecssssis 2047| 2804 2832| 2721 2656 2817| 2604| 2495 2327| 2221 2239 2424| 2085 719 1366
Burglary” 26,904| 28038| 28639| 29480  29256| 31,260| 29,488| 28,737 23083| 21335| 19472| 18228| 15500 8285 7215
Motor vehicle theft? ..............cocovwvevvevvvvvrviveeeeieinnnennns 6221 6,181 6285 6062| 5531 5231| 4619 4104 3977| 3441 333%| 3026 2993 14| 2979
Arson? 1,180 1,088 1,018 1,033 987 916 776 695 633 732 639 704 627 351 276
Weapons-, drug-, and liquor-related arrests and referrals
Arrests’® 40,348| 43407| 44581| 47,939| 49,024| 50,187| 50558| 50,639| 50,066| 51519| 54285 52819| 47,764| 24,966| 22,798
lllegal weapons possession 1073| 1,142] 1,094| 1263| 1316| 1316 1,318 1,190 1,077 1112) 1023| 1,027 1,044 279 765
Drug law violations... 11,854| 12,041| 12467 12775 13707| 13952\ 14,135| 15146| 15871 18589| 20,729| 21,389\ 20,148| 10,744 9404
Liquor law violations.. 27421| 30,224| 31,020 33901| 34001 34919 35105| 34,303 33118| 31,818 32533| 30403 26572 13943| 12,629
Referrals for disciplinary action® 155,201 | 167,319 184,915( 196,775 | 202,816 | 218,040 | 216,600 | 217,526 | 220,987 | 230,269 | 249,694 | 251,724 | 246,438 | 222,654 | 23,784
Illegal weapons possession 1277| 1287| 1566| 1,799| 1882 1871| 1658| 1455| 1275 1314| 1282 1411| 1434 975 459
Drug law violations.... 23900| 26,038| 25753| 25762| 25356| 27.251| 28476| 32469\ 36344| 42022| 51562\ 54131 54135 46222| 7913
Liquor law violations.. 130,024 | 139,994 | 157,596 | 169,214 | 175,578 | 188,918 | 186,466 | 183,602 | 183,368 | 186,933 | 196,850 | 196,182| 190,869 | 175457| 15412
Public 4-year
Selected crimes against persons and property .......... | 18,710 19563| 19,789| 19984| 19,582 20,648| 19,579 18695 15975| 15503| 14,675| 14,520\ 13240 6,300 6,940
Murder! 9 9 5 8 4 5 42 9 8 9 10 7 10 2 8
Negligent manslaughter?.... 2 0 1 0 1 0 2 1 0 0 1 1 0 0 0
Sex offenses—forcible®. 1245 1278| 1358 1482 1398| 1400| 1425 1317| 1214 1461 1638 1972| 2257 1646 611
Sex offenses—nonforcible* 207 113 28 16 25 15 23 12 40 15 17 17 17 9 8
Robbery> 584 659 669 612 696 680 722 750 647 662 612 660 641 120 521
Aggravated assaults ...............ceewwwwmmmmmmmnnmmnninis 1434 1320 1,381 1269 1280 1,338 1268 1,182 1,134| 1076/ 1076 1,192| 1,019 355 664
Burglary” 11520 12523| 12,634 13026 12935 14,027\ 13371| 12970| 10708 10219| 9373| 8839 7379| 3919 3460
Motor vehicle theft? ...............oooovvvvevcvevvvvrieeeieieeennennns 3072 3092 3116 2964| 2667 2662| 2266 2027 1824 1604| 1592 1405 1513 8| 1505
Arson® 637 569 597 607 576 521 470 427 400 457 356 427 404 241 163
Weapons-, drug-, and liquor-related arrests and referrals
Arrests® 31,077| 33831| 34657| 36746| 38,051| 39,900 39570| 40,607| 40,780| 41992| 44891| 43587| 38701 20,060 18641
lllegal weapons possession 692 745 697 811 878 85! 825 759 659 669 629 624 657 209 448
Drug law violations 9125 9238 9389 9620| 10606/ 10850 10,693| 11,714| 12186| 14,362| 16,323| 16931| 15810 8516 7,294
Liquor law violations.. 21,260 23848| 24571| 26,315 26,567 | 28,191| 28052| 28134\ 27935| 26961 27,939\ 26,032| 22234 11,335 10,899
Referrals for disciplinary 79,152| 84,636| 94,365 100,588 | 100,211| 107,289 | 106,148 | 104,585| 108,756 | 116,029 | 129,667 | 132,552 | 127,851 | 116424 | 11,427
Illegal weapons possession 678 675 847| 1001 1,097 972 867 792 669 664 610 649 623 442 181
Drug law violations 13,179 13943| 13811| 13,658| 13,020 13798| 14,458| 16,656 18,260| 21,451 27,339| 29,021| 28,732| 24,486 4,246
Liquor law violations.. 65295 70018| 79,707| 85929 86,094| 92519| 90,823| 87,137| 89,827| 93914 101,718| 102882| 98496| 91496| 7,000
Nonprofit 4-year
Selected crimes against persons and property .......... | 14,844| 14859| 15179| 15523| 15574 16,864| 15452| 14,892| 11964| 11202| 10,740| 10,803| 10420 6,116 4,304
Murder’ 5 9 2 4 5 3 2 1 6 5 3 2 5 0 5
Negligent manslaughter.... 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Sex offenses—forcible®. 820 914| 1048 1,026 1088 1,080 1065 1,083 1,1102) 1225 1431 1741| 2368 1876 492
Sex offenses—nonforcible* 13 81 14 5 6 10 8 16 1 8 13 10 12 4 8
Robbery® 649 735 538 577 500 502 460 437 366 319 320 387 377 53 324
Aggravated assaults.................crrririressssssessen 882 900 773 838 744 834 768 754 661 641 631 668 690 267 423
Burglary” 10471| 10561| 11,066 11426 11,657 13051 11941| 11551 8810 8138 7421| 7058 6098 3803 229
Motor vehicle thefts .............ccovvvvvvvvvvvrvvvvvieeeeeeniinnnnnns 1471 1273 1385 1316 1248 1,077 984 859 834 641 704 710 694 6 688
Arson® 433 386 353 331 325 307 223 191 174 225 217 227 176 107 69
Weapons-, drug-, and liquor-related arrests and referrals
Arrests® 6329 6548 6856| 7722 7406 6134| 6732 6112) 5777| 5459 5444 5515 5729| 3438 2291
Illegal weapons possession 167 162 166 184 150 146 178 158 148 137 129 127 133 45 88
Drug law violations.... 1628 1723| 1869 1751 1691| 1650 1,804 1883| 2080 2248 2425| 2436| 2541 1658 883
Liquor law violations.. 4534| 4663 4821| 5787| 5565 4338| 4,750 4071| 3549| 3074| 2890 2952| 3055 1735 1,320
Referrals for disciplinary 71203| 77641| 85184| 90,749  96,646| 103,484 | 103,254 | 105289 | 103,457 | 104,939 | 110,607 | 110,396 | 110,019| 99,314| 10,705
lllegal weapons possession 443 424 537 608 590 622 545 45 393 47 498 54 430 110
Drug law violations.... 9688 11,100/ 10885 10,903| 11,208| 12,114| 12,685| 14,157\ 15845 17,841| 21,240\ 22,197| 22337| 19606| 2,731
Liquor law violations.. 61,162| 66,117| 73762| 79,238 84,848| 90,748| 90,024| 90,675 87,254| 86,705 88950| 87,701| 87,142| 79.278| 7,864
For-profit 4-year
Selected crimes against persons and property ........... 505 592 720 718 829 641 612 574 525 561 446 384 542 180 362
Murder! 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 1 0
Negligent manslaughter>.... 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Sex offenses—forcible®. 4 4 8 5 4 12 12 9 9 2 26 19 20 14 6
Sex offenses—nonforcible* 13 1 2 0 1 0 2 0 1 1 0 3 2 0 2
Robbery® 64 ul 43 46 43 25 31 38 86 70 74 53 20 13 7
Aggravated assault®.............ccoiiiiisiinnnnesesssssis 23 45 H 38 59 31 31 63 43 51 36 47 68 38 30
Burglary” 347 376 542 524 607 489 446 385 299 350 249 200 282 113 169
Motor vehicle theft? ..............cocovvvvvvevvvvvveiviieeieinnnnnnns 52 9% 80 100 110 78 89 79 85 65 58 61 77 0 77
Arson® 2 1 4 5 5 6 1 0 2 2 2 1 2 1 1
Weapons-, drug-, and liquor-related arrests and referrals
Arrests™ 1 17 11 4 28 52 28 40 54 165 152 128 86 31 55
Illegal weapons possession 2 3 2 5 2 5 3 8 6 13 11 11 12 2 10
Drug law violations... 4 9 4 12 16 14 16 14 22 66 4 50 56 25 31
Liquor law violations.. 5 5 5 24 10 33 9 18 26 86 100 67 18 4 14
Referrals for disciplinary action 316 399 465 298 529 513 519 566 882 760 718 668| 1,166 1,051 115
Illegal weapons possession 11 25 24 11 42 13 11 13 23 9 16 23 18 12 6
Drug law violations.... 92 133 130 9 128 138 132 159 231 221 233 254 540 476 64
Liquor law violations.. 213 241 311 188 359 362 376 3% 628 530 469 391 608 563 45

See notes at end of table.
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Table 22.1.

