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Highlights

The following are highlights from a national survey of over 8J0 district superintendents. The
survey was.conducted to provide the Office for Civil Rights (GCR) with information for revising the
biennial Elementary and Secondary School Civil Rights Survey (the E&S Survey). OCR was interested
in designing an automated reporting survey for use in the 1992 E&S Survey and in revising the
questionnaire forms for the 1994 E&S Survey.

» Nearly all public school districts--90 percent or more--administer in-school suspensions, out-of-
school suspensions, and expulsions (table 2). Thirty percent administer corporal punishment.
Proportionately more districts in the Southeast administer corporal punishment than do districts in
any other region.

| The number of times expulsions were administered would be very easy to report for 67 percent of
public school districts; out-of-school suspensions, for 52 percent; in-school suspensions, for
45 percent; and corporal punishment, for 38 percent (table 3). Unduplicated counts of students
weuld be very easy to report for expulsions, according to 61 percent of public school districts; for
out-of-school suspensions, 44 percent; for in-school suspensions, 38 percent; for corporal
punishment, 30 percent.

= About 80 percent of public school districts offer gifted and talented programs (table 4). Just over
50 percent offer advanced placement and honors programs. Only 5 percent offer magnet
programs. Eighty percent or more of districts that offer these academic programs would be able to
report enrollment information by sex, race/ethnicity, disability (handicap), or limited English
proficiency status

| Almost three-fourths of public school districts classify biracial/bi-ethnic students on records for
their own purposes as a single race/ethnicity (table 5). Large districts were more likely to classify
biracial/bi-ethnic students as a single race/ethnicity (94 percent) than were small districts
(69 percent).

| More than half of public school districts (58 percent) could report information on the number of
students with disabilities who are homeless (table 6). Creater proportions of rural districts
(62 percent) and suburban districts (54 percent) could report this information than could urban
districts (31 percent).

[ | Approximately 5 percent of public school districts indicated they could identify students whose
mothers were alcohol dependent or used illegal drugs during their pregnancy (table 6). About
20 percent said they could identify some but not all such students.

| Thirty percent of public school districts currently have an automated, integrated student record
system, and another 9 percent have one planned for the 1992-93 school year (table 7). Sixty-
seven percent of urban districts, 39 percent of suburban districts, and 21 percent of rural districts
currently have automated systems.

SOURCE:  Fast Response Survey System, Office for Civil Rights Feasibility Survey, FRSS 39, U.S. Department of Education, National Center
for Education Statistics, 1952.
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Introduction

This report provides results of a Fast Response Survey System (FRSS)
study conducted by the National Center for Education Statistics for the
Office for Civil Rights (OCR). OCR wanted input for their decision-
making process on possible modifications to their bicnnial survey of a
national sample of public school districts. OCR's survey, the Elementary
and Sccondary School Civil Rights Survey (or the E&S Survey), is
designed to provide OCR's regional offices with current data for their use
in targeting compliance review sites and as source material in
investightions of complaints. The E&S Survey is a major tool used by
OCR to {ulfill its mission of ensuring compliance with civil rights laws
that prohibit discrimination on the hasis of race, national origin,
handicap, scx, and age.!

The E&S survey consists of two forms. Each district selected to
participate in the survey completes an EDI0OL, and every school within
the selected districts completes an ED102 (sce appendix A).

Since the E&S survey was first conducted in 1968, its contents have
changed in response to civil rights policy issucs, litigation, and issucs
raiscd by the public. OCR continued to redesign the E&S Survey
through 1982, adding some topics and climinating others in order to keep
abreast of changing issucs and to limit the length and burden of the
survey.

The following goals drive the current redesign:

W Toincreasce the accuracy of the daty;

m  To usc new technology that will reduce cost;

W To support OCR's national enforcement strategy; and
M To support AMERICA 2000,

The purposc of the FRSS survey was to collect information on districts'
ability (and their desire) to report data for the 1992 E&S Survey using
automated systems. The FRSS survey results, given to OCR at the end
of 1991, have been incorporated into plans for the automated report of
the 1992 E&S survey. The FRSS survey results are also being used to
inform OCR of districts' ability to report information on some of the
items under consideration for addition to the 1994 E&S Survey.

