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Foreword

All of us are concerned when children are victims of crime, especially violent crime, but schools bear a
special responsihility for the safety of students when they are in the classroom, on school grounds, or on
school-provided transportation. For this reason, the Bureau of Justice Statistics and the National Center
for Education Statistics have collaborated on collecting information about students' experience of crime
and crime-related conditions at school.

Thisisthe first report that analyzes the two (1989 and 1995) School Crime Supplements to the National
Crime Victimization Survey together. It presents a national portrait of the extent to which students ages 12
to 19 experience violent crime or theft of their property at school, and their perceptions of the presence of
guns, street gangs, and illegal drugs at their schools. It aso highlights the important changes in these
crime-related factors between 1989 and 1995.

Much more data were collected than are analyzed in this report, so we plan future reports that provide more
in-depth analyses of the 1989 and 1995 data. In addition, we hope to produce more frequent updates of
information from this survey of students and to present annually a variety of statistics about the safety of
children in school.

The studentsin this study were interviewed in their homes or by telephone from their homes. These
interviews were ably conducted by the Census Bureau, which also prepared the data for our analysis teams.
The Bureau of Labor Statistics helped in the wording of the questionnaire items. We also want to thank all
of the students who answered our questions and the adult members of their households who gave
permission for this statistical data collection.

Pascal D. Forgione, Jr., Ph.D. Jan M. Chaiken, Ph.D.
Commissioner of Education Statistics Director of the Bureau of Justice Statistics
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Introduction and Background

Thisreport isthe first focusing on data collected in the 1995 School Crime Supplement (SCS), an
enhancement to the National Crime Victimization Survey (NCVS). The NCVSis an ongoing
household survey that gathers information on the criminal victimization of household members
age 12 and older. While this report does not cover all of the itemsin the dataset, it covers those
pertinent to school crime. These include: victimization at school, drug availability at school,
street gangs at school, and guns at school. In this report, victimization isin terms of prevaence
as opposed to counts of events. In other words, the report focuses on the percent of students
who have been victimized one or more times.

To put the 1995 estimates in context, data from the 1989 SCS are also presented. Key findings
include:

There was little or no change in the percent of students reporting any (violent or
property) victimization at school (14.5 percent versus 14.6 percent), or the percent
of students reporting property victimization at school (12.2 percent versus 11.6
percent) between 1989 and 1995 (table 1). However, there was an increase in the
percent of students reporting violent victimization at school (3.4 percent versus 4.2
percent) between the two years.

In 1989, most students, 63.2 percent, reported that marijuana, cocaine, crack, or
uppers/downers were available at school (either easy or hard to obtain; table 2).
This number increased somewhat to 65.3 percent in 1995.

The percent of students reporting street gang presence at school nearly doubled
between 1989 and 1995, increasing from 15.3 percent to 28.4 percent (table 4).

In 1995, a series of questions was asked about guns at school." Almost no
students reported taking a gun to school (less than one half of one percent), 5.3
percent reported seeing another student with a gun at school, and 12.7 percent
reported knowing another student who brought a gun to school.

The supplements were fielded in January through June of their respective years to nationally
representative samples of approximately 10,000 students. Eligible respondents to the supplements
had to be between the ages of 12 and 19, and had to have attended school at some point during
the six months preceding the interview. Respondents were only asked about crimes that had
occurred at school during the six months prior to the interview. “At school” was defined asin the
school building, on school grounds, or on a school bus.

Readers should be aware that the 1989 SCS estimates on victimization at school shown in this
report do not match the estimates presented in the first analysis of the 1989 SCS.? In both the

L A similar series of questions was not included in 1989.
2 See L. Bastian and B. Taylor. School Crime: A National Crime Victimization Survey Report, NCJ-131645 (U.S. Department of Justice, Bureau of
Justice Statistics, Washington, D.C.: 1991).



1989 and 1995 SCS collections, persons 12 to 19 years of age were asked to respond to the
NCV S and the SCS, and victimization information was captured in both questionnaires. The
earlier authors elected to use the victimization information reported in the NCV'S, rather than the
SCS, in the development of their estimates. Because of aredesign of the NCVSin 1992, the
1995 victimization estimates from the NCV S cannot readily be compared to those devel oped
before 1993.% Therefore, the authors of this report elected to reanalyze the 1989 data to compare
estimates of victimization in 1995 to 1989 using the SCS data in both cases. Undoubtedly, the
redesign of the NCV S aso had implications on responses to the SCS. Unfortunately, it is not
possible to measure the extent of the impact. (More information about the redesign and a
comparison of SCS versus NCV S estimates of victimization can be found in the methodol ogy
section of this report.)