On-campus crimes, arrests, and referrals for disciplinary action at degree-granting

postsecondary institutions, by location of incident, control and level of institution, and type
of incident: 2001 through 2013—Continued

Number of incidents
Total, in residence halls and at other locations 2013
In
residence |  Atother
Control and level of insfitution and type of incident 2001| 2002) 2003| 2004| 2005 2006| 2007| 2008| 2009| 2010/ 2011| 2012 Total halls | locations
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 1 12 13 14 15 16
Public 2-year
Selected crimes against persons and property ........... 6817| 6860 6637 6637 5981| 5669 5381 5464 4984 4396 4141 3760 3117 566| 2,551
Murder! 2 1 2 3 2 0 0 2 2 1 2 3 0 7
Negligent manslaughter?. 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0
Sex offenses—forcible® ... 118 18 160 142 175 167 181 210 205 210 262 265 304 84 220
Sex offenses—nonforcible*. 119 61 14 6 10 16 7 7 12 8 16 13 12 5 7
Robbery® 245 234 230 213 248 284 279 285 251 298 262 244 194 6 188
Aggravated assaultl ... 545 503 589 497 501 546 462 401 431 409 406 437 286 52 234
urglary” 4132 4158| 3973| 4068 3541| 3261| 3202| 3430 2920 2398| 2235 1972 1615 M7 1,198
Motor vehicle theft® 1552| 1,661 1607 1620 1428/ 1319| 1,174| 1059| 1,109| 1,028 899 i 655 0 655
Arson® 104 124 88 76 76 70 54 43 59 49 44 2 42
Weapons-, drug-, and liquor-related arrests and referrals
ArrestsT0 2660 2844| 2950 3270 3416| 3993| 4124| 3764 333 3811| 3723| 3486 3121 1365 1756
lllegal weapons possession 198 221 220 255 278 300 304 258 256 282 248 253 234 21 213
Drug law violations.. 989 99| 1141 1312| 1326 1378| 1563 1490| 1507| 1866 1892 1901 1652 499 1,153
Liquor law violations 1473| 1627 1589 1,703| 1812| 2315 2257 2016| 1572| 1663 1583| 1332 1235 845 390
Referrals for disciplinary action 529| 3744| 4,036 4371 4688 5897 5987| 6425 241 ,017| 8174|7589 ,876| 5369 1,507
lllegal weapons possession 146 145 167 133 238 218 183 210 242 228 225 242 85 157
Drug law violations... 761 692 858 819 908| 1,006 1,302 1,745/ 2336| 2573| 2469 2304| 1454 850
Liquor law violations 2641 2906| 3212| 3346 3736 4751 ,763 ,940 ,286 439| 5373| 48%| 4330 3830 500
Nonprofit 2-year
Selected crimes against persons and property . 248 230 189 166 314 250 258 272 147 120 148 107 61 34 27
Murder 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Negligent manslaughter? 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Sex offenses—forcible 2 7 6 3 8 3 9 16 8 7 1 8 4 1 3
Sex offenses—nonforci 2 2 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 2 2 0
Robbery® 54 56 64 22 9 7 2 13 9 5 1 2 5 2 3
Aggravated assaultf..... 23 17 12 17 22 35 52 66 5 9 53 46 9 1 8
Burglary” 142 123 83 1 266 187 178 160 120 95 74 47 38 28 10
Motor vehicle theft® 23 21 23 13 7 14 14 9 4 2 7 4 3 0 3
Arson® 1 4 1 0 2 3 3 7 1 2 2 0 0 0 0
Weapons-, drug-, and liquor-related arrests and referrals
Arrestsf0 . 108 39 23 48 76 67 59 93 58 49 52 52 66 34 32
lllegal weapons possession 2 3 2 5 4 6 5 1 4
Drug law violations.. 21 10 16 16 32 34 27 33 35 18 34 31 49 22 27
Liquor law violations 86 27 4 30 39 30 28 57 19 25 13 16 12 11 1
Referrals for disciplinary action 624 569 552 447 514 537 519 413 348 377 360 300 320 306 14
lllegal weapons possession 2 3 6 5 12 19 10 6 7 4 1 6 7 4 3
Drug law violations... 91 65 52 58 47 74 73 85 100 105 109 103 129 121 8
Liquor law violations 531 501 494 384 455 444 436 322 241 268 250 191 184 181 3
For-profit 2-year
Selected crimes against persons and property ........... 472 417 550 527 430 420 547 399 459 315 257 258 187 19 168
Murder! 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Negligent manslaughter?. . 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Sex offenses—forcible?.... 12 6 15 9 1 8 2 4 6 2 7 12 1 6 5
Sex offenses—nonforcible*. . 7 3 2 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 0 3 0 0 0
Robbery® 67 47 81 80 55 49 67 53 50 38 16 28 23 2 21
Aggravated assaultl ... 40 19 36 62 50 33 33 29 53 35 37 34 13 6 7
urglary” 292 297 341 325 250 245 350 241 226 135 120 112 88 5 83
Motor vehicle theft® 51 40 74 71 81 2 7 121 101 74 69 51 0 51
Arson? 3 4 1 3 3 1 0 1
Weapons-, drug-, and liquor-related arrests and referrals
ArrestsT0 163 128 84 112 47 41 45 23 62 43 23 51 61 38 23
lllegal weapons possession 13 9 6 6 3 3 4 4 4 5 1 7 3 1 2
Drug law violations.. 87 65 48 64 36 26 32 12 4 29 14 40 40 24 16
Liquor law violations 63 54 30 42 8 12 9 7 17 9 8 4 18 13 5
Referrals for disciplinary 287 330 313 322 228 320 173 248 303 147 168 219 206 190 16
lllegal weapons possession 16 14 7 7 8 7 7 4 8 2 10 10 4 2 2
Drug law violations... 89 105 196 186 134 219 122 110 163 68 68 87 93 79 14
Liquor law violations 182 211 110 129 86 94 44 134 132 77 90 122 109 109 0

1Excludes suicides, fetal deaths, traffic fatalities, accidental deaths, and justifiable homicide
(such as the killing of a felon by a law enforcement officer in the line of duty).

2Killing of another person through gross negligence (excludes traffic fatalities).

3Any sexual act directed against another person forcibly and/or against that person’s will.
4Includes only statutory rape or incest.

5Taking or attempting to take anything of value using actual or threatened force or violence.
6Attack upon a person for the purpose of inflicting severe or aggravated bodily injury.
7Unlawful entry of a structure to commit a felony or theft.

8Theft or attempted theft of a motor vehicle.

SWillful or malicious burning or attempt to burn a dwelling house, public building, motor
vehicle, or personal property of another.

10If an individual is both arrested and referred to college officials for disciplinary action for a
single offense, only the arrest is counted.

Supplemental Tables

NOTE: Data are for degree-granting institutions, which are institutions that grant associate’s
or higher degrees and participate in Title IV federal financial aid programs. Some institutions
that report Clery data—specifically, non-degree-granting institutions and institutions outside
of the 50 states and the District of Columbia—are excluded from this table. Crimes, arrests,
and referrals include incidents involving students, staff, and on-campus guests. Excludes
off-campus crimes and arrests even if they involve college students or staff. Some data have
been revised from previously published figures.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Office of Postsecondary Education, Campus
Safety and Security Reporting System, 2001 through 2013; and National Center for Educa-
tion Statistics, Integrated Postsecondary Education Data System (IPEDS), Fall 2002
through Fall 2014, Institutional Characteristics component. (This table was prepared
August 2015.)



