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The purpose of this study was to determ ne the extent
to which violence intervention/prevention prograns are
bei ng used within Wsconsin public schools. The
ef fecti veness of these prograns will also be eval uated
based on the opinions of the school counsel ors surveyed.

A survey was sent to 159 school guidance counsel ors
within Wsconsin CESA districts #10 and #11. This survey
was used to collect data pertaining to the violence
i ntervention/prevention prograns currently being used
within their schools. Data was al so collected regarding

counsel or’s perceptions of each progranis effectiveness.



The data col |l ected was anal yzed to determ ne response
percent rates for the 12 violence intervention/prevention
strategies and prograns listed in the survey along with
four other survey questions.

The results of this study will provide a better
under st andi ng of the violence intervention/prevention
prograns that are being used in Wsconsin public schools.
It will also provide infornmation as to each progranis
ef fecti veness according to the school guidance counsel ors
surveyed. This data can then be used by schools in their

pursuit to inplenent violence intervention/prevention

prograns that will assist themin creating a safer |earning

environnent for all students and staff.
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CHAPTER ONE
I nt roduction

Over the past decade, youth violence in Anerica has
risen dramatically. The nedia has brought us countl ess
tragic details as an American child is arrested for a
violent crinme every five mnutes and another is killed by
gunfire every two hours (Webber, 1997). It is easy to
believe that this epidem c of violence is confined to the
over popul at ed, poverty stricken urban areas of our country,
but it is not that sinple. Unfortunately, this problem has
been on the rise in our schools for the past two years.
Listed in chronol ogical order, the foll ow ng exanpl es show
a frightening pattern of violence. On Cctober 1, 1997, a
16 year old boy enters his high school in Pearl,
M ssi ssi ppi where he shoots nine classmate. Two are |eft
dead fromthe attack. On Decenber 1 of that sane year, a
14 year old boy kills three students and wounds five others
during a prayer group at Heath H gh School West Paducah,
Kentucky. Only three nonths into 1998 on March 24, four
students and a teacher are killed and ten others wounded in
Jonesboro, Arkansas. This tinme the killers were ages 11
and 13. There were siml|ar cases of school violence
t hroughout 1998, but none of which reached the nmagnitude of

the April 20, 1999 shooting at Col unbine H gh School in
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Littleton Col orado. Two students were responsible for
killing twelve of their classmates and one teacher as well
as woundi ng 23 others. They then took their own |ives,
bringing the death toll of the Col unbi ne shooting to 15
(CBS News, 1999). During this tw year period, communities
around the country, both large and small, have been
devastated by the carnage that has taken place within their
schools. Anerican children are living in fear as they

W tness tragedies nuch like the one in Littleton CO pl ayed
out in horrific detail on the evening news.

The tinme has cone for every citizen to take
responsibility for the actions of our young people. The
tinme has cone for every citizen to acknow edge that
violence in our schools is a serious social problem Above
all, the time has conme for everyone to search for a
solution to this problemto ensure that future generations
will be able to feel safe within their schools.

The Children’s Defense Fund estimates that an Anerican
Child is arrested for a violent crinme every five m nutes
and killed by gun fire every two hours (Wbber, 1997). For
reasons like these, it is now nore inportant than ever for
adults to be proper role nodels to our younger generation.
If as adults we are hypocritical about violence, what type

of a nessage are we sending the children who are | ooking to



us for guidance? As a country, we contribute billions of
dollars annually to a nedia industry that often glorifies
and gl anori zes violence as the basis of its existence. This
i ndustry enconpasses a variety of markets including

tel evision, video and conputer ganes, novies, and nusic. By
accepting the violence that this industry glorifies, we are
supporting the very thing that we have | abel ed our nation’s
nunber one problem The national Tel evision Violence Study
concl uded that viewi ng violence in the mass nedia can | ead
t o aggressive behavior and becone part of long term
behavi or patterns. It was also reported through this study
t hat watching violent progranm ng can cause the viewer to
becone desensitized toward the victinms of violent crines
(Hepburn, 1997).

According to the American Psychol ogi cal Associ ati on,
parents can take an active role in nonitoring the viol ence
that their children are exposed to through the nedia
i ndustry. They are encouraged to watch at | east one
epi sode of the programmng their child is view ng and
banni ng anything that they consider too violent or
offensive. It is also recommended that parents explain
guestionabl e i ncidents involving viol ence and di scuss
alternatives to using violence as a way to sol ve probl ens

(Ameri can Psychol ogi cal Association, 1999). By doing this,



parents are taking an active role to decrease the anmount of
violence their children will be exposed to.