This report presents estimates for two pointsin time, six years apart. Readers should not assume
that the time points represent a stable trend between 1989 and 1995. In fact, if estimates had been
developed for the intervening years, many changes might be seen.

In this report, each topic is covered in atwo- or three-page presentation that consists of bullets
and figures. Comprehensive tables on each of the topics can be found after the body of the
report. A methodology section, which describes the data collections and the analysis approach,
follows the tables. Shown in appendix A are tables containing standard errors of the estimates,
and shown in appendix B are the 1989 and 1995 School Crime Supplement questionnaires.

Again, this report does not exhaustively cover all of the data available in the 1989 and 1995 data
sets. Readers can obtain the 1989 SCS data through the National Archive of Criminal Justice web
gite at “http://www.icpsr/umich/edu/NACJID/” (study number 9394), and the 1995 SCS data will
soon be made available through the same source. A SCS, jointly developed by the Bureau of
Justice Statistics (BJS) and the National Center for Education Statistics (NCES), will continue to
be fielded as a supplement to the NCV S every few years.

3c Kindermann, J. Lynch, and D. Cantor. Effects of the Redesign on Victimization Estimates, NCJ3-164381 (U.S. Department of Justice, Bureau of
Justice Statistics, Washington, D.C.: 1997).



Student Victimization

(See also table 1)

Figure 1.— Percent of students ages 12 through 19 who reported

experiencing various forms of victimization at school:
1989 and 1995

Percent
20 1989 1995

145 14.6
15 122

10

Any"  Violen?  Property® Any'  Violent®  Property®

Student reports of victimization

Any victimization is a combination of reported violent and property victimization. If the
student reported an incident of either, he or sheis counted as having experienced any
victimization. If the respondent reported having experienced both, he or sheis only counted
once under “Any victimization”.

2VViolent victimization includes physical attacks or taking property from the student directly
by force, weapons, or threats.

3Property victimization includes theft of property from a student’s desk, locker, or other
locations.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Justice, Bureau of Justice Statistics, School Crime
Supplement to the National Crime Victimization Survey, spring 1989 and 1995.

The overdl levd of
victimization in schoolsin
1995, 14.6 percent, was similar
to that in 1989, 14.5 percent.
There was an increase in the
percentage of students
reporting violent victimizations,
however, increasing from 3.4
percent to 4.2 percent.

Figure 2.— Percent of students ages 12 through 19 who reported

experiencing violent victimization at school, by gender:
1989 and 1995

Percent

20 1989 1995
15
10

4.8 51

3.3

5 - 20 -
0

Male Female Male Female

Student gender

NOTE: Violent victimization includes physical attacks or taking property from the student
directly by force, weapons, or threats.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Justice, Bureau of Justice Statistics, School Crime
Supplement to the National Crime Victimization Survey, spring 1989 and 1995.

In 1995, male students (5.1
percent) were more likely
than female students (3.3
percent) to have experienced
violent victimization at
school. A similar relationship
also existed between violent
victimization and gender in
1989.

While the percent of male
students who reported having
experienced violent
victimization at school was
about the same in 1989 as it
was in 1995, there was an
increase in the percent of
femal e students who reported
such victimization.



Student Victimization

(See also table 1)

Figure 3.— Percent of students ages 12 through 19 who reported
experiencing violent victimization at school, by age:
1989 and 1995

Percent

12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19

Student age

NOTE: Violent victimization includes physical attacks or taking property from the
student directly by force, weapons, or threats.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Justice, Bureau of Justice Statistics, School Crime
Supplement to the National Crime Victimization Survey, spring 1989 and 1995.

Y ounger students were more
likely to experience violent
victimization than were older
students in both 1989 and 1995.

Figure 4.— Percent of students ages 12 through 19 who reported
experiencing violent victimization at school, by
student reports of street gang presence at school:

1989 and 1995
Percent
20 1989 1995
15
10 6.7
5 29
0

Yes No Yes No
Student reports of street gang presence at school

NOTE: Violent victimization includes physical attacks or taking property from the student
directly by force, weapons, or threats.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Justice, Bureau of Justice Statistics, School Crime
Supplement to the National Crime Victimization Survey, spring 1989 and 1995.

In 1995, only 2.7 percent of
students who reported no
street gang presence at school
experienced violent
victimization compared to 7.5
percent who reported street
gang presence at school.
Similar results occurred in
1989. (Seefigure 9 and table
4 for reported prevaence of
street gangs at school.)