Table 22.2. On-campus crimes, arrests, and referrals for disciplinary action per 10,000 full-time-
equivalent (FTE) students at degree-granting postsecondary institutions, by whether
institution has residence halls, control and level of institution, and type of incident: 2001
through 2013
Number of incidents per 10,000 full-ime-equivelent (FTE) students’
Total, institutions with and without residence halls 2013
Institutions |  Institutions
with | without
residence |  residence
Control and level of insfitution and type of incident 2001 2002| 2003 2004| 2005| 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 201 2012 Total halls halls
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 1 12 13 14 15 16
All institutions
Selected crimes against persons and property ........... 35.619| 34.649| 34.040| 33580 32864 33.347| 30.568| 28.987| 22.955| 20.869| 20.027| 19.793| 18.378| 24.209 6.181
Murder? 0015/ 0016 0007 0012| 0008 0006/ 0032 0009 0011| 0010/ 0011| 0008 0015 0014 0.019
Negligent manslaughter®.. 0.002| 0000| 0001 0000{ 0002 0000( 0002 0002/ 0000/ 0001 0001 0001 0.000 0.000 0.000
Sex offenses—forcible* ... 1885 1.896| 2051| 2056 2058 2001| 1969 1.898| 1715/ 1.903| 2223/ 2665 3309 4.646 0513
Sex offenses—nonforcibles .. 0.395| 0213| 0047 0021| 0032 0032 0029 0025 0044/ 0021| 0030 0031 0.030 0.035 0.019
Robbery® 1424| 1468 1284| 1195/ 1193| 1159 1141| 1134 0950/ 0905 0846/ 0912| 0887 1.048 0.548
Aggravated assault’ 2524| 2285| 2239 2098 2044 2111| 1903| 1.795| 1569 1.444| 1475/ 1.608| 1.390 1792 0548
Burglary® 23.038| 22.847| 22.638| 22.728| 22511| 23429| 21549| 20672| 15559 13.872| 12.825| 12.094| 10.333| 13908 2.857
Motor vehicle theft® 5327| 5037| 4968 4.674| 4256 3921| 3375 2952| 2681 2237| 2196 2008| 1.995 2191 1.587
Arson'® 1010| 0887 0805 0796 0759| 0687| 0567 0500/ 0427 0476 0421 0467 0418 0574 0.001
Weapons-, drug-, and liquor-related arrests and referrals
Arrests! 34550 35.371| 35239 36.960| 37.722| 37.615| 36.947| 36428| 33748| 33497| 35755| 35.045| 31.842| 45542 3.188
lllegal weapons possession 0919 0931| 0865 0974| 1.013| 0986 0963| 0856 0726/ 0723| 0674 0681 0696 0.829 0418
Drug law violations... 10.151| 9812 9.854| 9.849| 10.547| 10.457| 10.330| 10.895| 10.698| 12.086| 13.653| 14.191| 13432| 18.809 2.185
Liquor law violations. 23481| 24629| 24520| 26.137| 26.163| 26.172| 25.654| 24.676| 22.324| 20.687| 21.428| 20.172| 17.714| 25904 0.585
Referrals for disciplinary action'! . 132.899 | 136.344 | 146.165| 151.708 | 156.060 | 163.421 | 158.288 | 156.479 | 148.959 | 149.716 | 164.460 | 167.017 | 164.290 | 241.127 3.576
lllegal weapons possession . 1.093| 1049 1238 1.387| 1448| 1402| 1212| 1.047| 0859 0854| 0844| 0936| 0956 1.284 0270
Drug law violations.... 20466| 21.218| 20.356| 19.862| 19.511| 20425| 20.810| 23.357| 24.498| 27.322| 33961| 35916 36.09 52.605 1.546
Liquor law violations. 111.340| 114.077 | 124.571| 130.459 | 135.101| 141.594 | 136.267 | 132.076 | 123.602 | 121.540 | 129.654 | 130.165 | 127.244 | 187.238 1.760
Public 4-year
Selected crimes against persons and property ........... 36.191| 36.334| 35.725| 35522| 34.295| 35532| 32.837| 30.531| 24.808| 23.448| 21.958| 21.652| 19.633| 20.933 6.306
Murder? 0017 0017| 0009 0014| 0007 0009| 0070/ 0015 0012 0014| 0015 0010| 0015 0.015 0.017
Negligent manslaughter®.. 0.004| 0000| 0002 0000{ 0002 0000 0003 0002/ 0000/ 0000 0001 0001 0.000 0.000 0.000
Sex offenses—forcible? ... 2408| 2374 2452 2634 2448 2409| 2390 2151 1892 2210| 2451 2941| 3347 3.624 0.500
Sex offenses—nonforcibles .. 0400 0210| 0051 0028 0044 0026 0039 0020 0062 0023 0025| 0025 0025 0026 0017
Robbery® 1130 1224| 1208 1088 1219| 1170/ 1211| 1225 1.008| 1.001| 0916| 0984| 0950/ 0.990 0.551
Aggravated assault’ ...........oceeweeererereeinerriseereies 2774 2452| 2493 2256 2242 2302| 2110 1.930| 1.767| 1.627| 1610 1778 1511 1.608 0517
Burglary® 22283| 23259| 22.808| 23.154| 22.654| 24.138| 22425| 21.181| 16.689| 15456| 14.025| 13.181| 10942 11.707 3.103
Motor vehicle theft® 5942 5743| 65625 5269| 4671 4581 3800 3310| 2843 2426| 2382 2095| 2244 2313 1.535
Arson'0 1232 1057 1078 1079 1.009| 0897| 0788 0697| 0623 0691 0533 0637 0599 0.651 0.067
Weapons-, drug-, and liquor-related arrests and referrals
Arrests'! 60.113| 62.833| 62.566| 65.318| 66.641| 68.662| 66.366| 66.315| 63558 63.512| 67.169| 64.997| 57.387| 62.562 4.337
lllegal weapons possession . 1339 1.384| 1.258| 1442| 1538 1478 1. 1240\ 1.027| 1012| 0941 0931 0974 1.027 0434
Drug law violations... 17.651| 17.158| 16.950| 17.100| 18575 18.671| 17.934| 19.130| 18.993| 21.722| 24.424| 25248 23444| 25434 3.036
Liquor law violations. . . . . 46.529| 48513| 47.048| 45945| 43539| 40.778| 41.804| 38.819| 32969| 36.101 0.867
Referrals for disciplinary action™ . . . . 175,506 | 184.628 | 178.029 | 170.797 | 169.503 | 175.490 | 194.017 | 197.663 | 189.581| 207.918 1618
lllegal weapons possession 1.31 . 1529 1779| 1.921| 167. 1.4 1293 1.043| 1. 091 0968| 0.924 1.007 0.067
Drug law violations... 25492| 25896| 24.933| 24.278| 22.803| 23.744| 24.249| 27201 28.459| 32.444| 40.907| 43276| 42605 46.663 1.001
Liquor law violations. 130.043 | 143.893 | 152.743 | 150.782 | 159.211| 152.326 | 142.303 | 140.001 | 142.042| 152.198 | 153.419| 146.053| 160.248 0.551
Nonprofit 4-year
Selected crimes against persons and property ........... 57.358| 55.445| 54.891| 54.728| 54.165| 57.681| 52.039| 49.315| 38613 35.193| 33.154| 32.730| 31.341| 33383 9.371
Murder? 0019 0034| 0007 0014| 0017 0010| 0007 0003 0019/ 0016/ 0009 0006| 0.015 0.013 0.035
Negligent manslaughter®.. 0000 0000 0000/ 0000/ 0003/ 0000 0003 0000 0000/ 0000/ 0000 0000/ 0000  0.000 0.000
Sex offenses—forcible..... 3169| 3410 3790| 3617 3784 3694 3587| 3586| 3557| 3.848| 4417| 5275| 71422 7.686 1.061
Sex offenses—nonforcible®.. 0437| 0302 0051 0018 0021 0034| 0027 0053 0036 0025 0040/ 0030 0036 0.036 0.035
Robbery® 2508 2743| 1946 2034| 1739 1.717| 1549 1.447| 1181 1.002| 0988 1.173| 1.134 1.154 0919
Aggravated assault’ ... 3408 3358| 2795| 2954| 2588 2853| 2586| 2497| 2133 2014| 1948 2024| 2075 2199 0.743
Burglary’ 40460| 39.407| 40.017| 40.284| 40542| 44.639| 40214| 38.251| 28434 25567| 22.908| 21.384| 18341 19547 5.375
Motor vehicle theft® 5684 4750| 5008 4640 4340 3684| 3314 2845 2692 2014| 2173 2151| 2087 2170 1.202
Arson'® 1673| 1440 1277| 1167 1.130| 1.050| 0751 0632 0562| 0707 0670| 0688 0529 0579 0.000
Weapons-, drug-, and liquor-related arrests and referrals
Arrests'! 24456\ 24.433| 24.793| 27.225| 25758| 20.981| 22.672| 20.240| 18.645| 17.150| 16.805| 16.709| 17.231| 18656 1.909
lllegal weapons possession 0645/ 0604| 0600 0649| 0522 0499| 0599 0523| 0478 0430| 0398 0385 0400 0434 0.035
Drug law violations.... 6291 6429| 6759| 6.173| 5881| b5644| 6075 6236 6.713| 7.062| 7486 7.380| 7.643 8.241 1.202
Liquor law violations. 17520 17.399| 17.434| 20403| 19.355| 14.838| 15997 13481| 11454 9657| 8921 8944| 9189 9.980 0.672
Referrals for disciplinary action™ . 275.480| 289.709 | 308.044 | 319.945 | 336.127 | 353.954 | 347.734 | 348.663 | 333.904 | 329.679 | 341.437 | 334.473| 330.910| 359.218| 26414
lllegal weapons possession . 1712 1582 1.942| 2144 2052| 2127 1.835| 1513| 1.155| 1235| 1287 1.509| 1.624 1.759 0177
Drug law violations... 37435| 41418| 39.363| 38440| 38.981| 41434 42720| 46881 51.139| 56.050| 65.567| 67.251| 67.184| 73.026 4.349
Liquor law violations. 246.708 | 266.740 | 279.362 | 295.095 | 310.392 | 303.179| 300.269 | 281.609 | 272.395 | 274.583 | 265.713 | 262.101| 284.433| 21.888
For-profit 4-year
Selected crimes against persons and property ........... 19.109| 17.840| 17.605| 13.650| 17.049| 9552 8095 10320 7.513| 6499 6.003| 5234 7493| 20.129 3717
Murder? 0000 0000 0.000/ 0000/ 0000/ 0000 0000/ 0000 0000/ 0000/ 0013| 0000/ 0014 0060 0.000
Negligent manslaughter®.. 0.000( 0000/ 0.000( 0000{ 0000( 0000 0000/ 0000/ 0000/ 0000 0000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
Sex offenses—forcible..... 0151 04121| 0196 0095 0082 0179| 0159 0.462| 0129/ 0255| 0350 0.259| 0277 0.961 0.072
Sex offenses—nonforcibles .. 0492 0030| 0049 0000{ 0021 0000 0026 0000/ 0014/ 0012| 0000 0041 0.028 0.000 0.036
Robbery® 2422 2140| 1051 0875 0884 0373| 0410/ 0683 1231 0811 099%| 0722 1244 3.545 0.557
Aggravated assault..........cccceevewenrrreeeinnnineeiiin 0870 1.356| 1.003| 0.722| 1213| 0462| 0410/ 1.133| 0615/ 0591| 0485 0641 0940 3.004 0.323
Burglary? 13130 11.331| 13253| 9962| 12484| 7.287| 5899| 6922 4279 4055 3351 2726 3899 10.876 1.814
Motor vehicle theft® 1968| 2833 1.956| 1901 2262| 1.162| 1.177| 1420 1216/ 0753| 0.781| 0831 1.065 1.622 0.898
Arson'® 0076/ 0030| 0098 0095 0.103| 0089 0013| 0000/ 0029 0023| 0027 0014| 0.028 0.060 0.018
Weapons-, drug-, and liquor-related arrests and referrals
Arrests! 0416 0512| 0269 0.779| 0576 0775 0370| 0719| 0773| 1911| 2046 1.745| 1.189 3.365 0.539
Illegal weapons possession 0076/ 0090| 0049 0095 0041 0075 0040| 0.144| 0086| 0151| 0.148| 0150 0.166| 0421 0.090
Drug law violations 0151 0271| 0098 0228 0329 0209| 0212 0252| 0315/ 0.765| 0552 0681 0.774 2.343 0.305
Liquor law violations. 0189 0151 0122 0456| 0206 0492| 0119 0324| 0372 099| 1346/ 0913| 0249 0.601 0.144
Referrals for disciplinary 11.957| 12024| 11.370| 5665 10.880| 7.645| 6865 10.177| 12623| 8804 9663| 9.104 16.120| 68.438 0.485
lllegal weapons possession 0416 0.753| 0587 0209| 0864 0194| 0145 0234| 0329 0104| 0215/ 0313| 0249 0.901 0.054
Drug law violations.... 3481| 4008| 3179 1.882| 2632 2057| 1746 2859| 3306 2560 3.136| 3462 7.466| 31545 0.269
Liquor law violations. 8060 7.263| 7.605| 3574| 7.383| 5395| 4973| 7084 8988 6140 6.312| 5329 8406 35.991 0.162