There are three major effects that view ng violence
has on children. They nay becone | ess sensitive to the pain
and suffering of others. They may becone nore fearful of
the world around them and they may be nore likely to behave
in an aggressive manner toward others (Anerican
Psychol ogi cal Association, 1999). If a child is exposed to
vi ol ence and these effects occur, they are certain to carry
over into the school where the child is spending such a
| arge anount of their tinme. A personality change created
within the home or community is not going to limt itself
to those areas. To keep violence out of the schools, we
nmust keep violence away fromthe children. If we truly
want to make a difference, we nust first | ook at our own
ability as adults to nodel civility. W cannot expect from
our younger popul ati on what we do not practice oursel ves.

St atenent of the Problem

School violence is an issue that has recently been
pl aced under close scrutiny by many groups of concerned
i ndi viduals. The purpose of this study was to collect data
pertaining to school counselor’s perceptions of the topic
of school violence and the school based intervention/

prevention prograns currently being used to reduce it.



A survey was mailed to one practicing counsel or at
each school |evel (elenmentary, mddle, and high school)in
the Wsconsin CESA districts #10 and #11 on April 22, 1999.

The results of this study may be beneficial for
i ndi vidual s who are interested in creating or inplenenting
vi ol ence intervention/prevention prograns.

Research Questi ons

Do the school counsel ors surveyed view youth
vi ol ence/ gangs as a problemw thin their schools as well as
nati onw de?

O the violence intervention/prevention prograns
| isted on the survey, which ones are or are not being
i npl enented within these school s?

How do the counsel ors view the appropri ateness of the
vi ol ence intervention/prevention prograns |listed on the
survey?

Definition of Terns

For clarity of understanding, the follow ng ternms need
to be defined.

Cl osed Canpus Requirenent that students stay on the

school campus during the entire school day

Entertai nnent Industry The corporations responsible

for produci ng and marketing novies, nusic, television

prograns, and vi deo gamnes

Xi
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Medi ation Skills Ability to use problem solving and

conflict resolution effectively

Mentoring Progranms Sustained, close, devel opnental

rel ati onshi ps between an ol der, nore experienced individual
and a younger person

School Viol ence A physi cal act of aggression toward

anot her person or object that takes place in or on school
gr ounds

Teacher Training Information to educators regarding

crisis intervention strategies

Vi ol ence Hotline An anonynous nunber for students to

report weapon possessions on school grounds

Zero Tol erance Mandatory expul sion for acts of

vi ol ence or weapon possession

Assunpti ons

There are several assunptions being made within this
research. These are:

1. It is assuned that the counselors involved in the
survey are answering the questions honestly and accurately.

2. It is assuned that Wsconsin CESA districts #10
and #11 are representative of other districts with simlar

denogr aphi cs.
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3. It is assuned that the counselors participating in
this study understood the term nol ogy being used and the
definitions provided.

Limtati ons

There are several limtations involved in the research
for this study. These are:

1. This research is limted by using only two CESA
districts for data collection

2. This research is limted by the fact that the
i nstrunment has not been tested for validity and
reliability.

3. This research is limted by the participant’s
know edge and understandi ng of the terns being used in the

survey.
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CHAPTER TWO
Literature Review

The seventh goal of the National Education Goal s
states that by the year 2000, “all schools in Anerica wll
be free of drugs and viol ence and the unauthorized presence
of firearns and al cohol, and offer a disciplined
environnment that is conducive to | earning” (Violence and
Di scipline Problenms in US Public Schools, 96-97). This
goal addresses the apparent need for change within
Anerica s schools. Wth the problem of youth violence on
the rise, nore people are acknow edging that swift and
effective intervention is needed to protect our children as
they nove the this country’s educational system

In this chapter, a summary of the research on school
vi ol ence preval ence, causes, and prevention/intervention
prograns wi |l be discussed.

Preval ence of School Viol ence

According to the Center for Disease Control and
Prevention, study results to date show that there were 173
i nci dents of school associ ated viol ent deaths between July
1994 and June 1998. This study noted that the nunber of
mul tiple victimevents has increased since the 1992-93
school year. In the tine between August 1995 and June

1998, there were an average of five nmultiple victimevents
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per year. This nunber is up fromone nmultiple victimevent
per year between August 1992 and July 1995 (CDC Medi a
Rel ations, 1999). It is inportant to note that these
statistics are not taking in to account the school shooting
that took place on April 20, 1999 at Col unbi ne H gh School
in Littleton Col orado | eaving 15 dead including the two
student gunmen.

The recent increase in school shootings has captured
the attention of the American public, but there are other,
| ess publicized statistics of violence within the school s.
Ten percent of all public schools experienced one or nore
serious violent crinmes (including rape, physical attacks
with a weapon, and nurder) that were reported to | aw
enforcenment officials during the 1996-97 school year.
During this same school year, 190,000 physical attacks or
fights wthout a weapon were consi dered serious enough to
report to |law enforcenent officials (Violence and
Di scipline Problens in US Public Schools, 1996-97).