Between 1989 and 1995, the
percent of students reporting
that they were violently
victimized at school did not
noticeably change among
students who reported street
gang presence at school, nor
did it noticeably change
among students who reported
no street gang presence at
school.



Student Victimization (See also table 1)

Figure 5.— Percent of students ages 12 through 19 who reported
experiencing various forms of victimization at school,
by student reports of seeing a student with a gun at

school: 1995
Percent - Of those students who reported
% g0 AV Violent” Property’ seeing a student with agun at
30 school, 12.4 percent reported

247 being victims of violent crime
at school compared to 3.8
percent of those who had not.
(Seetable 5 for student reports
of seeing a student with agun
at school.)

Yes No Yes No Yes No

Student reports of seeing a student with agun at school

*Any victimization is a combination of reported violent and property victimization. If the student
reported an incident of either, he or sheis counted as having experienced any victimization. If the
respondent reported having experienced both, he or sheis only counted once under “Any
victimization”.

2\/iolent victimization includes physical attacks or taking property from the student directly by
force, weapons, or threats.

3Property victimization includes theft of property from a student’s desk, locker, or other
locations.

NOTE: Students were not asked about seeing other students with guns at school in the 1989
SCs.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Justice, Bureau of Justice Statistics, School Crime
Supplement to the National Crime Victimization Survey, spring 1995.

Additional findings about student reports of victimization at school from table 1:

Student reports of having experienced violent victimization at school were relatively uniform across the
different places of residence in 1995 when 4.7 percent of students residing in centra cities, 4.4 percent
of those residing in suburbs, and 3.5 percent of students residing in nonmetropolitan areas reported
such victimization. The same was true in 1989.

Public school students were more likely to report having experienced violent victimization (4.4 percent)
than were private school students (2.3 percent) in 1995. However, public (3.5 percent) and private
school students (2.9 percent) were about as likely to report having experienced violent victimization in
1989.

In 1995, students who reported that drugs were available at school were more likely to report having
been violently victimized than students who reported that no drugs were available (4.7 percent v. 3.0
percent). Similar results occurred in 1989. (See figure 6 and table 2 for student reports of drug
availability at school.)



Availability of Drugs

(See also tables 2 and 3)

Figure 6.— Percent of students ages 12 through 19 who reported that

drugs were available at school, by grade: 1989 and 1995

Percent

90
80 75.875.6

1989 1995
79.4803
72.2 58

70
60
50

30
20
10

All gh 7h gh gh ggh 19t 12t All gh oth gh gh 1ot 11t 12t
grades grades

Student grade

NOTE: Inthe 1989 and 1995 SCS, students were asked about the availability of marijuana,
cocaine, crack, and uppers/downers. If the students reported any of these to be easy or hard to
obtain at school, they are considered having reported that drugs were available at school.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Justice, Bureau of Justice Statistics, School Crime Supplement
to the National Crime Victimization Survey, spring 1989 and 1995.

Though the increase
was small, the
percentage of students
reporting that drugs
were available rose
from 63.2 percent in
1989 to 65.3 percent in
1995.

Students in higher grades
were more likely than
studentsin lower grades
to report that drugs were
available at school in
both 1989 and 1995.

Figure 7.— Percent of students ages 12 through 19 who reported that

drugs were available at school, by school type: 1989

and 1995
Percent

90
80
70
60
50
40
30
20
10

0

1989 1995
67.2

Public Private Public Private
Student school type

NOTE: In the 1989 and 1995 SCS, students were asked about the availability of marijuana,
cocaine, crack, and uppers/downers. If the students reported any of these to be easy or hard
to obtain at school, they are considered having reported that drugs were available at school.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Justice, Bureau of Justice Statistics, School Crime
Supplement to the National Crime Victimization Survey, spring 1989 and 1995.

In 1995, students in public
schools were more likely to
report that drugs were
available in their schools than
were studentsin private
schools (67.2 percent v. 48.0
percent). Similar results
occurred in 1989.

A higher percent of public
school students reported that
drugs were available at
school in 1995 than in 1989.
However, the percent of
private school students who
reported that drugs were
available at school was about
the samein 1995 asit wasin
1989.



Availability of Drugs

(See also tables 2 and 3)

Figure 8.— Percent of students ages 12 through 19 who reported that

drugs were available at school, by student reports of
violent victimization at school: 1989 and 1995

Percent 1989 1995
90

80 74.1 72.9

Yes No Yes No
Student reports of violent victimization at school*

*Violent victimization includes physica attacks or taking property from the student directly by
force, weapons, or threats.