This report presents the findings from the FRSS survey conducted in
1991, It provides information on data maintained by districts in the arcas
of school discipline, special academic programs, special populations, and
information systems. The report presents the data for all districts and for
districts by location (urban, suburban, rural); size (small, less than 2,500,
medium, 2,500 to 9,999; large, 10,000 or more), and region (Northeast,
Central, Southeast, West). Data for urban districts and large districts are
generally similar, as 44 percent of urban districts are large (compared to
6 pereent of suburban districts and 1 percent of rural districts).

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

“he following legislation prohibits discrimination in programs or activities that receive fxderal
financial assistance: Title VI of the Crvil Rights Act of 1964 (34CER Part T00)B, Section S04 of
the Rehabulitation Act of 1973 (34CFR Part 104), Title IX of the Education Amendments of 1972
(34CTR Part 106), and the Age Discrimination Act of 1975.

1 11




Q

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

School
Discipline

Disciplinary
actions

Although cvery statistically significant difference is not cited in this
report, standard errors are provided for cach estimate. All statistics are
based on national estimates (table 1).

The current ED102 form asks schools to report by sex and by
racial/ethnic breakdowns the number of pupils who received corporal
punishment and the number who were suspended. The question on
corporal punishment may have diminished in relevancy during the last
few years, however, as more states are passing legislation prohibiting
schools from physically disciplining students. OCR does not have up-to-
date information by racial/ethnic breakdowns on the number of students
receiving in-school suspensions or the number expelled.

To determine whether the addition and/or deletion of items on certain
disciplinary actions from ED102 would be appropriate, the FRSS survey
asked districts whether they administer corporal punishment, in-school
suspensions, out-of-school suspensions, and expulsions (table 2).

Almost all districts administer out-of-school suspensions (95 percent),?
in-school suspensions (91 percent), and expulsions (90 percent; figure 1).
In contrast, less than one-third of districts administer corporal
punishment (30 percent).? Nearly half of the districts administer other
actions. Frequently cited among other disciplinary actions were
detention and Saturday school.

Figure 1. Percentage of public school districts administering
various disciplinary actions: United States, 1991-92

100+ 95
901
80
704
60) 1
504
404
30+
204
10+

0-

9] 99

Percentage of districts

Out-of-school  In-school Expulsion Corporal
suspension  suspension punishment

SOURCE:  Fast Response Survey System, Office for Civil Rights Feasibility Survey, FRSS 39,
U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, 1992.

2Because the estimater are based on a statistical sample, \here may be differences between the

responses of the sample and those that result from a surscy of the entire population. Staadard
errors, provided for all estimates, arc explained in detail in the Survey Methodalogy and Data
Reliabdlity section (page 17).

3Some of the respondents noted that, although their district permits corporal punishment, it has no
heen used as a disciplinary measure ia several years. The percentage of districts actually practicing
corporal punishment may be less than 30 percent.
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The likelihood of administering corporal punishment varied by the type
of district (figure 2). The largest frequency was in the Southeast, where
68 percent of districts indicated they administer corporal punishment.
The smallest frequency was found in the Northeast, where only 4
percent* of districts reported allowing students to be physically
disciplined. In the West, 38 percent* of districts administer corporal
punishment, and in the Central region, 27 percent do so.

Large districts (36 percent) and medium districts (38 percent) were more
likely to discipline students physically than were small districts (28
percent). Rurzl districts (35 percent) were more likely to do so than were
suburban districts (22 percent).*

Region was a significant factor in the percentage of districts
administering expulsions. Southeastern districts (99 percent) were more
likely to allow schools to expel students than were Central districts (89
percent) and Northeastern districts (80 percent).

Figure 2. Percentage of public school districts administering
corporal punishment, by district characteristics: United
States, 1991-92

100+
90+
80
701
601

Percentage of districts
w
e

0 -
> & > > & & S > S S
¥ & g FS %6@ o&o Vfé"o <-°&(,0é \;:&fo QO
%0 ‘}0 e

SOURCE: Fast Response Survey System, Office for Civil Rights Feasibility Survey, FRSS 39,
U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Fducation Statistics, 1992.