In the wake of these shootings and ot her increased
acts of violence, school districts of all sizes and
| ocations are re-evaluating their safety and security
procedures. Administrators agree that there seens to be an
increase in youth violence involving guns and ot her weapons

(Agron). Even though school hom cides and shootings are
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not the norm ensuring a safe |learning environnent is
sonething that all school adm nistrators nust address.

Causes of Youth Viol ence

In order to fully understand the problem of youth
violence and its increase in the schools, it is inportant
to investigate the sources fromwhich it stens. There are
many areas that need to be exam ned when | ooking for the
causes of violent behavior in juveniles. The two that are
nost of ten addressed include the young person’s famly and
the extent to which they are exposed to viol ence through
the entertainment industry. These factors are significant
for several reasons and can even be |inked together through
a cause and effect approach.

If a child has a history of famly nmaltreatnment, it
i ncreases their chance of commtting youth violence by 24
percent (Thornberry, 1994). \Wen these young peopl e have
children of their own, it is likely that this dysfunctional
cycle will repeat itself.

Wt hout the proper parental supervision, young people
are likely to be exposed to nmassive anmpbunts of violence on
tel evi sion, novies, video ganes, and song lyrics. This
probl em has not gone unnoticed and certainly cannot be
denied. On June 1, 1999, President Cinton |aunched a

federal inquiry into the entertainnment industry’s marketing
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of violent novies as well as video ganes and novies to
children. President Cinton was quoted as saying, “we can
not | onger ignore the well-docunented connection between
violence in the media and the effects that it has on
children’ s behavior” (Fiore and Cerstenzang, 1999).

Vi ol ence Intervention and Prevention Prograns

The recent outbreaks of school shootings have focused
attention toward what is being done within the school
buil ding to ensure a safe | earning environnent for each
student. There are many strategi es and prograns being used
all over the country to assist in the reduction of youth
vi ol ence within our schools. Mst of these plans require
cooperation and assistance from school adm nistration and
staff, the student, and sonetines the student’s famly and
comunity. There are several approaches to each viol ence
i ntervention/ prevention program and they are not al ways
agreed upon by everyone involved in the inplenentation.

One prevention nmethod that has recently been
i npl enented by sonme public schools is the use of student
uni forms. The purpose of school unifornms as a viol ence
prevention technique is based on the theory that they
reduce disciplinary incidents, inprove student attitudes,
and create a nore serious |earning environnment (Paliokas

and Rist, 1996). President dinton is show ng support for
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this particular violence prevention nethod by providing
school districts with a manual that offers information and
gui delines for inplementing a school uniformpolicy.

One di sadvant age that has been noted regardi ng school
uniforms is that they reduce the probability of school
staff observing at risk students within the schools. If
all of the students are dressed alike, it makes it nore
difficult to identify those students who may be invol ved
with drugs and gangs or those who are experiencing negl ect
at hone (WI kens, 1999). This could hinder the ability of
teachers and admi nistration to intervene on the student’s
behal f before it becones a nore serious problem W] kens
noted that there is a con for every pro when dealing with
the issue of school uniforns. It appears to sinple be a
“band-ai d” solution to a nuch |arger problemand will do
little in the long run to change the lives of students.
Mentori ng progranms such as Big Brothers/Big Sisters are
bei ng used in many communities to provide young peopl e an
opportunity for positive and supportive role nodeling.
Wi | e nost adol escents are growi ng toward healt hy,
productive adults, 25%are at significant risk of not
reaching this goal due to their involvenment in certain
negati ve behaviors. These behaviors include such things as

al cohol and drug abuse, unsafe sexual activity, truancy,
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and del i nquency. Another 25% of adol escents are at
noderate risk due to slight involvenent in the previously
mentioned activities (Creating Safe and Drug Free School s,
1996). A 1992 study conducted by the Carnegi e Foundati on
found that adol escents spend 40% of their non-sleeping tine
alone, with peers without adult supervision, or with

i ndi vi dual s who are not considered positive role nodels.
Mentoring prograns use this tine to affect a young person’s
life by creating a sustained, close, devel opnental

rel ati onshi p between them and an ol der, nore experienced

i ndividual. There are many types of nmentoring prograns
bei ng used throughout the country with a variety of
sponsoring organi zations. Schools are now taking a nore
active role in pursuing these prograns with the goal of

vi ol ence prevention in mnd.