NOTE: Inthe 1989 and 1995 SCS, students were asked about the availability of marijuana,
cocaine, crack, and uppers/downers. If the students reported any of these to be easy or hard to
obtain at school, they are considered having reported that drugs were available at school.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Justice, Bureau of Justice Statistics, School Crime Supplement
to the National Crime Victimization Survey, spring 1989 and 1995.

In both 1995 and 1989,
students who reported that
they had experienced violent
victimization at school were
more likely to report that
drugs were available at
school than were students
who reported that they had
not been violently victimized
at school.

Among students who
reported that they had
experienced violent
victimization at school, the
percent of students reporting
that drugs were available in
1989 was similar to the
percent of students reporting
that drugs were available in
1995.

Additiona findings about student reports of drug availability at school from tables 2 and 3:

Older students were more likely than younger students to report that drugs were available at school in

both 1989 and 1995.

In 1995, students who reported that street gangs were present at their schools were more likely to

indicate that drugs were available (79.5 percent) than were those who did not report that street gangs
were present (61.0 percent). The same results occurred in 1989.

Among students reporting that street gangs were present at school, reports that drugs were available
increased by 6 percentage points between 1989 and 1995. Among students reporting that gangs were
not present, reports that drugs were available are similar between the two years.

The percent of students reporting that marijuana was easy to obtain at school increased between 1989
and 1995, rising from 30.5 percent to 36.4 percent.

In 1995, more students reported that marijuana was easy to obtain than any other drug. The same
result was true in 1989.



Street Gangs at School

(See also table 4)

Figure 9.— Percent of students ages 12 through 19 who reported that
street gangs were present at school, by race/ethnicity:
1989 and 1995

Percent 1989 1995

49.5

All White, Black, Hispanic  Other, All White, Black, Hispanic  Other,
Students  non- non- non- Students  non- non- non-
Hispanic  Hispanic Hispanic Hispanic  Hispanic Hispanic
Student race/ethnicity

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Justice, Bureau of Justice Statistics, School Crime Supplement
to the National Crime Victimization Survey, spring 1989 and 1995

Students in 1995 were much
more likely to report that
street gangs were present in
their schools than were
studentsin 1989 (28.4
percent v. 15.3 percent).

In 1995, Hispanic students
were more likely than either
white or black students to
report the existence of street
gangsin their schools (49.5
percent v. 23.0 percent and
34.7 percent, respectively).
A similar set of
relationships existed in
1989.

Figure 10.— Percent of students ages 12 through 19 who reported that
street gangs were present at school, by household income:
1989 and 1995

Percent
50 1989 1995

39.1

310 312 95 303
27.4

20.7 205

$50,000+

g
B
5

$50,000+
LT $7,500

$7,500-$9,999
$10,000-$14,999
$15,000-24,999
$25,000-$29,999
$30,000-$49,999
$7,500-$9,999
$10,000-$14,999
$15,000-24,999
$25,000-$29,999
$30,000-$49,999

Student household income

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Justice, Bureau of Justice Statistics, School Crime Supplement
tothe National Crime Victimization Survey, spring 1989 and 1995

In 1989 and 1995,
students living in
households with higher
incomes were less likely to
report that street gangs
were present at school
than were students in
households with lower
incomes.



Street Gangs at School

(See also table 4)

Figure 11.— Percent of students ages 12 through 19 who reported that
street gangs were present at school, by place of residence:
1989 and 1995

Percent
50 1989 1995

45 407

Central city Suburbs Nonmetro- Central city Suburbs Nonmetro-
politan area politan area

Student place of residence

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Justice, Bureau of Justice Statistics, School Crime Supplement
to the National Crime Victimization Survey, spring 1989 and 1995

Studentsin central cities
were more likely to respond
that there were street gangs at
their schools (40.7 percent)
than were suburban students
(26.3 percent) or studentsin
nonmetropolitan areas (19.9
percent) in 1995. Similar
results occurred in 1989.

Between 1989 and 1995,
reports of gang presence
incressed in all three
categories of student place
residence.

Figure 12.— Percent of students ages 12 through 19 who reported that
street gangs were present at school, by school type: 1989

and 1995
Percent 1989 1995
35 30.6
30

Public Private Public Private

Student school type

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Justice, Bureau of Justice Statistics, School Crime Supplement to
the National Crime Victimization Survey, spring 1989 and 1995

Students in public schools
were more likely to report
that street gangs were present
at school than were students
in private schools in both
years. 1n 1995, 30.6 percent
of students in public schools
reported that street gangs
were present compared to 6.8
percent in private schools.
The 1989 percents were 16.4
and 4.4, respectively.