4Standard emor 15 greater than 10 percent of the estimate. In some cascs, estimates of standard
errors are relatively large because statistics are based on a small number of cases. Throughout the
remainder of this repon, an asterisk (*) is used to indicate estimates that have large standard crrors
and, thus, should not be considered as highly precise. The standard errors for estimates with
asterisks are greater than 10 percent of the estimate.

*Standard error 1s greater than 10 percent of the estiniate.
O
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Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

Discipline informa-
tion by student
classifications

For cach disciplinary action administered, districts were asked whether
they could readily provide information by various student classifications.
The classifications included student name or indjvidual identifier,
race/ethnicity, sex, disability (handicap), category, and limited English
proficiency (LEP) status (table 2). For each disciplinary action, more
districts indicated that they were able to provide information by student
identifier than by any other classification (figure 3). Ninety-five percent
of districts said they can provide information on expulsions by student
identifier, for example, compared to 88 percent by sex, 8G percent by
race/cthnicity, 80 percent by disability category, and 76 percent by LEP
status.

Figure 3. Percentage of public schoo! districts able to provide
information on disciplinary actions by various student
classifications: United States, 1991-92

BB Student identifier
24 Sex

Race/ethnicity
100+ o5 [] Disability
- 93 LEP status
90{ M
174
3]
£
2 804
=
[<%)
D .
g 704
=
3]
(%)
e
QL
& 60+
&
Expulsion  Out-of-school In-school Corporal
suspension suspension punishment

NOTE: Percentages are based on districts that administer the disciplinary action.

SOURCE:  Fast Response Survey System, Office for Civil Rights Feasibility Survey, FRSS 39,
U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Lducation Statistics, 1992.

With the exception of corporal punistunent (where the difference was not
statistically significant), more districts were able to provide disciplinary
information by sex than by race/ethnicity, disability category, or LEP
status.S In-school suspensions information by sex, for instance, could be
provided by 84 percent of districts, versus 75 percent hy race/ethnicity,
75 percent by disability, and 71 percent by LEP status.

In general, smaller districts found it easier to provide disciplinary
information by student identificr, disability category, and LEP status.
Rural districts and Southeastemn districts were more able to provide

Ssome teapondents mdicated that their distict does not have liited Enghsh proficiency (LEP)
students and thus did not answer this e, ] 4
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disciplinary information by race/ethnicity than were districts in other
metropolitan locales and other regions.

Ease in reporting The FRSS survey asked districts how easy or difficult it would be to

frequency of report the number of times each disciplinary action was taken (table 3).

disciplinary actions More than 8 out of 10 districts (83 percent) said it would be easy or very
casy for them to report the frequency of disciplinary actions resulting in
expulsion (figure 4), This was a larger percentage than indicated it
would be easy or very easy to report the frequency for out-of-school
suspensions (75 percent), in-school suspensions (71 percent), or corporal
punishment (66 percent).

Figure 4. Percentage of public school districts indicating levels of
difficulty in reporting the frequency with which various
disciplinary actions were administered: United States,
1991-92

1% 1%
! X I Easy or very easy

Difficult or very
difficult

[J Unable to repont

Corporal In-school
punishment suspension

%

Out-of-school Expulsion
suspension
NOTE: Percentages are based on districts that administer the disciplinary action.

SOURCE: Fast Response Survey System, Office for Civil Rights Feasibility Survey, FRSS 39,
(LS. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, 1992.

Enrollment size was related to the ease with which districts could report
the frequency that various disciplinary actions were taken, with small
districts more likely than large districts to indicate that they could report
frequencies. For example, three-fourths of small districts found it very
easy to report the frequency of in-school suspensions, compared to half
of large districts.