See notes at end of table.
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Table 22.2. On-campus crimes, arrests, and referrals for disciplinary action per 10,000 full-time-
equivalent (FTE) students at degree-granting postsecondary institutions, by whether
institution has residence halls, control and level of institution, and type of incident: 2001
through 2013—Continued
Number of incidents per 10,000 ful-ime-equivalent (FTE) students
Total, institutions with and without residence halls 2013
Insttutions | Instituions
with | without
residence | - residence
Control and level of insfitution and type of incident 2001 2002| 2003| 2004| 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 201 2012 Total halls halls
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 1 12 13 14 15 16
Public 2-year
Selected crimes against persons and property .. 10.867| 18.834| 18.044| 17.903| 16.389| 15423| 14.388| 13991| 11745/ 10.195| 9.998| 9.387| 7.994| 14793 6.309
Murder? 0006/ 0.003| 0005/ 0008/ 0005/ 0000/ 0000/ 0005 0005/ 0.002| 0005/ 0007 0018 0000 0.022
Negligent manslaughter®. 0.000( 0000| 0.000( 0000( 0000f 0.000{ 0000/ 0000/ 0000/ 0002| 0000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
Sex offenses—forcible* ... 0344 0324| 0435/ 0383 0480 0454| 0484 0538 0483 0487 0633 0662 0780 1.626 0570
Sex offenses—nonforcibles. 0347 0.167| 0038 0016| 0027 0044| 0019 0018 0028 0019 0039| 0032 0031 0.090 0.016
Robberys 0714 0642| 0625 0575 0680 0.773| 0746| 0.730| 0591 0691 0633 0609 0498 0.529 0.490
Aggravated assault ............vvvvveereereeeinnnesisennenns 1588 1.381| 1.601| 1.341| 1373| 1485 1235 1.027| 1.016| 0949 0980 1.091| 0734 1.304 0.592
Burglary® 12.042| 11.416| 10.801| 10974| 9.703| 8872| 8561| 8783| 6.881| 5561 5396 4923 4142 9.746 2753
Motor vehicle theft® 4523| 4560 4.369| 4370/ 3913| 3588| 3139| 2712| 2613| 2384| 2171| 1.940| 1.680 1420 1.744
Arson'® 0.303| 0340| 0.169| 0237 0208 0207 0203 0.479| 0127 0.100| 0.142| 0.122| 0.113 0.077 0.122
Weapons-, drug-, and liquor-related arrests and referrals
Arrests'! 7752 7808| 8020 8821 9360 10863 11.027| 9638 7.859 8838 8989 8703| 8005/ 25159 3.751
lllegal weapons possession 0577 0607| 0598 0688 0762 0816 0813 0661 0603 0654 0599 0632 0600 0.839 0.541
Drug law violations... 2882 2735\ 3102| 3539| 3633| 3749| 4179 3815 3551 4.328| 4568 4.746| 4237 10959 2570
Liquor law violations.... 4293| 4467| 4320| 4594 4965 6298 6035 5162| 3704| 3857 3822| 3325| 3167 13360 0.640
Referrals for disciplinary action'! 10.284| 10279| 10.973| 11.791| 12.846| 16.043| 16.008| 16451| 17.063 18592| 19.735| 18946| 17.635| 77.865 2.701
lllegal weapons possession 0370 0401| 0394 0450| 0364 0648 0583 0469 0495/ 0561 0550| 0562 0.621 1.639 0.368
Drug law violations.. 2218 1900 1.846| 2314 2244 2470| 2690 3334| 4.112| 5417| 6212 6.164| 5909 22.809 1.719
Liquor law violations 7697| 7978| 8732 9.026| 10237| 12.926| 12735| 12649| 12456 12614| 12972| 12220| 11.105| 53416 0.615
Nonprofit 2-year
Selected crimes against persons and property .......... 63.955| 58.903| 51.594| 48535| 91.263| 81.948| 103.819| 99.299| 55.883| 48448 45531| 34.764| 23425| 53231 10.021
Murder? 0258 0.000| 0.000( 0000( 0000/ 0000{ 0000/ 0000/ 0000 0000/ 0000 0000 0.000 0.000 0.000
Negligent manslaughter®. 0.000( 0.000{ 0.000( 0.000( 0000f 0000 0000/ 0365/ 0000/ 0000/ 0000 0000 0.000 0.000 0.000
Sex offenses—forcible* 0516| 1793| 1.638| 0877| 2325 0983 3622| 5841| 3041| 2826| 3384| 2599 1536 2476 1.113
Sex offenses—nonforcibles. 0516 0512| 0000 0000( 0000f 0328 0000/ 0000/ 0000/ 0000 0000 0.000 0.768 2476 0.000
Robbery® 13.926| 14342| 17471| 6432 2616| 2295| 0805 4746| 3421 2019| 0308 0650 1.920 3714 1.113
Aggravated assaulty .............ccccereernnreienerriienneens 5931| 4354| 3276 4.970| 6.394| 11.473| 20925| 24.095| 1901| 3.634| 16305 14.945| 3456 6.190 2227
Burglary® 36.620| 31.500| 22.658| 32.454| 77.312| 61.297| 71.627| 58411| 45619 38.354| 22.766| 15270| 14.592| 37.138 4.454
Motor vehicle theft® 5931| 5378| 6279 3801| 2035 4589 5634 3286 1521 0807| 2154 1.300| 1.152 1.238 1.113
Arson'® 0258 1.024| 0273 0000( 0581 0983 1207 2555 0380 0807 0615 0000 0.000 0.000 0.000
Weapons-, drug-, and liquor-related arrests and referrals
Arrests'! 27.852| 9988| 6.279| 14.034| 22.089| 21.962| 23741| 33.952| 22049 19.783| 15998 16.895| 25.345| 66.848 6.680
lllegal weapons possession 0258 0512| 0819 0585| 1453| 00983 1610| 1.095| 1521 2422| 1538 1.624| 1920 6.190 0.000
Drug law violations...... 5416 2561| 4368 4678 9301| 11.145| 10.865| 12.047| 13305 7.267| 10460, 10.072| 18816| 45803 6.680
Liquor law violations.... 22178 6915 1.002| 8771 11.3 9.834| 11.267| 20.809| 7.223| 10093| 3999| 5198 4.608| 14.855 0.000
Referrals for disciplinary action' 160.920 | 145.722| 150.688 | 130.694 | 149.393 | 176.025| 208.845 | 150.774 | 132.294 | 152.206 | 110.752 | 97.469| 122.883| 389.948 2.783
lllegal weapons possession 0516 0.7 1638 1462| 3488 6228| 4.024| 2190| 2661| 1615 0308 1949| 2688 6.190 1.113
Drug law violations.. 23.468| 16.647| 14.195| 16.958| 13.660| 24.257| 29.375| 31.031| 38.016| 42.302| 33533| 33.464| 49537| 157.217 1.113
Liquor law violations.... 128.307 | 134.855| 112.274 | 132.244 | 145540 | 175.446| 117.553| 91.618| 108.200| 76.911| 62.055| 70.658| 226.541 0.557
For-profit 2-year
Selected crimes against persons and property ........... 25.385| 21.447| 24.700| 21.845| 17.851| 18.237| 23658| 14.826| 13.033| 8.167| 7503| 8744 6602 21.150 5916
Murder? 0.000( 0051| 0.000( 0000( 0.000f 0000{ 0000/ 0000/ 0000 0000/ 0000 0000 0.000 0.000 0.000
Negligent manslaughter®. 0.000( 0.000| 0000( 0.000( 0000/ 0.000{ 0000/ 0037/ 0000/ 0000 0000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
Sex offenses—forcible*.... 0645 0309| 0674 0373| 0042 0347| 0087 0.149| 0170/ 0052| 0204 0407 0388 4.700 0.185
Sex offenses—nonforcible’. 0376 0.154| 0090 0.000( 0000f 0.043| 0000| 0000/ 0028 0026| 0000 0.102| 0.00 0.000 0.000
Robbery? 3603| 2417| 3638 3316| 2283 2128 2898 1969| 1420| 0985 0467 0949 0812 1567 0.776
Aggravated assaulty .............ocwvereeeeeienneeriseeneens 2151 0977\ 1.617| 2570) 2076| 1433 1427| 1.078| 1505/ 0907| 1.080| 1.152| 0.459 4.700 0.259
Burglary® 15.704| 15275| 15.314| 13472| 10.378| 10.638| 15138 8955| 6417/ 3500/ 3503 3.79| 3.107 7.050 2921
Motor vehicle theft® 2743| 2057| 3323| 2031| 2947 3517| 3979 2638 3436| 2619| 2160| 2338 1.801 3.133 1.738
Arson'® 0.161| 0206| 0045/ 0083 0125/ 0130 0130 0000/ 0057 0078 0088 0000 0.035 0.000 0.037
Weapons-, drug-, and liquor-related arrests and referrals
Arrests! 8766| 6583 3772 4643 1951 1780 1946| 0855 1760 1.115| 0671 1.728| 2.154| 32.900 0.702
lllegal weapons possession 0699| 0463 0269| 0249 0125| 0430 0173| 0.149| 0.114| 0.130| 0029| 0237| 0106 0.783 0.074
Drug law violations...... 4679 3343| 2156 2653 1495| 1.129| 1.384| 0446| 1.164| 0.752| 0409 1.356| 1412 21.933 0.444
Liquor law violations 3388 2777\ 1347 1741 0332 0521| 0389 0260 0483 0233| 0234 0.136| 0636 10.183 0.185
Referrals for disciplinary action'! 15435| 16972| 14.057| 13.348| 9465| 13895 7482| 9215/ 8603| 3811| 4.905| 7422 7273 149.616 0.555
lllegal weapons possession 0861 0720| 0314 0290 0332 0304| 0303 0.149| 0227| 0052| 0292| 0339 0.141 1.567 0.074
Drug law violations...... 4787| 5400| 8802| 7.710| 5563| 9509 5277| 4.087| 4628| 1763 1985 2949| 3284| 62666 0.481
Liquor law violations.... 9788| 10852| 4.940| 5347 3570 4.082| 1903 4979| 3748 1996 2627 4.135| 3848| 85383 0.000

1Although crimes, arrests, and referrals include incidents involving students, staff, and cam-
pus guests, they are expressed as a ratio to FTE students because comprehensive FTE
counts of all these groups are not available.