The i npl ementation of a closed canpus policy is being
used by many public schools. A closed school canpus
requires that students stay on the school grounds during
the entire academ c day. Students are only allowed to
| eave with a witten request froma parent/guardi an and
perm ssion from school personnel. C osed canpus al so neans
that all school visitors must register for a pass in the
mai n office before continuing through the building. A

positive correl ati on exi sts between cl osed canpuses and
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academ c achi evenent and hi gher grade point averages as
wel | as a higher participation rate in intranural prograns
and student activities (California Departnment of Education,
1997). O her benefits to a closed canpus include a
reduction in daytinme residential crime, resulting in fewer
calls to police officials and a better relationship between
the school and | aw enforcenent. The goal to create a safer
| earni ng environnment often affects the community as well as
t he school

There are nmany different ways to teach young people to
avoi d violence altogether or to keep conflicts from
becom ng violent. These skills can be taught in the
school s through conflict resolution and nedi ati on training.
Programs |i ke these hel p young people to devel op synpat hy
for others, learn to control their enotions, and increase
their conmuni cati on and problem solving skills (Schwart z,
1995). This type of training is appropriate for all age
groups because it can be easily nodified to incorporate a
variety of situations that an individual at any age may
face. This violence prevention strategy can be taken one
step further to include the use of peer nediators to assi st
in conflict resolution. Using this approach, specially
trained student nmediators work with their peers to solve

m nor personal disputes. These prograns reduce the use of



traditional discipline (suspension and detention),

encour age probl em sol ving, decrease the need for teacher

i nvol venent in student conflicts, and create an inproved,
nore peaceful school environment (Creating Safe and Drug
Free Schools, 1996). It is inportant for adults to role
nodel proper conflict resolution and nediation strategies
intheir daily lives. Young people cannot be expected to
perform and assist with nonviolent resolution practices if
they do not see them being used by adults.

Teachers have nore contact with students than ot her
adults in a school setting. Because of this, teacher
training is being nodified to enphasi ze viol ence
intervention/prevention within the schools. Wth an
i ncreased anmount of training, teachers can learn the

correct process of conflict resolution as well as how to

XXi

deal with an aggressive student. Most states recogni ze the

duty of a teacher to include crisis intervention because

t hey have been hired both to teach and to pronote the

wel fare and safety of the students (Callahan, 1998). In
order to maintain safe schools, educators need to obtain

t he know edge and skills to inplenment quality, school-w de
prograns of violence prevention (Gable, Mnning, and

Bul l ock , 1997).
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Anot her vi ol ence prevention programinvol ves school
adm nistration sinply not tolerating those students who are
unable to follow the rules. The term“zero tolerance” is
becom ng well known throughout the Anerican education
system Every state has now adopted a zero tol erance | aw
that orders school districts to expel any student who
brings a gun to school. This neasure is in place to conply
with the 1995 federal gun-free-schools |aw that requires
states to pass this legislation or forfeit federal
education aid (Porter, 1997). Individual school districts
may hold zero tol erance policies on other offenses such as
fighting, harassnment, and drug use. Wth a zero tol erance
policy in place, schools are obligated to follow it under
any circunstances. However, w dely publicized cases of
strict punishnments for unintentional transgressions have
caused sone people to take a closer | ook at zero tol erance
wi thin the schools. Those against this practice argue that
zero tolerance has nore to do with the inmage it portrays
than the actual effects it produces. They claimthat the
primary function of harsh punishnments under zero tol erance
is not to nodify behavior but rather to reassert the power
of adm nistrative authority (Skiba and Peterson, 1999).
Schools are still in the process of nodifying zero

tolerance policies. At this point, there is only the one
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federal regulation that requires a nandatory one year
expul sion for any student who brings a gun to school.

Some of the nore aggressive and invasive approaches to
school viol ence prevention include |ocker checks (both
random and with suspicion), the use of netal detectors, and
police or guard patrol of school grounds. |In order to
i npl enent a search policy, schools need to contact their
school or local district attorney, or the state attorney
general. Once the policy is in place, schools need only
“reasonabl e suspicion” to conduct a search. Unlike the
police, school officials do not need a warrant prior to
conducting a search (Creating Safe and Drug Free School s,
1996). Another formof searching for illicit itens takes
pl ace through the use of netal detectors. The use of netal
detectors is rare in Arerica s public schools and according
to the US Departnent of Education, only one percent of
school s use themon a daily basis (Violence and Dicipline
Problenms in US Public Schools 1996-97). Many school s feel
the need to conduct searches of students and their property
for security purposes, but students tend to view it as an
i nvasion of their privacy. It has been determ ned in
several states that what the student brings to school
shoul d only be what he or she is willing to have seen by

school personnel. Once in the school, the priority is for
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safety, not privacy (Creating Safe and Drug Free School s,
1996) .