ERIC 5
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Ease in reporting
unduplicated
counts of students
disciplined

Districts were also asked how easy or difficult it would be to provide
unduplicated counts of students disciplined for each action administered.
With the exception of corporal punishment (where the difference was not
statistically significant), districts indicated it would be easier to report
frequency of students disciplined than unduplicated counts of studenis
disciplined (table 3). Seventy-four percent of districts said it would be
easy or very easy for them to report unduplicated counts of students
expelled (figure 5). This was a larger percentage than indicated it would
be easy or very easy to report unduplicated counts for out-of-school
suspensions (66 percent), in-school suspensions (60 percent), or corporal
punishment {49 percent;.

Figure 5. Percentage of public school districts indicating levels of
difficuity in reporting unduplicated counts of students
receiving various disciplinary actions: United States,
1991-92

1% 2% I Easy or very casy

Difficult or very
difficult

O Unable to report

Corporal fn-school
punishment suspension

1%

Out-of-school Expulsion

suspension
NOTE: Percentages are based on distriets that administer the dizciplinary action.

SOURCE: Fast Response Survey System, Office for Civil Righes Feasibility Survey, FRSS 39,
U.S. Department of Education. National Center for Education Statistics, 1992.

Size was again a factor in the ease with which districts could report
unduplicated counts of students disciplined. Small districts indicated that
they would have less difficulty in reporting unduplicated counts than was
indicated by medium and large districts. For cxample, 63 percent of
small districts found it easy or very easy to report unduplicated counts of
students given in-school suspensions, compared to 40 percent of large
districts.
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Special
Academic
Programs

Academic program
offerings

OCR does not currently collect information on accelerated or special
focus academic programs. There is, however, some evidence to indicate
that such programs have an underrepresentation of minorities and girls.
in addition, information on magnet schools could be used to determine
whether these schools are useful in promoting desegregation.

The FRSS survey asked districts whether specific academic programs
were available at their districts. The list of programs included magnet,
gifted and talented, advanced placement, and horors programs (table 4).
Four out of five districts (61 percent) offered gifted and talented
programs (figure 6). Slightly more than half of the districts offered
advanced placement programs (54 percent) and honors programs (53
percent). Only 5 percent* have magnet programs.

Figure 6. Percentage of public school districts offering various
academic programs: United States, 1991-92

100
90-
80
701
60+
50+
40
30
20

Percentage of districts

Gifted and Advanced Honors Magnet
talented placement program program
program program

SOURCE: Fast Response Survey System, Office for Civil Rights Feasibility Survey, FRSS 39,
U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, 1992.

Large districts, urban districts, and Southeastern districts were more
likely to offer the various academic programs. Forexample:

B Advanced placement programs were offered in 92 percent of large
districts, 82 percent of medium districtc and 45 percent of small
districts;

B Honors programs were available in 74 percent of urban districts, 56
percent of suburban districts, and 50 percent of rural districts; and

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

*Standard error is greater than 10 percent of the estimate.
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2 Gifted and talented programs were offered in 99 percent of
Southeastem districts, 82 percent of Western districts, 80 percent of
Centrai districts, and 72 percent of Northeastern districts.

Prosram For those programs offered. districts were asked to indicate whether they
g ; . "
enrollment could report enrollment information by student characteristics such as
information by race/ethnicity, sex, disability, and LEP status (table 4). More districic

said they could report enrollment information by sex than by the other

student .. classifications (figure 7). At those districts offering gifted and talented

characteristics -programs, for example, 94 percent said they were able to report
enrollment information by sex, 87 percent by race/ethnicity, 84 percent
by disability, and 82 percent by LEP siatus.

Figure 7. Percentage of pubiic school districts able to report
enroliment in various academic programs by student
classifications: United States, 1991-92

R Sex

B Race/ethnicity
[C] Disabitity
LEP status

94

100+ 97
90| B
801§

701 |

Percentage of districts

604 |

Advanced Honors ~  Magnet  Gifted and
placement program program talented

program program

NOTE: Percentages in these columns are based on districts that offer the program.

SOURCE: Fast Response Survey System, Office for Civil Rights Feasibility Survey. FRSS 39,
U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, 1992.