2Excludes suicides, fetal deaths, traffic fatalities, accidental deaths, and justifiable homicide
(such as the killing of a felon by a law enforcement officer in the line of duty).

Killing of another person through gross negligence (excludes traffic fatalities).

“Any sexual act directed against another person forcibly and/or against that person’s will.
SIncludes only statutory rape or incest.

STaking or attempting to take anything of value using actual or threatened force or violence.
7Attack upon a person for the purpose of inflicting severe or aggravated bodily injury.
8Unlawful entry of a structure to commit a felony or theft.

9Theft or attempted theft of a motor vehicle.

1OWillful or malicious burning or attempt to burn a dwelling house, public building, motor vehi-
cle, or personal property of another.

Supplemental Tables

"1If an individual is both arrested and referred to college officials for disciplinary action for a
single offense, only the arrest is counted.

NOTE: Data are for degree-granting institutions, which are institutions that grant associate’s or
higher degrees and participate in Title IV federal financial aid programs. Some institutions that
report Clery data—specifically, non-degree-granting institutions and institutions outside of the
50 states and the District of Columbia—are excluded from this table. Crimes, arrests, and
referrals include incidents involving students, staff, and on-campus guests. Excludes off-cam-
pus crimes and arrests even if they involve college students or staff. Detail may not sum to
totals because of rounding. Some data have been revised from previously published figures.
SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Office of Postsecondary Education, Campus
Safety and Security Reporting System, 2001 through 2013; and National Center for Educa-
tion Statistics, Integrated Postsecondary Education Data System (IPEDS), Spring 2002
through Spring 2014, Fall Enrollment component. (This table was prepared August 2015.)



Table 23.1.

On-campus hate crimes at degree-granting postsecondary institutions, by level and control

of institution, type of crime, and category of bias motivating the crime: 2009 through 2013

2012 2013
4-year 2-year 4-year 2-year
Type of crime and category Total,| Total,| Total, Non- For- Non- For- Non- For- Non- For-
of bias motivating the crime! 2009, 2010 2011 Total| Public| profit| profit| Public| profit| profit] Total| Public| profit| profit| Public| profit profit
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 1 12 13 14 15 16 17 18
All on-campus hate crimes ..... 672 928 761 787 328 303 12 138 2 4 781 295 349 25 106 1 5
Murder?.. 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Negligent 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Sex offenses—forcible* 11 7 9 4 1 1 0 2 0 0 7 1 6 0 0 0 0
Race .. 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 2 0 2 0 0 0 0
Ethnicity . 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Religion.., 0 0 1 2 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0
Sexual orientation .. 0 4 6 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 4 1 3 0 0 0 0
Gend 3 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
8 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
5 2 2 5 2 0 0 3 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0
3 1 1 4 2 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
2 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
9 17 13 14 6 4 1 3 0 0 6 3 1 0 2 0 0
3 6 5 6 3 1 0 2 0 0 4 2 0 0 2 0 0
1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0
0 1 2 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
4 9 6 5 2 2 1 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0
ender 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Disability 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Buﬁglary8 8 11 8 5 0 0 0 4 0 1 4 1 2 0 1 0 0
ace .. 4 7 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0
Ethnicity 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Religion 0 0 2 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 0 0 0 0
Sexual 1 2 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Gender 1 1 1 4 0 0 0 4 0 0 2 1 0 0 1 0 0
Disabili 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Motor vehicle theft? 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Arson™... 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Race 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Ethnic 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Religio 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Sexual 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Gender 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Disability 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Simple assault'’. 58 67 67 79 43 19 2 12 1 2 89 39 39 5 6 0 0
Race ...... 23 25 22 36 20 11 1 2 0 2 34 15 14 2 3 0 0
Ethnicity . 5 5 10 5 2 1 0 2 0 0 7 5 2 0 0 0 0
Religion.., 1 4 8 9 6 2 0 1 0 0 5 2 3 0 0 0 0
Sexual orientation ... 18 23 16 21 13 4 1 3 0 0 26 11 11 1 3 0 0
Gender... 7 9 8 5 2 1 0 1 1 0 17 6 9 2 0 0 0
Disability 4 1 3 3 0 0 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Larceny'? 10 9 15 9 1 4 0 2 1 1 15 1 [ 1 3 1 3
Race .. 0 1 2 2 0 1 0 1 0 0 5 0 2 1 2 0 0
Ethnicity . 3 3 3 2 0 1 0 0 1 0 2 0 2 0 0 0 0
Religion.., 1 1 2 2 1 0 0 0 0 1 3 0 0 0 0 0 3
Sexual orientation .. 2 1 3 3 0 2 0 1 0 0 3 1 2 0 0 0 0
ender... 4 3 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 1 1 0
Disability 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Intimidation™.. 175 260 282 268 94 120 7 47 0 0 295 100 139 14 42 0 0
Race .. 58 79 111 120 47 45 2 26 0 0 110 43 48 4 15 0 0
Ethnicity 23 17 22 23 6 14 1 2 0 0 49 14 29 1 5 0 0
Religion... y 20 38 24 29 12 14 1 2 0 0 2 7 16 1 0 0 0
Sexual orientation .. 57 87 91 70 25 31 0 14 0 0 69 26 31 3 9 0 0
Gender... 13 37 31 22 1 15 3 3 0 0 37 7 14 5 11 0 0
Disability 3 1 0 0 0 0 6 1 0 2 0 0
Destruction, damage, and
vandalism'.. 396 555 364 403 181 155 2 65 0 0 364 150 155 5 52 0 2
174 257 166 186 91 56 0 39 0 0 151 58 61 5 27 0 0
28 43 30 34 21 8 1 4 0 0 37 11 19 0 5 0 2
72 103 57 70 18 43 1 8 0 0 48 21 24 0 3 0 0
10! 135 104 104 47 46 0 11 0 0 112 57 44 0 1 0 0
ender 3 17 7 9 4 2 0 3 0 0 3 0 5 0 0
Disability 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 1 0 1 0 0

'Bias categories correspond to characteristics against which the bias is directed (i.e., race, ethnic-
ity, religion, sexual orientation, gender, or disability).

2Excludes suicides, fetal deaths, traffic fatalities, accidental deaths, and justifiable homicide (such
as the killing of a felon by a law enforcement officer in the line of duty).

3Killing of another person through gross negligence (excludes traffic fatalities).

“Any sexual act directed against another person forcibly and/or against that person’s will.
SIncludes only statutory rape or incest.

6Taking or attempting to take anything of value using actual or threatened force or violence.
7Attack upon a person for the purpose of inflicting severe or aggravated bodily injury.

8Unlawful entry of a structure to commit a felony or theft.

9Theft or attempted theft of a motor vehicle.

10Willful or malicious burning or attempt to burn a dwelling house, public building, motor vehicle, or
personal property of another.

1A physical attack by one person upon another where neither the offender displays a weapon,
nor the victim suffers obvious severe or aggravated bodily injury involving apparent broken bones,
loss of teeth, possible internal injury, severe laceration, or loss of consciousness.

2The unlawful taking, carrying, leading, or riding away of property from the possession of another.
13Placing another person in reasonable fear of bodily harm through the use of threatening words and/
or other conduct, but without displaying a weapon or subjecting the victim to actual physical attack.
14Willfully or maliciously destroying, damaging, defacing, or otherwise injuring real or personal
property without the consent of the owner or the person having custody or control of it.

NOTE: Data are for degree-granting institutions, which are institutions that grant associate’s or
higher degrees and participate in Title IV federal financial aid programs. Some institutions that
report Clery data-specifically, non-degree-granting institutions and institutions outside of the 50
states and the District of Columbia—are excluded from this table. A hate crime is a criminal offense
that is motivated, in whole or in part, by the perpetrator’s bias against a group of people based on
their race, ethnicity, religion, sexual orientation, gender, or disability. Includes on-campus incidents
involving students, staff, and on-campus guests. Excludes off-campus crimes and arrests even if
they involve college students or staff.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Office of Postsecondary Education, Campus Safety
and Security Reporting System, 2009 through 2013. (This table was prepared August 2015.)
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General Information

The indicators in this report are based on information
drawn from a variety of independent data sources,
including national surveys of students, teachers,
principals, and postsecondary institutions, and data
collection from federal departments and agencies,
including the Bureau of Justice Statistics, the National
Center for Education Statistics, the Federal Bureau
of Investigation, the Centers for Disease Control and
Prevention, the Office of Postsecondary Education,
the Office for Civil Rights, and the Office of
Juvenile Justice and Delinquency Prevention. Each
data source has an independent sample design, data
collection method, and questionnaire design or is
the result of a universe data collection. Universe data
collections include a census of all known entities
in a specific universe (e.g., all deaths occurring on
school property). Readers should be cautious when
comparing data from different sources. Differences in
sampling procedures, populations, time periods, and
question phrasing can all affect the comparability of
results. For example, some questions from different
surveys may appear the same, but were asked of
different populations of students (e.g., students ages
1218 or students in grades 9-12); in different years;
about experiences that occurred within different
periods of time (e.g., in the past 30 days or during
the past 12 months); or at different locations (e.g., in
school or anywhere).

Findings described in this report with comparative
language (e.g., higher, lower, increase, and decrease)
are statistically significant at the .05 level. The primary
test procedure used in this report was Student’s #
statistic, which tests the difference between two
sample estimates. The # test formula was not adjusted
for multiple comparisons. Estimates displayed in the
text, figures, and tables are rounded from original
estimates, not from a series of rounding.

The following is a description of data sources,
accuracy of estimates, and statistical procedures used
in this report.

Sources of Data

This section briefly describes each of the datasets used
in this report: the School-Associated Violent Deaths
Study, the Supplementary Homicide Reports, the
Web-based Injury Statistics Query and Reporting
System Fatal, the National Crime Victimization
Survey, the School Crime Supplement to the National
Crime Victimization Survey, the Youth Risk Behavior
Surveillance System, the Schools and Staffing Survey,
the School Survey on Crime and Safety, the Fast
Response Survey System survey of school safety
and discipline, the Campus Safety and Security
Survey, EDFacts, Civil Rights Data Collection, High
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School Longitudinal Study of 2009, and Census of
Juveniles in Residential Placement. Directions for
obtaining more information are provided at the end
of each description.