Public school students were
more likely to report that
street gangs were present at
school in 1995 than in 1989,
while private school students
were about as likely to report
that street gangs were present

in hnth veare



Guns at School

(See also table 5)

Figure 13.— Percent of students ages 12 through 19 who reported knowing
a student who brought a gun to school, by age: 1995

Percent

20 151 151 164 e 160

12.9

12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19

Student age

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Justice, Bureau of Justice Statistics, School Crime Supplement to
the National Crime Victimization Survey, spring 1995.

In 1995, older students were
more likely than younger
students to report knowing a
student who brought a gun to
school.

Figure 14.— Percent of students ages 12 through 19 who reported the
presence of guns at school, by student reports of street
gang presence at school: 1995

Percent
Know student who brought gun to school Seen student with gun at school
35
30 24.8
25
20
15
10
5
0

11.9

2.8

Yes No Yes No

Student reports of street gang presence at school

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Justice, Bureau of Justice Statistics, School Crime Supplement
to the National Crime Victimization Survey, spring 1995.

10

Street gang presence at a
student’ s school was related to
knowing another student who
brought a gun to school (24.8
percent v. 7.7 percent). In
addition, street gang presence
at a student’s school was
related to seeing another
student with a gun at school
(11.9 percent v. 2.8 percent).



Guns at School (See also table 5)

Figure 15.— Percent of students ages 12 through 19 who reported the presence
of guns at school, by student reports of drug availability at

school: 1995
Percent - Students who reported that
Know student who brought gun to school Seen student with gun at school drugs were avallable at
20 16.8 school were more likely to

have known another student
who brought a gun to school
(16.8 percent), and to have

seen another student with a

15
10

0 gun at school (7.4 percent)
Alrg'b | N_ﬁ)gsl A_Ifz'bl N_?gsl than were students who
avallable avallable avaraie avarae reported that drugs were not

available (4.0 percent and 1.0
percent, respectively).

Student reports of drug availability at school: marijuana, cocaine, crack, and uppers/downers

NOTE: In both the 1989 and 1995 SCS, students were asked about the availability of marijuana,
cocaine, crack, and uppers/downers. If students reported any of these to be easy or hard to obtain at
school, they areincluded in the“ Any available” category. If they said each isimpossible to obtain,
they are counted in the “None available” category.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Justice, Bureau of Justice Statistics, School Crime Supplement
to the National Crime Victimization Survey, spring 1995.

Additional findings about student reports of guns at school from table 5:

In 1995, amost no students reported taking a gun to school (less than one half of one percent), 5.3 percent
reported seeing another student with a gun at school, and 12.7 percent reported knowing another student who
brought a gun to school.

Black, non-Hispanic students were more likely than white, non-Hispanic students to report knowing
another student who brought a gun to school (15.5 percent versus 12.3 percent). Black, non-Hispanic
students were also more likely to report seeing another student with agun at school than were white,
non-Hispanic students (8.7 percent v. 4.4 percent).

Students residing in central cities were more likely to report knowing another student who brought a gun
to school (15.0 percent) than were students from suburban areas (12.3 percent) or students from
nonmetropolitan areas (11.1 percent). Similarly, students from centra cities were more likely to report
seeing another student with a gun at school (6.8 percent) than were suburban or nonmetropolitan area
students (each 4.8 percent).

Public school students were more likely to report knowing another student who brought a gun to school
than were students attending private schools (13.6 percent v. 4.4 percent). Public school students were
also more likely to report seeing another student who brought a gun to school than were students
attending private schools (5.7 percent v. 2.0 percent, respectively).
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Summary

This report presents the first published findings from the 1995 School Crime Supplement (SCS) to
the National Crime Victimization Survey (NCV'S) in addition to findings from areanalysis of the
1989 SCS. Because of the issue' s obvious importance to students, parents, educators, and
policymakers, this first report focuses on the reported prevalence of crimein America's schools.
More specifically, it explores student reports of victimization, drug availability, street gang
presence, and gun presence at school.

One important finding that emerged from comparing estimates from the two time points was that
more students were exposed to certain problems at school in 1995 than in 1989. As compared to
students in 1989, students in 1995 were more likely to report that they had experienced violent
victimization, could obtain drugs, and were aware of street gangs at school.

A second key finding was that various types of problems tended to co-exist. For instance, student
reports of drug availability, street gang presence, and gun presence at school were all related to
student reports of having experienced violent victimization at school. Reports of having
experienced violent victimization were higher among students who reported that drugs were
available than among students who reported that they were not. In addition, students who
reported that street gangs were present were more likely than students who reported that they
were not present to say that they had been violently victimized. Finaly, students who reported
seeing another student with a gun were more likely to say that they had experienced violent
victimization than students who had not seen another student with a gun.