Data fOl' OCR asks districts to provide counts of students by five racial/ethnic
. categories: American Indian or Alaskan Native; Asian or Pacific

Spec1al Islander; Hispanic; black, not of Hispanic origin; and white, not of

Populations Hispanic origin. These categories are consistent with the federal

requirements issued by the Office of Management and Budget for
reporting race/ethnicity designations. No categories are offered for
biracial/bi-ethnic students.

&




Classification OCR was interested in determining how districts classify biracial/bi-

of biracial/bi- ethnic students on records for their own purposes. The FRSS Survey

ethnic students asked districts whether they classify them as a single race/ethnicity using
the five standard federal categories (or using more or fewer categories),®
separately as "biracial/oi-ethnic," or separately as "other." Districts were
given the option of specifying another method of classification or of
indicating that they do not have any biracial/bi-ethnic students (table 5).
Nearly three-fourths of districts classify their biracial/bi-ethnic students
as a single race (73 percent; figure 8).

Whether districts classify their biracial/bi-ethnic students as a single
race/ethnicity was related to enrollment size. Ninety-four percent of
large districts classified biracial/bi-ethnic students this way, compared to
82 percent of medium districts, and 69 percent of small districts.

Figure 8. Percentage of public school districts indicating the various
ways they classify their biracial/bi-ethnic students on
records for their own purposes: United States, 1991-92

Scparately as
Separately  “hiracial/
as "other™  pi.ethnic"
3% 2%

Classify as a
single race
73%

Other method
9%

/

No hiracial/
bi-ethnic students —_ I8
13% )

SOURCE:  Fast Res-onse Survey System. Office for Civil Rights Feasibility Survey, FRSS 39,
U.S. Department of Education. National Center for Education Statistics, 1992.

Of the slightly more than one-fourth of districts that did not classity
hiracial/bi-ethnic students as a single racc/ethnicity, about half of these
districts did not have any biracial/hi-ethnic students (49 percent), and
about one-third wrote in their own method (32 percent). Almost every
district that wrote in a response said that they did not classify their
students by racial/cthnic breakdowns at all for the district's own records.
Approximately one-fifth of the districts that did not classify their
biracial/bi-ethnic students ac a single race/ethnicity said they classified

SThe questionnatre ttem asked disincts whether they classified biracial/bi-ethmie students using the
five standard feueral categories; however, any response that indicated biracialfbi-ethmc students
were classified as a single racefethmcity was coded as a yes. regardless of the number of categones
employed.
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the students separately as "other” (11 percent)* or as "biracial/bi-ethnic"
(8 percent),*

Information on OCR has had a growing concern that the practices of some educational
children with institutions inhibit the provision of equal educational opportunities, thus
disabilities violating the civil rights statutes. Of particular concemn is the appropriate

identification by these institutions of homeless children with handicaps
who may need cnecial education, and of children with disabilities whose
mothers were alcohol dependent or used illegal dn - .2:"ing pregnancy.

The FRSS survey asked districts whether they could report information
on the number of children with disabilities who are homeless (tabie 6).
More than half the districts (58 percent) said they could report this
information (figure 9). Another 15 percent* indicated that they could do
so for some, but not all of the children with disabilities who are
homeless. The remaining 27 percent would be unable to report this
information.

Figure 9. Percentage of public school disizicts indicating whether
they couid report information on children with disabilities
(handicaps) who are homeless: United States, 1991-92

Yes
58%

Some,
but not all
15%

SOURCE:  Fast Response Survey System, Office for Civil Rights Feasibility Survey, FRSS 39,
U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, 1992.

20

*Standard error is greater than 10 percent of the estimate.
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The likelihood of being able (o report information on children with
disabilities who are homeless was greater for rural and suburban districts
and for smail districts (figare 10). In rural and suburban districts, for
example, 62 percent and 54 percent, respectively, could report this
information. In urban districts, only 31 percent could do so.

Figure 10. Percentage of public school districts that could report
information on children with disabilities (handicaps)
who are homeless, by district characteristics: United
States, 1991-92

100
90]

Percentage of districts

SOURCE: Fast Response Survey System, Office for Civil Rights Feasibility Survey, FRSS 39,
U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, 1992.
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Districts were also asked whether it would be possible for them to
identify the disabled children whose mothers were either alcohol
dependent or used illegal drugs during pregnancy (table 6). Five
percent* of districts said it would be possible to identify the disabled
children whose mothers were alcohol dependent during pregnancy; 19
percent said it would be possible for some, but not all of the students;
and 75 percent said it would not be possible (figure 11).