School-Associated Violent Deaths Study (SAVD)

The School-Associated Violent Deaths Study (SAVD)
is an epidemiological study developed by the Centers
for Disease Control and Prevention in conjunction
with the U.S. Department of Education and the U.S.
Department of Justice. SAVD seeks to describe the
epidemiology of school-associated violent deaths,
identify common features of these deaths, estimate
the rate of school-associated violent deaths in the
United States, and identify potential risk factors
for these deaths. The study includes descriptive
data on all school-associated violent deaths in the
United States, including all homicides, suicides, or
legal intervention deaths in which the fatal injury
occurred on the campus of a functioning elementary
or secondary school; while the victim was on the way
to or from regular sessions at such a school; or while
attending or on the way to or from an official school-
sponsored event. Victims of such incidents include
nonstudents, as well as students and staff members.
SAVD includes descriptive information about the
school, event, victim(s), and offender(s). The SAVD
study has collected data from July 1, 1992, through
the present.

SAVD uses a four-step process to identify and collect
data on school-associated violent deaths. Cases are
initially identified through a search of the LexisNexis
newspaper and media database. Then law enforcement
officials from the office that investigated the deaths
are contacted to confirm the details of the case and to
determine if the event meets the case definition. Once
a case is confirmed, a law enforcement official and a
school official are interviewed regarding details about
the school, event, victim(s), and offender(s). A copy of
the full law enforcement report is also sought for each
case. The information obtained on schools includes
school demographics, attendance/absentee rates,
suspensions/expulsions and mobility, school history
of weapon-carrying incidents, security measures,
violence prevention activities, school response to the
event, and school policies about weapon carrying.
Event information includes the location of injury,
the context of injury (while classes were being held,
during break, etc.), motives for injury, method of
injury, and school and community events happening
around the time period. Information obtained on
victim(s) and offender(s) includes demographics,
circumstances of the event (date/time, alcohol or drug
use, number of persons involved), types and origins of
weapons, criminal history, psychological risk factors,
school-related problems, extracurricular activities,
and family history, including structure and stressors.



One hundred and five school-associated violent deaths
were identified from July 1, 1992, to June 30, 1994
(Kachur et al. 1996). A more recent report from
this data collection identified 253 school-associated
violent deaths between July 1, 1994, and June 30,
1999 (Anderson et al. 2001). Other publications from
this study have described how the number of events
change during the school year (Centers for Disease
Control and Prevention 2001), the source of the
firearms used in these events (Reza et al. 2003), and
suicides that were associated with schools (Kauffman
et al. 2004). The most recent publication describes
trends in school-associated homicide from July 1,
1992, to June 30, 2006 (Centers for Disease Control
and Prevention 2008). The interviews conducted
on cases between July 1, 1994, and June 30, 1999,
achieved a response rate of 97 percent for police
officials and 78 percent for school officials. For several
reasons, all data for years from 1999 to the present
are flagged as preliminary. For some recent data, the
interviews with school and law enforcement officials
to verify case details have not been completed. The
details learned during the interviews can occasionally
change the classification of a case. Also, new cases
may be identified because of the expansion of the
scope of the media files used for case identification.
Sometimes other cases not identified during earlier
data years using the independent case finding efforts
(which focus on nonmedia sources of information)
will be discovered. Also, other cases may occasionally
be identified while the law enforcement and school
interviews are being conducted to verify known cases.
For additional information about SAVD, contact:

Kristin Holland, PhD, MPH

Principal Investigator & Behavioral Scientist
School-Associated Violent Death Surveillance Study
Division of Violence Prevention

National Center for Injury Control and Prevention
Centers for Disease Control and Prevention

(770) 488-3954

KHolland@cdc.gov

Supplementary Homicide Reports (SHR)

Supplementary Homicide Reports (SHR) are a part
of the Uniform Crime Reporting (UCR) program
of the Federal Bureau of Investigation (FBI). These
reports provide incident-level information on criminal
homicides, including situation type (e.g., number of
victims, number of offenders, and whether offenders
are known); the age, sex, and race of victims and
offenders; weapon used; circumstances of the
incident; and the relationship of the victim to the
offender. The data are provided monthly to the FBI

by local law enforcement agencies participating in

the UCR program. The data include murders and
nonnegligent manslaughters in the United States from
January 1980 to December 2013; that is, negligent
manslaughters and justifiable homicides have been
eliminated from the data. Based on law enforcement
agency reports, the FBI estimates that 640,277
murders (including nonnegligent manslaughters) were
committed from 1980 to 2013. Agencies provided
detailed information on 573,716 of these homicide
victims. SHR estimates in this report have been
revised from those in previously published reports.

About 90 percent of homicides are included in the
SHR program. However, adjustments can be made
to the weights to correct for missing victim reports.
Estimates from the SHR program used in this report
were generated by the Bureau of Justice Statistics
(BJS). Weights have been developed to compensate for
the average annual 10 percent of homicides that were
not reported to the SHR data file. The development
of the set of annual weights is a three-step process.

Each year the FBI's annual Crime in the United States
report presents a national estimate of murder victims
in the United States and estimates of the number
of murder victims in each of the 50 states and the
District of Columbia. The first-stage weight uses the
FBI’s annual estimates of murder victims in each state
and the number of murder victims from that state
found in the annual SHR database.

Specifically, the first-stage weight for victims in state
SinyearY is—
FBI'’s estimate of murder victims in state S(year -
Number of murder victims in the SHR file
from state S(
yea

rY)

For complete reporting states, this first-stage weight
is equal to 1. For partial reporting states, this weight
is greater than 1. For states with a first-stage weight
greater than 2—that is, the state reported SHR data
for less than half of the FBI’s estimated number of
murder victims in the state—the first-stage weight
is set to 1.

The second-stage weight uses the FBI’s annual
national estimates of murder victims in the United
States and the sum of the first-stage weights for each
state. The second-stage weight for victims in all states
inyearY is—

FBI’s estimate of murder victims

in the United States(
year Y)

Sum of the first-stage weights of all states

(yearY)
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The third step in the process is to calculate the final
annual victim-level SHR weight. This weight used to
develop national estimates of the attributes of murder
victims is—

SHR vveight(yﬁlr =
(First-stage weight (year Y))*(Second—stage weight(ycar Y))
Conceptually, the first-stage weight uses a state’s
own reported SHR records to represent all murder
victims in that state, as long as at least 50 percent of
the estimated number of murder victims in that state
has a record in the SHR. The sum of the first-stage
weights then equals the sum of the total number of
all murder victims in states with at least 50 percent
SHR coverage and the simple count of those victims
from the other reporting states. The second-stage
weight is used to inflate the first-stage weights so that
the weight derived from the product of the first- and
second-stage weights represents all murder victims
in that year in the United States. The difference
between the sum of the first-stage weights and the
FBI’s annual national estimate of murder victims
is the unreported murder victims in states with
less than 50 percent SHR coverage and the murder
victims in states that report no data to the SHR in
that year. The second-stage weight compensates for
this difference by assuming that the attributes of the
nonreported victims are similar to the attributes of
weighted murder victims in that year’s SHR database.

The weighting procedure outlined above assumes that
the characteristics of unreported homicide incidents
are similar to the characteristics of reported incidents.
There is no comprehensive way to assess the validity
of this assumption. There is one exception to this
weighting process. Some states did not report any
data in some years. For example, Florida reported
no incidents to the SHR program for the years
1988 through 2013. The annual national weights,
however, attempt to compensate for those few
instances in which entire states did not report any
data. For additional information about the SHR
program, contact:

Communications Unit

Criminal Justice Information Services Division
Federal Bureau of Investigation

Module D3

1000 Custer Hollow Road

Clarksburg, WV 26306

(304) 625-4995

cjis comm@leo.gov
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Web-based Injury Statistics Query and Reporting
System Fatal (WISQARS™ Fatal)

WISQARS™ Fatal provides mortality data related to
injury. The mortality data reported in WISQARS™
Fatal come from death certificate data reported to
the National Center for Health Statistics (NCHS),
Centers for Disease Control and Prevention. Data
include causes of death reported by attending
physicians, medical examiners, and coroners and
demographic information about decedents reported
by funeral directors, who obtain that information
from family members and other informants. NCHS
collects, compiles, verifies, and prepares these data for
release to the public. The data provide information
about unintentional injuries, homicide, and suicide
as leading causes of death, how common they are,
and whom they affect. These data are intended for
a broad audience—the public, the media, public
health practitioners and researchers, and public health
officials—to increase their knowledge of injury.

WISQARS™ Fatal mortality reports provide tables
of the total numbers of injury-related deaths and the
death rates per 100,000 U.S. population. The reports
list deaths according to cause (mechanism) and intent
(manner) of injury by state, race, Hispanic origin,
sex, and age groupings. For more information on

WISQARS™ Fatal, contact:

National Center for Injury Prevention and Control
Centers for Disease Control and Prevention
Mailstop K65

4770 Buford Highway NE

Atlanta, GA 30341-3724

(770) 488-1506

ohcinfo@cdc.gov

hetp://www.cde.gov/injury/wisqars/index.html

National Crime Victimization Survey (NCVS)

The National Crime Victimization Survey (NCVS),
administered for the U.S. Bureau of Justice Statistics
(BJS) by the U.S. Census Bureau, is the nation’s
primary source of information on crime and the
victims of crime. Initiated in 1972 and redesigned
in 1992, the NCVS collects detailed information
on the frequency and nature of the crimes of rape,
sexual assault, robbery, aggravated and simple assault,
theft, household burglary, and motor vehicle theft
experienced by Americans and American households
each year. The survey measures both crimes reported
to police and crimes not reported to the police.