Because of the exploratory nature of this report, the crime variables were studied using bivariate
analysesonly. Future research will apply multivariate approaches to the data to help better
understand possible interactions and patterns. Also, because the report focused on the important
issues of school crime, it did not exhaustively cover al of the topics addressed by the data bases.
Such topics as safety measures taken by schools to prevent crime, student avoidance of placesin
or near school because of fear of attack, and student perceptions of rule enforcement at school
will form the basis of future work. It isthe intent of both NCES and BJS to continue what has
been a successful collaborative effort to conduct some of this research.
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Table 1.— Percent of students ages 12 through 19 reporting criminal victimization at school, by selected characteristics and
perceptions of conditions at school: 1989 and 1995

Year
1989 1995
Student characteristics and
perceptions of conditions at Victimization Victimization
school Number of Number of
students 1 : 2 3 students 1 : 2 3
(thousands) Any Violent Property (thousands) Any Violent Property
Percent Percent Percent Percent Percent Percent
Victimized Victimized Victimized Victimized Victimized Victimized

Total 21,554 14.5 34 12.2 23,933 14.6 4.2 11.6
Characteristics
Student sex

Mae 11,166 15.2 4.8 12.1 12,331 15.8 51 12.0

Femae 10,388 13.7 2.0 12.3 11,602 13.3 33 11.2
Student race/ethnicity

White, non-Hispanic 15,349 14.3 34 12.2 16,351 14.5 41 11.6

Black, non-Hispanic 3,391 14.9 33 12.3 3,752 16.8 51 134

Hispanic 2,027 14.7 4.4 111 2,898 124 39 9.5

Other, non-Hispanic 787 14.7 2.2 13.3 932 13.7 39 11.0
Student age

12 3,221 17.8 55 14.7 3,735 19.8 6.8 15.1

13 3,319 18.0 4.7 14.9 3,781 17.9 59 13.9

14 3,264 16.8 41 14.1 3,732 17.0 4.7 13.7

15 3,214 15.3 33 12.8 3,688 14.4 39 12.0

16 3,275 12.0 2.8 9.9 3,674 11.9 3.0 9.5

17 3,274 10.6 14 9.7 3,172 9.9 1.9 8.6

18 1,756 8.6 18 7.2 1,820 6.8 2.0 52

19 231 53 1.0 53 331 8.8 33 6.1
Student grade

Sixth 1,818 17.9 5.7 14.8 2,315 18.0 6.7 13.3

Seventh 3,170 189 54 155 3,736 20.4 6.6 16.0

Eighth 3,258 16.1 4.0 13.1 3,795 17.1 4.7 13.9

Ninth 3,391 17.1 36 14.7 3,689 155 4.6 12.1

Tenth 3,082 13.9 25 11.9 3,662 12.9 33 10.7

Eleventh 3,224 10.5 2.2 8.8 3,460 9.5 23 75

Twelfth 3,172 8.3 12 7.6 2,990 8.7 17 75

Other 439 135 7.0 10.0 285 10.3 4.6 6.4
Student household income

Lessthan $7,500 2,041 16.3 36 14.0 1,487 15.8 5.6 11.8

$7,500-$9,999 791 14.8 52 10.6 783 12.8 36 10.1

$10,000-$14,999 1,823 155 35 13.0 1,657 14.4 54 10.7

$15,000-$24,999 3,772 14.7 34 125 3,130 14.5 41 11.8

$25,000-$29,999 1,845 14.3 38 11.9 1,729 17.2 55 12.9

$30,000-$49,999 5,798 14.4 35 12.2 6,295 13.9 39 111

$50,000+ 3,498 14.2 34 12.0 6,562 14.2 3.7 11.8

Not ascertained 1,983 11.7 23 9.9 2,289 155 4.4 125
Student place of residence

Central city 5,816 16.1 39 134 6,309 14.7 4.7 11.3

Suburbs 10,089 13.8 35 11.3 11,341 14.6 4.4 11.5

Nonmetropolitan area 5,648 14.0 29 12.3 6,283 14.3 35 12.0
Student school type

Public 19,265 14.7 35 12.3 21,719 14.8 4.4 11.7

Private 1,873 12.8 29 10.8 2,163 12.4 23 10.7

Not ascertained 416 11.8 31 9.6 + + + +

13




Table 1.— Percent of students ages 12 through 19 reporting criminal victimization at school, by selected characteristics and
perceptions of conditions at school: 1989 and 1995 — Continued