Four percent* of districts would be able to identify the disabled children
whose mothers used illegal drugs during their pregnancy; 18 percent*
could identify some, but not all of the students; and 79 percent could not
identify any,

There were no statistically significant differences across the various
types of districts in terms of their ability to identify students with
disabilities whose mothers used illegal drugs during their pregnancy.

Figure 11. Percentage of public school districts indicating whether
they could report information on children with
disabilities (handicaps) whose mothers were aicohol
dependent or used illegal drugs during their pregnancy:
United States, 1991-92

Yes Yes
% A% Some
Some, " .
y but not all ut not all

19% 18%
o

Mothers were alcohol Mothers used illegal
dependent during pregnancy drugs during pregnancy
NOTE: Percentages may not sum to 100 because of rounding.

SOURCE:  Fast Response Survey System, Office for Civil Rights Feasibility Survey, FRSS 39,
U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, 1992.

*Standard error is greater than 10 percent of the estimate.
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Information
Systems

Automated, inte-
grated student
record systems

OCR, in considering the possibility of collecting information on the
E&S Survey by automated means, was interested in determining the
extent to which districts have automated their own student record
systems. What kinds of information arec maintained on these systems?
Would districts prefer reporting data to OCR by automated means?
What types of assistance would be needed if districts were to do so?

Districts were asked if they have an automated student record system
that is integrated, i.c., can they link information from different sources on
an individual student (table 7). Thirty percent of districts currently have
in operation an automated, integrated student record system (figure 12).
Another 9 pereent plan to have one by the 1992-93 academic year. The
remaining 61 percent do not have an automated system.

Figure 12. Percentage of pubiic school districts indicating whether
they have an automated, integrated ctudent record
system: United States, 1991-92

System currently
operational
30%

No automated,
integrated system
61

System planned
for 1992-93
9%

SOURCE:  Fast Response Survey System, Office for Civil Rights Feasibility Survey, FRSS 39
U.S. Depanment of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, 1992.

Enrollment size and metropolitan status were two factors related to the
likelihood of districts having automated. integrated student record
systems. The following statistically significant differences in the
pereentages of districts with automated systems were found:

B Sixty-seven percent of urban districts versus 39 percent of suburban
districts versus 21 percent of rural districts; and

m  Seventy-five percent of farge districts versns 50 percent of medium
districts versus 22 percent of smali districts.
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Maintenance of
individual student
information

T'he FRSS survey asked districts how they currently maintain the
following types of individual student information: race/cthnicity, sex,
disability category, LEP status, instructional sctting for pregnant
students, participation in interscholastic athletic activitics, disciplinary
actions, and reason for disciplinary action (e.g, fighting, possession of
drugs). Districts could specify that they maintain the information on
automated systems, paper files, or partly on cach (table §).7

Certain types of information were more likely than others to be
maintained on automated systems (figure 13). For example, more
districts maintained data on sex of studerts on computers (39 percent)
than any other item.

Figure 13. Percentage of public school districts indicating that they
currently maintain various types of individual student
information on automated systems: United States, 1991-

92
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@ 50
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& 304
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g 2-
104
()
Sex Race/  Disability LEP status Disciplinary Reason Participation Instructional
cthnicity  (handicap) actions for ininter-  selting for
category disciplinary scholastic  pregnant
aclions athletic students
activities

SOURCE:  Fast Response Survey System, Office for Civil Rights Feasibility Survey, FRSS 39,
U.S. Depantment of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, 1992,

The types of information maintained on automated, intcgrated systems
varied by enrollment size and metropolitan locale (table 9). Large
districts were more likely than small districts to maintain each of the
various types of information on automated systems. For example, 69
percent of large districts and 20 percent of small districts maintained
disability categories on automated systems.