NCVS estimates reported in Indicators of School
Crime and Safery: 2013 and beyond may differ from
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those in previous published reports. This is because a
small number of victimizations, referred to as series
victimizations, are included in this report using
a new counting strategy. High-frequency repeat
victimizations, or series victimizations, refer to
situations in which six or more similar but separate
victimizations that occur with such frequency that
the victim is unable to recall each individual event or
describe each eventin detail. As part of ongoing research
efforts associated with the redesign of the NCVS, BJS
investigated ways to include high-frequency repeat
victimizations, or series victimizations, in estimates
of criminal victimization, which would result in more
accurate estimates of victimization. BJS has decided
to include series victimizations using the victim’s
estimates of the number of times the victimization
occurred over the past 6 months, capping the number
of victimizations within each series at 10. This strategy
balances the desire to estimate national rates and
account for the experiences of persons who have been
subjected to repeat victimizations against the desire to
minimize the estimation errors that can occur when
repeat victimizations are reported. Including series
victimizations in national rates results in rather large
increases in the level of violent victimization; however,
trends in violence are generally similar regardless
of whether series victimizations are included. For
more information on the new counting strategy
and supporting research, see Methods for Counting
High Frequency Repeat Victimizations in the National
Crime Victimization Survey at http://bjs.ojp.usdoj.gov/

content/pub/pdf/mchfrv.pdf.

Readers should note that in 2003, in accordance
with changes to the U.S. Office of Management and
Budget’s standards for classifying federal data on
race and ethnicity, the NCVS item on race/ethnicity
was modified. A question on Hispanic origin is now
followed by a new question about race. The new
question about race allows the respondent to choose
more than one race and delineates Asian as a separate
category from Native Hawaiian or Other Pacific
Islander. An analysis conducted by the Demographic
Surveys Division at the U.S. Census Bureau showed
that the new race question had very little impact on the
aggregate racial distribution of NCVS respondents,
with one exception: There was a 1.6 percentage
point decrease in the percentage of respondents who
reported themselves as White. Due to changes in race/
ethnicity categories, comparisons of race/ethnicity
across years should be made with caution.

In the 2006 NCVS, changes in the sample design and
survey methodology may have affected the survey’s
estimates. Caution should be used when comparing
2006 estimates to estimates of other years. Data from
2007 onward are comparable to earlier years. Analyses
of the 2007 estimates indicate that the program
changes made in 2006 had relatively small effects
on NCVS estimates. For more information on the
2006 NCVS data, see Criminal Victimization, 2006
at http://bjs.ojp.usdoj.gov/content/pub/pdf/cv06.pdf,
the technical notes at http://www.bjs.gov/content/pub/

pdf/ev06tn.pdf, and Criminal Victimization, 2007
at htep://bjs.ojp.usdoj.gov/content/pub/pdf/cv07.pdf.

The number of NCVS-eligible households in the
2014 sample was approximately 90,380. Houscholds
were selected using a stratified, multistage cluster
design. In the first stage, the primary sampling units
(PSUs), consisting of counties or groups of counties,
were selected. In the second stage, smaller areas,
called Enumeration Districts (EDs), were selected
from each sampled PSU. Finally, from selected EDs,
clusters of four households, called segments, were
selected for interviews. At each stage, the selection
was done proportionate to population size in order to
create a self-weighting sample. The final sample was
augmented to account for households constructed
after the decennial Census. Within each sampled
household, the U.S. Census Bureau interviewer
attempts to interview all household members age
12 and older to determine whether they had been
victimized by the measured crimes during the
6 months preceding the interview.

The first NCVS interview with a housing unit is
conducted in person. Subsequent interviews are
conducted by telephone, if possible. About 80,000
persons age 12 and older are interviewed every
6 months. Households remain in the sample for
3 years and are interviewed seven times at 6-month
intervals. Since the survey’s inception, the initial
interview at each sample unit has been used only to
bound future interviews to establish a time frame
to avoid duplication of crimes uncovered in these
subsequent interviews. Beginning in 20006, data from
the initial interview have been adjusted to account
for the effects of bounding and have been included
in the survey estimates. After a household has been
interviewed its seventh time, it is replaced by a new
sample household. In 2014, the household response
rate was about 84 percent, and the completion rate
for persons within households was about 87 percent.
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Weights were developed to permit estimates for
the total U.S. population 12 years and older. For
more information about the NCVS, contact:

Barbara A. Oudekerk
Victimization Statistics Branch
Bureau of Justice Statistics
Barbara.A.Oudekerk@usdoj.gov
http://www.bjs.gov/

School Crime Supplement (SCS)

Created as a supplement to the NCVS and co-designed
by the National Center for Education Statistics
and Bureau of Justice Statistics, the School Crime
Supplement (SCS) survey has been conducted in 1989,
1995, and biennially since 1999 to collect additional
information about school-related victimizations on
a national level. This report includes data from the
1995, 1999, 2001, 2003, 2005, 2007, 2009, 2011, and
2013 collections. The 1989 data are not included in
this report as a result of methodological changes to
the NCVS and SCS. The SCS was designed to assist
policymakers, as well as academic researchers and
practitioners at federal, state, and local levels, to make
informed decisions concerning crime in schools. The
survey asks students a number of key questions about
their experiences with and perceptions of crime and
violence that occurred inside their school, on school
grounds, on the school bus, or on the way to or from
school. Students are asked additional questions about
security measures used by their school, students’
participation in after-school activities, students’
perceptions of school rules, the presence of weapons
and gangs in school, the presence of hate-related words
and grafhiti in school, student reports of bullying and
reports of rejection at school, and the availability of
drugs and alcohol in school. Students are also asked
attitudinal questions relating to fear of victimization
and avoidance behavior at school.

The SCS survey was conducted for a 6-month period
from January through June in all households selected
for the NCVS (see discussion above for information
about the NCVS sampling design and changes to the
race/ethnicity variable beginning in 2003). Within
these households, the eligible respondents for the SCS
were those household members who had attended
school at any time during the 6 months preceding
the interview, were enrolled in grades 612, and were
not homeschooled. In 2007, the questionnaire was
changed and household members who attended school
sometime during the school year of the interview were
included. The age range of students covered in this
report is 12—18 years of age. Eligible respondents were
asked the supplemental questions in the SCS only after
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completing their entire NCVS interview. It should be
noted that the first or unbounded NCVS interview
has always been included in analysis of the SCS data
and may result in the reporting of events outside of
the requested reference period.

The prevalence of victimization for 1995, 1999,
2001, 2003, 2005, 2007, 2009, 2011, and 2013
was calculated by using NCVS incident variables
appended to the SCS data files of the same year. The
NCVS type of crime variable was used to classify
victimizations of students in the SCS as serious violent,
violent, or theft. The NCVS variables asking where the
incident happened (at school) and what the victim was
doing when it happened (attending school or on the
way to or from school) were used to ascertain whether
the incident happened at school. Only incidents that
occurred inside the United States are included.

In 2001, the SCS survey instrument was modified
from previous collections. First, in 1995 and 1999, “at
school” was defined for respondents as in the school
building, on the school grounds, or on a school bus.
In 2001, the definition for “at school” was changed
to mean in the school building, on school property,
on a school bus, or going to and from school. This
change was made to the 2001 questionnaire in order
to be consistent with the definition of “at school” as it
is constructed in the NCVS and was also used as the
definition in subsequent SCS collections. Cognitive
interviews conducted by the U.S. Census Bureau on
the 1999 SCS suggested that modifications to the
definition of “at school” would not have a substantial
impact on the estimates.

A total of about 9,700 students participated in the
1995 SCS, 8,400 in 1999, 8,400 in 2001, 7,200 in
2003, 6,300 in 2005, 5,600 in 2007, 5,000 in 2009,
6,500 in 2011, and 5,700 in 2013. In the 2013 SCS,
the household completion rate was 86 percent.

In the 1995, 1999, 2001, 2003, 2005, 2007, 2009,
2011, and 2013 SCS, the household completion rates
were 95 percent, 94 percent, 93 percent, 92 percent,
91 percent, 90 percent, 92 percent, 91 percent, and
86 percent respectively, and the student completion
rates were 78 percent, 78 percent, 77 percent,
70 percent, 62 percent, 58 percent, 56 percent,
63 percent, and 60 percent respectively. The overall
unweighted SCS unit response rate (calculated by
multiplying the household completion rate by the
student completion rate) was about 74 percent in 1995,
73 percent in 1999, 72 percent in 2001, 64 percent
in 2003, 56 percent in 2005, 53 percent in 2007,
51 percent in 2009, 57 percent in 2011, and 51 percent
in 2013.
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There are two types of nonresponse: unit and item
nonresponse. NCES requires that any stage of data
collection within a survey that has a unit base-weighted
response rate of less than 85 percent be evaluated for
the potential magnitude of unit nonresponse bias
before the data or any analysis using the data may be
released (U.S. Department of Education 2003). Due
to the low unit response rate in 2005, 2007, 2009,
2011, and 2013, a unit nonresponse bias analysis
was done. Unit response rates indicate how many
sampled units have completed interviews. Because
interviews with students could only be completed
after households had responded to the NCVS, the
unit completion rate for the SCS reflects both the
household interview completion rate and the student
interview completion rate. Nonresponse can greatly
affect the strength and application of survey data
by leading to an increase in variance as a result of
a reduction in the actual size of the sample and can
produce bias if the nonrespondents have characteristics
of interest that are different from the respondents. In
order for response bias to occur, respondents must have
different response rates and responses to particular
survey variables. The magnitude of unit nonresponse
bias is determined by the response rate and the
differences between respondents and nonrespondents
on key survey variables. Although the bias analysis
cannot measure response bias since the SCS is a sample
survey and it is not known how the population would
have responded, the SCS sampling frame has four key
student or school characteristic variables for which
data are known for respondents and nonrespondents:
sex, race/ethnicity, household income, and urbanicity,
all of which are associated with student victimization.
To the extent that there are differential responses by
respondents in these groups, nonresponse bias is a
concern.

In 2005, the analysis of unit nonresponse bias found
evidence of bias for the race, household income,
and urbanicity variables. White (non-Hispanic)
and Other (non-Hispanic) respondents had higher
response rates than Black (non-Hispanic) and
Hispanic respondents. Respondents from households
with an income of $35,000—$49,999 and $50,000
or more had higher response rates than those from
households with incomes of less than $7,500,
$7,500-$14,999, $15,000-$24,999 and $25,000—
$34,999. Respondents who live in urban areas had
lower response rates than those who live in rural or
suburban areas. Although the extent of nonresponse
bias cannot be determined, weighting adjustments,
which corrected for differential response rates, should
have reduced the problem.