Y ear
1989 1995
Student characteristics and
perceptions of conditions at Victimization Victimization
school Number of Number of
students 1 : 2 3 students 1 : 2 3
(thousands) Any Violent Property (thousands) Any Violent Property
Percent Percent Percent Percent Percent Percent
Victimized Victimized Victimized Victimized Victimized Victimized
Perceptions of conditions
at school
Student reports of street
gangs at school
Yes 3,301 21.8 6.7 17.3 6,796 214 75 16.4
No 17,042 13.1 29 11.2 13,687 11.8 2.7 9.8
Do not know 1,124 13.8 3.0 11.8 3,224 125 3.7 9.8
Not ascertained 88 8.0 18 8.0 226 8.4 4.8 36
Student reports of knowing a
student who brought agun to
school
Yes — — — — 3,042 24.6 8.6 19.8
No — — — — 20,608 13.2 36 10.5
Not ascertained — — — — 282 9.4 4.6 4.8
Student reports of seeing a
student with agun at school
Yes — — — — 1,270 31.2 12.4 24.7
No — — — — 22,359 13.7 38 10.9
Do not know — — — — + + + +
Not ascertained — — — — 263 11.8 5.0 6.8
Student reports of drug
availability: marijuana,
cocaine, crack,
upper/downers4
Any available 13,630 16.8 4.0 14.2 15,630 16.0 4.7 12.8
None available 2,560 10.3 25 8.6 3,922 12.9 3.0 10.6
Do not know/Not 5,364 10.5 24 8.7 4,380 10.9 36 8.2
ascertained

— Question is not asked in the 1989 School Crime Supplement.
+ Fewer than 30 sample cases.

Any victimization is a combination of reported violent and property victimization. If the student reported an incident of either, he or sheis counted as having

experienced any victimization. If the respondent reported having experienced both, he or sheis only counted once under “Any victimization”.

2\/iolent victimization includes physical attacks or taking property from the student directly by force, weapons, or threats.

®Property victimization includes theft of property from a student’s desk, locker, or other locations.

“In both the 1989 and 1995 SCS, students were asked about the availability of marijuana, cocaine, crack, and uppers/downers. If students reported any of these to be easy
or hard to obtain at school, they areincluded in the “ Any available” category. If they said each was impossible to obtain, they are counted in the “None available’
category. If studentsare not included in the first two categories, they are included in the “Do not know/Not ascertained” category.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Justice, Bureau of Justice Statistics, School Crime Supplement to the National Crime Victimization Survey, spring 1989 and
spring 1995.
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Table 2.— Percent of students ages 12 through 19 reporting the availability of drugs at school, by selected characteristics and
perceptions of conditions at school: 1989 and 1995

Year
1989 1995 1995
Student characteristics and
perceptions of conditions at Number of Any drug availability: Number of Any drug availability: Number of Any drug availability:
school students 1989 definition’ students 1989 definition® students 1995 definition®
(thousands) (thousands) (thousands)
Percent Percent Percent