Ul districts indicated that information for all students was maintained on automated systems, their
response was marked “"automated systems,” even if the same information was also kept on paper
files. If information on only some of the students was maintained on automated systems, and
wformation on the rest of the students was kept on paper files, responses were marked "pant
automated, part paper files." If all information was kept only on paper files, the response was

marked "paper files."
24
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Preferred methods
of providing data

In terms of locale, urban districts were more likely than suburban
districts, and suburban districts were more likely than rural districts 1o
maintain the following items on automated. integrated systems:
race/ethnicity, sex, and disability category. Information on sex, for
instance, was maintained on automated systems by 72 percent of urban
districts, 51 percent of suburban districts, and 30 percent of rural
districts,

Greater proportions of urban districts than of suburban or rural districts
maintained the following items on automated, integrated systems:
instructional setting for pregnant students (34 percent of urban districts,
13 percent of suburban districts, and 7 percent of rural districts);
disciplinary actions; and reasons for disciplinary actions.

{CR has been considering alternative data collection methods for the
E&S Survey. Districts were asked how they would prefer to provide
data reported on the ED101 and ED102 forms. The chuices included
paper questionnaire, magnetic tape, IBM-compatible diskette, MAC
diskette, and Apple diskette (tablc 10). Districts could select more than
one preference (figure 14). Two-thirds of the districts (66 percent) chose
paper questionnaires as a method of preference.

Figure 14. Percentage of public school districts preferring various
methods of providing data currently reported on OCR
E&S Survey forms ED101 and ED102: United States,
1991-92

100+

Percentage of districts

13

6
0- T T : .
Paper IBM- MAC Apple Magnetic
questionnaire compatible  diskette diskette tape
diskette

SOURCE: Fast Response Survey System, Office for Civil Rights Feasibility Survey, FRSS 39,
U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, 1992,
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Assistance required
to report by
automated means

The preferred method of transmission varied by district size,
metropolitan status, and region. For example, small and medium
districts were more likely to select a paper questionnaire as a method of
preference (68 percent and 61 percent, respectively) than were large
districts (44 percent).

Large districts. on the other hand, were more likely to select magnetic
tape as a method of preference (35 percent) than were medium districts
(10 percent), and medium districts were more likely to do so than were
small districts (3 percent).

Districts were asked what types of assistance they would require in order
to be able to report E&S Survey data by automated means. Districts
could sclect more than one type of assistunce from the foHowing:
telephone hotline, written instructions, data editing specifications, and
computer file specifications (table i1).

When asked, about one-fourth of districts (26 percent) said that reporting
by automated means, even with assistance, would not be possible in the
foresceabie future. Of the remaining three-fourths of districts (74
percent) that would be able to report by autonrated means, more than half
would require each type of assistance. The type of help selected by the
most districts was written instructions, which was chosen by 66 percent.
Fifty-six percent of districts would want computer file specifications; 51
percent, a telephone hotline; and 51 percent, data cditing specifications
(figure 15).

Figure 15. Of those public school districts able te report by
automated means, percentage requiring various kinds of
assistance: United States, 1991-92

100
901
u 801
L
5 701
2
5 604
s
) 504
s 401
g
1) 30“
g
g 20
104
0- : L ”
Written Computer file  Telephone  Data editing
instruction  specifications hotline specifications
NOTE: Percentages are based on districts that said reporting by automated means 1s possible.

SOURCE:  Fast Response Survey System, Office for Civil Rights Feasibility Survey, FRSS 39,
U.S. Department of Education. National Center for Education Statistics, 1992,

16




Survey
Methodology
and Data

| Reliability

Sample selection

Response rates

Sampling and
nonsampling
errors

A stratified sample of 843 districts was drawn from the 1989-90 list of
public school districts compiled by the National Center for Education
Statistics (NCES). This file contains over 16,000 listings and is past of
the NCES Common Core of Data (CCD) School Universe. Local school
districts in outlying territories, as well as supervisory union
administrative centers, regional service agencies, and state- or federally
operated institutions providing services to special necds populations,
were excluded from the frame prior to sampling. With these exclusions,
the final sampling frame consisted of approximately 15,400 eligible
districts. The districts were stratified by size of district (in terms of total
enrollment), metropolitan status, and region. Districts were sampled at
rates that depended on the size and metropolitan status of the district.
These rates were obtained by initially allocating the sample to strata in
proportion to the aggregate square root of enrollment of the districts in
the stratum. and then adjusting the rates for the urban districts to increase
the sample size of these.