In 2007, the analysis of unit nonresponse bias
found evidence of bias by the race/ethnicity and
household income variables. Hispanic respondents
had lower response rates than other races/ethnicities.
Respondents from households with an income of
$25,000 or more had higher response rates than those
from households with incomes of less than $25,000.
However, when responding students are compared to
the eligible NCVS sample, there were no measurable
differences between the responding students and the
eligible students, suggesting that the nonresponse bias
has little impact on the overall estimates.

In 2009, the analysis of unit nonresponse bias found
evidence of potential bias for the race/ethnicity and
urbanicity variables. White students and students of
other races/ethnicities had higher response rates than
did Black and Hispanic respondents. Respondents
from households located in rural areas had higher
response rates than those from households located in
urban areas. However, when responding students are
compared to the eligible NCVS sample, there were
no measurable differences between the responding
students and the eligible students, suggesting
that the nonresponse bias has little impact on the
overall estimates.

In 2011, the analysis of unit nonresponse bias found
evidence of potential bias for the age variable.
Respondents 12 to 17 years old had higher response
rates than did 18-year-old respondents in the NCVS
and SCS interviews. Weighting the data adjusts for
unequal selection probabilities and for the effects of
nonresponse. The weighting adjustments that correct
for differential response rates are created by region,
age, race, and sex, and should have reduced the effect
of nonresponse.

In 2013, the analysis of unit nonresponse bias found
evidence of potential bias for the age, region, and
Hispanic origin variable in the NCVS interview
response. Within the SCS portion of the data, only
the age and region variables showed significant unit
nonresponse bias. Further analysis indicated only the
age 14 and the west region categories showed positive
response biases that were significantly different from
some of the other categories within the age and region
variables. Based on the analysis, nonresponse bias
seems to have little impact on the SCS results.

Response rates for most SCS survey items in all
survey years were high—typically over 97 percent
of all eligible respondents, meaning there is little
potential for item nonresponse bias for most items in
the survey. Weights were developed to compensate for
differential probabilities of selection and nonresponse.

Indicators of School Crime and Safety: 2015

201



202

The weighted data permit inferences about the eligible
student population who were enrolled in schools
in all SCS data years. For more information about
SCS, contact:

Rachel Hansen

Sample Surveys Division
Cross-Sectional Surveys Branch
National Center for Education Statistics
Potomac Center Plaza (PCP)

550 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20202

(202) 245-7082

rachel.hansen@ed.gov

http://nces.ed.gov/programs/crime

Youth Risk Behavior Surveillance System (YRBSS)

The Youth Risk Behavior Surveillance System
(YRBSS) is an epidemiological surveillance system
developed by the Centers for Disease Control and
Prevention (CDC) to monitor the prevalence of youth
behaviors that most influence health. The YRBSS
focuses on priority health-risk behaviors established
during youth that result in the most significant
mortality, morbidity, disability, and social problems
during both youth and adulthood. The YRBSS
includes a national school-based Youth Risk Behavior
Survey (YRBS) as well as surveys conducted in states
and large urban school districts. This report uses 1993,
1995, 1997, 1999, 2001, 2003, 2005, 2007, 2009,
2011, and 2013 YRBSS data.

The national YRBS uses a three-stage cluster sampling
design to produce a nationally representative sample
of students in grades 9-12 in the United States. The
target population consisted of all public and private
school students in grades 9—12 in the 50 states and the
District of Columbia. The first-stage sampling frame
included selecting primary sampling units (PSUs)
from strata formed on the basis of urbanization and
the relative percentage of Black and Hispanic students
in the PSU. These PSUs are either counties; subareas of
large counties; or groups of smaller, adjacent counties.
At the second stage, schools were selected with
probability proportional to school enrollment size.

The final stage of sampling consisted of randomly
selecting, in each chosen school and in each of
grades 9-12, one or two classrooms from either a
required subject, such as English or social studies,
or a required period, such as homeroom or second
period. All students in selected classes were eligible
to participate. In surveys conducted before 2013,
three strategies were used to oversample Black and
Hispanic students: (1) larger sampling rates were
used to select PSUs that are in high-Black and high-

Hispanic strata; (2) a modified measure of size was
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used that increased the probability of selecting schools
with a disproportionately high minority enrollment;
and (3) two classes per grade, rather than one,
were selected in schools with a high percentage of
combined Black, Hispanic, Asian/Pacific Islander, or
American Indian/Alaska Native enrollment. In 2013,
only selection of two classes per grade was needed
to achieve an adequate precision with minimum
variance. Approximately 16,300 students participated
in the 1993 survey, 10,900 students participated in
the 1995 survey, 16,300 students participated in
the 1997 survey, 15,300 students participated in the
1999 survey, 13,600 students participated in the 2001
survey, 15,200 students participated in the 2003
survey, 13,900 students participated in the 2005
survey, 14,000 students participated in the 2007
survey, 16,400 students participated in the 2009
survey, 15,400 participated in the 2011 survey, and
13,600 participated in the 2013 survey.

The overall response rate was 70 percent for the 1993
survey, 60 percent for the 1995 survey, 69 percent
for the 1997 survey, 66 percent for the 1999 survey,
63 percent for the 2001 survey, 67 percent for the 2003
survey, 67 percent for the 2005 survey, 68 percent
for the 2007 survey, 71 percent for the 2009 survey,
71 percent for the 2011 survey, and 68 percent for the
2013 survey. NCES standards call for response rates
of 85 percent or better for cross-sectional surveys,
and bias analyses are required by NCES when that
percentage is not achieved. For YRBS data, a full
nonresponse bias analysis has not been done because
the data necessary to do the analysis are not available.
The weights were developed to adjust for nonresponse
and the oversampling of Black and Hispanic students
in the sample. The final weights were constructed
so that only weighted proportions of students (not
weighted counts of students) in each grade matched
national population projections.

State-level data were downloaded from the Youth
Online: Comprehensive Results web page (hetp://
nced.cde.gov/YouthOnline/). Each state and district
school-based YRBS employs a two-stage, cluster
sample design to produce representative samples of
students in grades 9-12 in their jurisdiction. All except
a few state samples, and all district samples, include
only public schools, and each district sample includes
only schools in the funded school district (e.g., San
Diego Unified School District) rather than in the
entire city (e.g., greater San Diego area).

In the first sampling stage in all except a few states
and districts, schools are selected with probability
proportional to school enrollment size. In the second
sampling stage, intact classes of a required subject or
intact classes during a required period (e.g., second
period) are selected randomly. All students in sampled
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classes are eligible to participate. Certain states and
districts modify these procedures to meet their
individual needs. For example, in a given state or
district, all schools, rather than a sample of schools,
might be selected to participate. State and local surveys
that have a scientifically selected sample, appropriate
documentation, and an overall response rate greater
than or equal to 60 percent are weighted. The
overall response rate reflects the school response rate
multiplied by the student response rate. These three
criteria are used to ensure that the data from those
surveys can be considered representative of students
in grades 9—12 in that jurisdiction. A weight is applied
to each record to adjust for student nonresponse and
the distribution of students by grade, sex, and race/
ethnicity in each jurisdiction. Therefore, weighted
estimates are representative of all students in grades
9-12 attending schools in each jurisdiction. Surveys
that do not have an overall response rate of greater
than or equal to 60 percent and that do not have
appropriate documentation are not weighted and are
not included in this report.

In 2013, a total of 42 states and 21 districts had
weighted data. Not all of the districts were contained
in the 42 states. For example, California was not
one of the 42 states that obtained weighted data
but it contained several districts that did. For more
information on the location of the districts, please see
hetp://www.cdc.gov/healthyyouth/yrbs/participation.
htm. In sites with weighted data, the student sample
sizes for the state and district YRBS ranged from 1,107
to 53,785. School response rates ranged from 70 to
100 percent, student response rates ranged from 60
to 94 percent, and overall response rates ranged from
60 to 87 percent.

Readers should note that reports of these data
published by the CDC and in this report do not
include percentages where the denominator includes
less than 100 unweighted cases.

In 1999, in accordance with changes to the Office
of Management and Budget’s standards for the
classification of federal data on race and ethnicity,
the YRBS item on race/ethnicity was modified. The
version of the race and ethnicity question used in 1993,

1995, and 1997 was:

How do you describe yourself?

White—not Hispanic

Black—not Hispanic

Hispanic or Latino

Asian or Pacific Islander

American Indian or Alaskan Native

Other
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The version used in 1999, 2001, 2003, and in
the 2005, 2007, and 2009 state and local district

surveys was:

How do you describe yourself? (Select one or more
responses.)

American Indian or Alaska Native

Asian

Black or African American

Hispanic or Latino

Native Hawaiian or Other Pacific Islander
White

moe a0 o

In the 2005 national survey and in all 2007, 2009,
2011, and 2013 surveys, race/ethnicity was computed
from two questions: (1) “Are you Hispanic or Latino?”
(response options were “yes” and “no”), and (2) “What
is your race?” (response options were “American
Indian or Alaska Native,” “Asian,” “Black or African
American,” “Native Hawaiian or Other Pacific
Islander,” or “White”). For the second question,
students could select more than one response option.
For this report, students were classified as “Hispanic”
if they answered “yes” to the first question, regardless
of how they answered the second question. Students
who answered “no” to the first question and selected
more than one race/ethnicity in the second category
were classified as “More than one race.” Students who
answered “no” to the first question and selected only
one race/ethnicity were classified as that race/ethnicity.
Race/ethnicity was classified as missing for students
who did not answer the first question and for students
who answered “no” to the first question but did not
answer the second question.

CDC has conducted two studies to understand the
effect of changing the race/ethnicity item on the
YRBS. Brener, Kann, and McManus (2003) found
that allowing students to select more than one
response to a single race/ethnicity question on the
YRBS had only a minimal effect on reported race/
ethnicity among high school students. Eaton et al.
(2007) found that self-reported race/ethnicity was
similar regardless of whether the single-question
or a two-questio