Total 21,554 63.2 23,933 65.3 23,933 66.8
Characteristics
Student sex

Male 11,166 64.6 12,331 66.7 12,331 68.3

Female 10,388 61.7 11,602 63.8 11,602 65.2
Student race/ethnicity

White, non-Hispanic 15,349 64.6 16,351 66.1 16,351 67.7

Black, non-Hispanic 3,391 62.4 3,752 65.5 3,752 66.5

Hispanic 2,027 59.0 2,898 62.8 2,898 64.2

Other, non-Hispanic 787 51.5 932 58.9 932 59.6
Student age

12 3,221 457 3,735 423 3,735 451

13 3,319 54.7 3,781 52.6 3,781 54.7

14 3,264 58.1 3,732 63.4 3,732 65.0

15 3,214 66.3 3,688 72.3 3,688 73.6

16 3,275 73.2 3,674 76.7 3,674 7.7

17 3,274 74.1 3,172 79.9 3,172 80.5

18 1,756 75.3 1,820 79.2 1,820 79.7

19 231 74.4 331 70.9 331 70.9
Student grade

Sixth 1,818 427 2,315 39.5 2,315 42.0

Seventh 3,170 54.7 3,736 50.1 3,736 52.6

Eighth 3,258 54.0 3,795 56.9 3,795 58.4

Ninth 3,391 65.2 3,689 72.2 3,689 73.9

Tenth 3,082 69.6 3,662 75.8 3,662 76.8

Eleventh 3,224 75.8 3,460 79.4 3,460 79.8

Twelfth 3,172 75.6 2,990 80.3 2,990 80.9

Other 439 36.6 285 34.2 285 374
Student household income

Lessthan $7,500 2,041 63.4 1,487 58.9 1,487 60.5

$7,500-$9,999 791 61.1 783 59.8 783 61.1

$10,000-$14,999 1,823 58.8 1,657 62.5 1,657 63.3

$15,000-$24,999 3,772 63.1 3,130 65.3 3,130 66.1

$25,000-$29,999 1,845 63.9 1,729 64.6 1,729 67.3

$30,000-$49,999 5,798 63.7 6,295 67.2 6,295 69.1

$50,000+ 3,498 66.0 6,562 66.6 6,562 67.9

Not ascertained 1,984 61.6 2,289 64.8 2,289 66.2
Student place of residence

Central city 5,816 61.2 6,309 65.6 6,309 66.8

Suburbs 10,089 63.0 11,341 66.4 11,341 68.0

Nonmetropolitan area 5,648 65.7 6,283 63.0 6,283 64.5
Student school type

Public 19,265 64.8 21,719 67.2 21,719 68.6

Private 1,873 47.2 2,163 48.0 2,163 49.3

Not Ascertained 416 64.1 + + + +
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Table 2.— Percent of students ages 12 through 19 reporting the availability of drugs at school, by selected characteristics and
perceptions of conditions at school: 1989 and 1995 — Continued

Y ear
1989 1995 1995
Student characteristics and
perceptions of conditions at Number of Any drug availability: Number of Any drug availability: Number of Any drug availability:
school students 1989 definition’ students 1989 definition® students 1995 definition®
(thousands) (thousands) (thousands)
Percent Percent Percent
Perceptions of conditions at
school
Student reports of street gangs
at school
Yes 3,301 734 6,796 79.5 6,796 80.7
No 17,042 61.6 13,686 61.0 13,686 62.6
Do not know 1,124 59.2 3,224 56.4 3,224 58.0
Not ascertained 88 51.0 226 24.0 226 24.0
Student reports of knowing a
student who brought agun to
school
Yes — — 3,042 86.4 3,042 87.7
No — — 20,608 62.5 20,608 64.0
Not ascertained — — 282 40.1 282 40.1
Student reports of seeing a
student with agun at school
Yes — — 1,270 90.5 1,270 91.7
No — — 22,359 64.2 22,359 65.7
Do not know — — + + + +
Not ascertained — — 263 41.1 263 41.1
Student reports of being the
victim of any violent or
property crime at school
Yes 3,116 735 3,485 711 3,485 74.5
No 18,400 61.6 20,315 64.6 20,315 65.8
Not ascertained + + 133 12.3 133 12.3
Student reports of being the
victim of any violent crime at
school?
Yes 742 74.1 1,013 72.9 1,013 75.5
No 20,773 62.9 22,780 65.3 22,780 66.7
Student reports of being the
victim of any property crime at
school®
Yes 2,619 73.8 2,777 72.2 2,777 75.1
No 18,852 61.9 20,997 64.8 20,997 66.1
Not ascertained 83 445 159 174 159 174

— Question is not asked in the 1989 School Crime Supplement.

+ Fewer than 30 sample cases.

Y| the 1989 School Crime Supplement, students were asked about the availability of marijuana, cocaine, crack, uppers and downers, and other illegal drugs. In the 1995
School Crime Supplement, students were asked about the availability of these drugs and were also asked about the availability of PCP, LSD, and heroin. When comparing
across the two years, only those drugs that are listed on both surveys are counted (i.e. marijuana, cocaine, crack, and uppers and downers). Thislist of drugsisreferred to
as"Drug availability: 1989 definition". Other illegal drugs are excluded from the 1989 definition used in cross-year anayses. When not making comparisons across the
two surveys and focusing solely on the 1995 estimates, all of the 1995 response categories are counted (this approach is referred to as "Drug availability: 1995 definition™).

In both definitions if students reported that any of the listed drugs were easy or hard to obtain, they areincluded in the “ Any available” category.

2\/iolent victimization includes physical attacks or taking property from the student directly by force, weapons, or threats.

®Property victimization includes theft of property from a student’s desk, locker, or other locations.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Justice, Bureau of Justice Statistics, School Crime Supplement to the National Crime Victimization Survey, spring 1989 and

spring 1995.
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Table 3.—Percent of students ages 12 through 19 reporting the difficulty of obtaining various drugs at school: 1989 and 1995

Y ear
1989 1995
Availability Availab