Unli ke netal detectors, the use of police or guard
patrol of school grounds is common and on the rise. There
are various fornms of security staffing procedures being
used in schools across the country. Three of the nost
common are school security departnents, school police
departnents, and School Resource Oficer (SRO prograns
(Trunp, 1998). A school security departnent is run by the
school district who is also responsible for the hiring and
trai ning of personnel. Depending upon state and | ocal
| aws, i ndividuals enployed by these prograns nay or may not
carry a weapon. School police departnents are paid for by
the district and enploy licensed | aw enforcenent officials.
This formof security differs fromthe School Resource
O ficer prograns where the officers are assigned to patrol
a designated school within their |ocal |aw enforcenent
district. Wth any one of these prograns, the presence of
police authority is apparent to the students attending the
patroll ed school. A survey conducted in 1997 by the Center
for Prevention of School Violence found that out of 300
officers (within the schools), in 35 states, 97 percent
carried weapons (Wrden, 1999). There is little debate

regardi ng the need for school security, but there is
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controversy as to whether or not those protecting the
school s should be allowed to carry weapons. This
opposition arises fromthe belief that arned guards w thin
the schools creates a hostile or prison-1like image and

at nosphere of education (Trunp, 1998). Supporters of these
prograns feel that if there are enough threats to justify
using a security program it is logical to conclude that
those threats justify having the officers being fully and
properly equi pped.

There is not one specific school violence intervention
or prevention programthat will elimnate the problem
entirely. In a survey of public school principals, 78
percent of the report using sone type of formal school
vi ol ence prevention or reduction program (Viol ence and
Di scipline Problenms in US Public Schools, 1996-97). Many
schools work with a variety of prograns to determ ne which
one best neets their particular needs. As we approach the
year 2000, school violence prevention prograns are becom ng
a consi stent and necessary part of every school’s

curricul um
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CHAPTER THREE
Met hodol ogy

| nt roducti on

This chapter will discuss the focus of this study
i ncl udi ng research questions, a description of the subjects
studied as well as how they were selected for inclusion in
this study, the survey instrunment used for data collection,
procedures for data collection, and the limtations of this
met hodol ogy.

Research Questi ons

This study focused on three research questions. They

1. Do the school counselors surveyed view youth
vi ol ence/ gangs as a problemw thin their schools as well as
nati onw de?

2. O the violence intervention/prevention prograns
|isted on the survey, which ones are or are not being
i npl enented within these schools and how do the counsel ors
view their effectiveness?

3. How do the counselors view the appropri ateness of
the violence intervention/prevention prograns listed in

this survey?
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Descripti on of Subjects

The subjects selected for this study were school
counselors fromall grade levels in the Wsconsin CESA #10
and #11 districts during the spring of 1999. A conputer
printout provided by the Wsconsin Departnent of Public
Instruction listed all of the practicing counselors in
these districts as well as their |level and the school or
school s they servi ced.

Sanpl e Sel ecti on

Fromthe |ist provided by the Wsconsin Departnent of
Public Instruction, one counsel or representing each school
| evel (elenmentary, mddle, and high school )was sel ected at
randomto receive a survey. This procedure was used for
all 69 school districts represented in the Wsconsin CESA
#10 and #11 districts. |If a district had nore than one
hi gh school, a survey was sent to a counselor at each high
school and then to the sane nunber of mddle and el enentary
school counselors in that district.

| nstrunment ati on

A survey was devel oped after extensive review of the
literature pertaining to youth violence and school violence
i ntervention/prevention progranms. The survey consisted of
33 questions that provided information dealing with the

counselor’s current |level of practice, the size of their
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student body, and their opinions regarding youth viol ence
as a problemboth nationwide as well as in their own
schools. The survey also included a list of the twelve

vi ol ence intervention/prevention prograns identified in the
literature review and i nquired whether or not they were
being inplemented in their schools. |If they were, the
counsel ors then responded as to their effectiveness. If
they were not, the counsel ors were asked whether or not

t hey thought the program woul d be appropriate for their
school. The survey concluded with three open questions
dealing with youth violence. These questions provided an
opportunity for counselors to share their opinions and
provide input on the topic of school violence intervention
and prevention prograns.

Data Col |l ection and Anal ysi s

159 surveys were mailed to school counselors
representing 69 Wsconsin school districts on April 22,
1999. The cover letter enclosed described the study and
requested a response by May 7, 1999. A 69% return rate was
achieved in this study with 111 surveys being conpl et ed.
The data was anal yzed to obtain percent responses to each
of the survey questions. The responses to the open ended

questions were conpiled and conpar ed.
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Limtations

The met hodol ogy may contain the following limtations:

1. Subject selection consisted of those counsel ors
wor king in Wsconsin CESA district #10 and #11 and
therefore may not be representative of the popul ation.

2. The survey used in this study was created by the
researcher and has not been tested for validity and
reliability.

Sunmary

Thi s chapter has provided an introduction to the
met hodol ogy of this study. The follow ng chapters include
the findings regarding the research questions and the

study’ s concl usi ons and recommendati ons.



CHAPTER FOUR

Resul ts

| nt roducti on

The purpose of this study was to investigate school
counsel ors’ perceptions of current violence intervention/
prevention progranms. The results of the survey nailed on
April 22, 199 will be presented in this chapter through
denographic informati on and responses to the research
questi ons.

Denographi c I nformati on

The sanple of this study was taken fromthe 111
returned surveys that were conpl eted by school counselors
Wi thin the Wsconsin CESA districts #10 and #11. O the
study sanple, 32% identified thenselves as el enentary
school counselors, 17% m ddl e school, 24% hi gh school, and
27% conbined as nultiple | evel school counselors.

Data pertaining to school size was collected based on
three levels. O the respondents, 44% identified
t hensel ves as practicing in a school with an enroll nment of
0-399 students, 41% worked in a school w th 400-699
students, and 14% were practicing in schools with and

enrol | ment greater than 700 students (1% m ssing).
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Research Question One

Do the school counsel ors surveyed view youth
vi ol ence/ gangs as a problemw thin their schools as well as
nati onw de?

O the 111 school counsel ors responding to the study
regardi ng youth viol ence:

There were 59% who consi der youth violence a serious
probl em nati onwi de, but only 1%find it to be a serious
problemw thin their own school s.

A total of 38%see it as a noderate probl em nationw de
and 28% as a noderate problemw thin their own school s.

Only 2% consi der youth violence a m nor problem
nati onwi de while 63%note it as a mnor problemwthin
t heir own school s.

Only 1% of school counselors reported that they
believe there to be no problemw th youth viol ence
nati onwi de and 8% do not consider it to be any problem
within their own schools.

O the 111 school counsel ors responding to the study
regar di ng gangs:

There were 43% who consi der gangs a serious problem
nationw de, but only 2%find it to be a serious problem

within their own school s.
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A total of 43% see it as a noderate problem nati onw de
yet only 2% as a noderate problemw thin their own schools.
Only 6% consi der gangs a m nor probl em nationw de
while 48%note it as a mnor problemwthin their own
school s.

There were no school counselors reporting that they
bel i eved gangs were no probl em nati onwi de yet 48% do not
consider there to be any problemw thin their own school s.

Research Question Two

O the violence intervention/prevention prograns
|isted on the survey, which ones are or are not being
i npl enented within these school s?

The responses to survey question two are based on
valid percentages and are reported in Table 1. O the
twel ve violence intervention/prevention prograns listed in
the survey, |ocker checks with suspicion (89%, zero
tol erance (80%, and closed canpuses (79% had the hi ghest
rates of inplenmentation. The |owest rates of
i npl ementation included school uniforns (0%, netal

detectors (1%, and violence hotlines (5% .



Tabl e 1.
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| mpl enent ati on of Violence Intervention Prograns

| mpl enent ed

Not | npl enent ed

School Uni forns

0%

100%

Ment ori ng Prograns

56%
22% ecent
34% prior to 1998

44%

18% consi deri ng

Cl osed Canpus

79%
9% r ecent
70% prior to 1998

21%
3% consi deri ng

Teachi ng Medi ation
Skills

69%
9% r ecent
60% prior to 1998

31%

17% consi deri ng

Zero Tol erance

80%
9% r ecent
71% prior to 1998

20%
6% consi deri ng

Random Locker

62%

38%

Checks 8% recent 4% consi deri ng
54% prior to 1998
Locker Checks with 89% 11%
Suspi ci on 9% r ecent 2% consi deri ng

80% prior to 1998

Peer Medi ators

41%
8% recent
33% prior to 1998

59%
20% consi deri ng

Metal Detectors

1%
0% r ecent
1% prior to 1998

99%
2% consi deri ng

Teacher Trai ning

61%
15% r ecent
46% prior to 1998

39%

17% consi deri ng

Vi ol ence Hotline

5%
2% r ecent
3% prior to 1998

95%

17% consi deri ng

Pol i ce/ Guard
Pat r ol

16%
7% r ecent
9% prior to 1998

84%
3% consi deri ng




Research Question Three
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How do the counsel ors view the appropriateness of the

vi ol ence intervention/prevention prograns |listed on the

survey?

The responses to survey question three are based on

val id percentages and are reported in Table 2. O the

twel ve viol ence intervention/prevention progranms |isted on

the survey, school unifornms (56%, the use of netal
detectors (50%, and police or guard patrol (41% were
consi dered the nost i nappropriate as viol ence

i ntervention/prevention strategies. The use of zero

tol erance (78%, teaching nediation skills (75%, and

| ocker checks with suspicion (74% were considered the nost

appropri ate.
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Tabl e 2. Counsel ors Perceptions of the Appropriateness of
Vi ol ence Intervention Prograns

Not Appropriate Appropriate Need More
Appropri ate with I nf or mati on
Modi fi cati ons
School
Uni f or ns 56% 10% 8% 26%
Ment ori ng
Pr ogr ans 0% 32% 62% 6%
C osed
Canpus 7% 23% 65% 5%
Teachi ng
Medi ati on 2% 18% 75% 5%
Skills
Zero
Tol erance 0% 17% 78% 5%
Random
Locker 10% 21% 64% 5%
Checks
Locker
Checks 5% 17% 74% 4%
W th
Suspi ci on
Peer
Medi at or s 6% 24% 62% 8%
Met al
Det ectors 50% 14% 13% 23%
Teacher
Tr ai ni ng 1% 21% 72% 6%
Vi ol ence
Hot | i ne 12% 24% 45% 19%
Pol i ce
Pat r ol 41% 22% 25% 12%
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Counsel ors responded to open ended questions at the
end of the survey. They were first asked to describe any
strategies or progranms being used within their school s that
were not listed in the survey. A sanple of representative
responses to that question are as foll ows:

= “Big/little buddies — whole class roons that pair up

(6'" grade and 1%t grade) to do projects together.
Service projects for the community and school”

= “Anger nmnagenent support groups”

= “At risk progranms to hel p get students back on

track”

= “Pair older students with younger ones to devel op

enpat hy and conpassi on”

= “CHAMPS — Chanps have and nodel positive peer

skills”

= “Counselor nmediated conflict resolution neetings”

Counsel ors were also asked if they believed that an
i ncreased enphasi s on viol ence intervention/prevention
prograns woul d decrease the occurrence of school violence.
A sanple of representative responses to that question are
as foll ows:

* “Yes, but the nedia nust curb violence, violent

behavi or etc.”

» “Yes, education/prevention are key”
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» “Yes because a plan on how to prevent or how to
handl e situations is essential in today’s school s”

» “There needs to be nore hone and parent invol venent”

= “] don’t think so, |I get very discouraged an wonder
if it really helps. Until society at |large and the
medi a change, we at schools have m nimal inpact”

" “Yes, it brings attention to the problemand lets
ki ds know that we are doing sonmething for their
safety and |l ets perpetrators know that we are aware”

Sunmary

The results fromthis study show an over al

consi stency between the violence intervention/prevention

prograns being used within the schools and the counsel ors

perceptions of their appropriateness. The | argest

di screpancy in the data occurs in research gquestion one.

There is a considerably higher percentage of counsel ors who

vi ew vi ol ence and gangs as a problem nation w de conpared

to those who see it as a problemw thin their own schools.
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CHAPTER FI VE
Concl usi ons, Di scussi on and Recomendati ons

| nt roducti on

The purpose of this chapter is to summarize the
findings, to draw concl usi ons based upon the anal ysis of
the data, and to suggest reconmendations for further study.

Summary and Concl usi ons

Wth violence in schools on the rise, there is little
debate concerning the need for intervention and prevention
prograns. There are currently a variety of these prograns
bei ng used in schools throughout the country. Although
there is a consensus regarding the necessity of violence
prevention programm ng, opinions certainly differ as to
each strategy’ s effectiveness. Individual schools nust find
the correct programto neet the needs of both their
students and the staff.

Di scussi on

Based on the research of this study, 99 percent of the
counsel ors surveyed consi der youth violence, at sone |evel,
to be a problemnationwi de. There were 59 percent of these
counsel ors who believed the problemto be severe
nati onw de, but only 1 percent considered it severe within
their own schools. Wen asked about the issue of gangs, 43

percent responded that gangs were a severe probl em
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nati onw de but only 2 percent felt that gangs were a
serious problemw thin their own school s.

This data shows a pattern in the attitudes of the
counsel ors surveyed in this study. Wile nost of them
consi der violence a problem the anount of them who
consider it a problemwthin their owm schools is
significantly |lower. There are nunerous possible
expl anations for this discrepancy. One could specul ate
that the counselor’s are overl ooking the problens wthin
their own school and reporting a | ower occurrence of
viol ence than there actually is. It may al so be possible
that the schools selected for this study sinply do not
encounter the problens of violence that occur at higher
rates nati onw de.

Recommendat i ons

If this study were to be expanded upon, it would be
beneficial to closely exam ne the inconsistency nmentioned
in the above conclusions. In this future study, the
counsel or’ s opinions regardi ng school violence could be
expanded upon in order to better understand the school’s
perception of the problem It would also be beneficial to
use a sanple that is nore diverse in school size and
| ocation. It would also be beneficial to survey the

students as well as the counselors. This would provide



data regarding their perception of violence within the
schools. The student responses could be conpared to the
counsel ors or other teacher’s data to determine if there is
a difference of opinion regarding this issue. This
informati on may be beneficial in creating violence

i ntervention/prevention prograns as well as increasing
staff awareness as to student’s perceptions of violence

within their school s.
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SURVEY OF VI OLENCE* | NTERVENTI ON PROGRAMS | N THE SCHOOLS

*A physical act of aggression toward another person or object

Please check the appropriate response.

1. Current counseling level(s): 2. Size of student body (of
level(s) marked in question 1):
_____ Elementary _ 0-399 students
____ Middle ___ 400-699 students
_____High Schoal _____ 700 or more students
K12

Please use the following scale to complete questions 3 through 6. Circlethe number that
best describesyour fedings.

1 =no problem 3 = moderate problem

2 = minor problem 4 = serious problem
2. How would you rate the occurrence of youth violence nation wide? 123
j. How would you rate the occurrence of youth violence in your school ? 123
Z. How would you rate the occurrence of youth gangs nation wide? 123
2. How would you rate the occurrence of youth gangsin your school? 123

Pl ease use the followi ng scale to respond to questions 7
through 18. GCircle the nunber that best describes the
degree to which each violence intervention/prevention
practice or programis being inplenented in the schools you
serve. These practices/prograns are often inplenmented for

t he purpose of violence prevention or intervention.

1 = not currently inplenented 3 =

recently inplenmented (during the 98-99 school year)



2 = considering inplenmentation 4

i npl enented prior to the 98-99 school year

7. School uni forns

1 2 3 4

8. Mentoring prograns — sustained, close, devel opnental

rel ati onshi ps
bet ween an ol der, nore experienced individual and a

younger person 1 2 3 4

9. Cl osed canpus

1 2 3 4

10. Teaching nediation skills — problem sol ving and

conflict resolution 1 2 3 4

11. Zero tolerance policy — mandatory expul sion for acts

of vi ol ence or
weapon possessi on

1 2 3 4

12. Random | ocker checks for illicit itens — w t hout

st udent consent 1 2 3 4
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13. Locker checks with suspicion for illicit items —

wi t hout student consent 1 2 3 4

14. Peer nediators — students assigned to assist in

conflict resol ution between

ot her students

1 2 3 4

15. Use of netal detectors for school surveill ance

1 2 3 4

16. Teacher training — on crisis intervention

1 2 3 4

17. Violence hotline — anonynous nunber for students to

report weapon
possessi ons on school grounds

1 2 3 4

18. Police or guard patrol of school and grounds

1 2 3 4

Pl ease conti nue on back of page



19.

20.

xlix

Pl ease use the follow ng scale to respond to questions
19 through 30. Gircle the nunber that best describes
your feelings pertaining to each school violence

i ntervention/prevention practice or program

1 =this practice would not be (is not) appropriate in
ny schoo

2 =this practice would be (is) appropriate in ny school
wi th nodifications

3 =this practice would be (is) appropriate in ny school
for reducing incidences of violence

4 = wuld have to have nore information to nake ny

deci si on

School uni forns

1 2 3 4

Ment ori ng prograns — sustained, close, devel opnental

rel ati onshi ps
bet ween an ol der, nore experienced individual and a

younger person 1 2 3 4



21. Cl osed canpus

1 2 3 4
22. Teachi ng nedi ation skills — probl em sol ving and
conflict resolution 1 2 3 4
23. Zero tol erance policy — mandatory expul sion for

acts of violence or

weapon possessi on

1 2 3 4
24. Random | ocker checks for illicit itens — w thout
st udent consent 1 2 3 4
25. Locker checks with suspicion for illicit itens —
w t hout student consent 1 2 3 4
26. Peer nedi ators — students assigned to assist in

conflict resol ution between

ot her students

1 2 3 4

27 Use of netal detectors for school surveillance

1 2 3 4



28. Teacher training — on crisis intervention

1 2 3 4

29. Vi ol ence hotline — anonynous nunber for students to

report weapon
possessi ons on school grounds

1 2 3 4

30. Police or Guard patrol of school and grounds

1 2 3 4

Pl ease respond to the foll ow ng questions

30. What percent of the violence in your school would you

attribute to gang invol venent ?

31. | f your school currently inplenenting any strategies

or prograns not |isted above, please descri be.
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