In late September 1991, questionnaires (see appendix B) were mailed to
superintendents of the 843 districts in the sample. Superintendents were
asked to have the questionnaire completed by the person most
knowledgeable about reporting civil rights information. Two of the
districts were found to be out of scope (because of closings), leaving 841
districts in the sample. Telephone followup of nonrespondents was
initiated in late October; data collection we< completed by the end of
November. For the eligible districts that received surveys, a response
rate of 96 percent (809 responding districts divided by the 841 districts in
the sample) was obtained (sce table A). Item nonresponse ranged from
0.0 percent to 2.0 percent.

The response data were weighted to produce national estimates. The
weights were designed to adjust for the variable probabilities of selection
and differential nonresponse. A final poststratification adjustment was
made so that the weighted district counts equaled the corresponding
CCD frame counts within cells defined by district size, metropolitan
status, and region. The findings in this report arc estimates based on the
sample sclected and, consequently, are subject to sampling variability.

The survey estimates are also subject to nonsampling errors that can arise
because of nonobservation (nonresponse or NONCOVErage) Crrors, CIrors
of reporting, and errors made in collection of the data. These crrors can
sometimes hias the data. Nonsampling errors may include such
problems as the differences in the respondents’ interpretation of the
meaning of the questions; memory cffects; misrecording of responses;
incorrect editing, coding, and data entry; differcnces related to the
particular time the survey was conducted; or errors in data preparation.
While general sampling theory can be used in part to determine how to
estimate the sampling variability of a statistic, nonsampling errors are not
casy to measure and, for measurement purposes, usually require that an
experiment be conducted as part of the data collection procedures or that
data external to the study be used.




Table A.  Number of public school districts in the study sample that responded,
by district characteristics: United States, 1991-92

|
District Qut Non- Respon-{Response
characteristic Sample | of scope |respondents| dents rate
Alldistricts . . . . . . . .. 843 2 32 809 0.96
Location of district
Urban, . . . . . . 164 0 4 160 0.98
Suburban . . . .. .. 0L 368 0 16 is2 0.96
Rural . . . . . .. .. . 311 2 12 297 0.95
Enrollment size
Lessthan 2500 . . . . . . .. 295 2 18 275 0.93
2500109999, . . ... ... 305 0 9 296 0.97
10000 ormore. . . . . .. .. 243 0 5 238 0.98
Region
Northeast . . . . . . . . ... 163 1 10 152 0.93
Central . . . . ... ... .. 246 1 12 233 0.95
Southeast . . . . . . ... .. 171 0 2 169 0.99
West. . ... ........ 263 0 8 255 0.97

NOTE: The response rate was calculated by subtracting the number of out-of-scope
districts from the number in the sample, and dividing that number into the
number of districts that responded. For example, the response rate for “all
districts” was computed as follows: 809/(843-2) = 0.96.

SOURCE: Fast Response Survey System. Office for Civil Rights Feasibility Survey,
FRSS 39. U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education
Statistics, 1992.

To minimize the potential for nonsampling errors, the questionnaire was
pretested with administrators like those who completed the survey.
During the design of the survey and the survey pretest, an effort was
made to check for consistency of interpretation of questions and to
eliminate ambiguous items. The questionnaire and instructions were
extensively reviewed by the National Center for Education Statistics, and
the Office for Civil Rights in the U.S. Department of Education. Manual
and machine editing of the questionnaires were conducted to check the
data for accuracy and consistency. Cases with missing or inconsistent
items were recontacted by telephone. Imputations for item nonresponse
were not implemented, as item nonresponse rates were less than 5
percent (for nearly all items, nonresponse rates were less than 1 percent).
Data were keyed with 100 percent verification.
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Variances

Background
information

The standard error is a measure of the variability of estimates due to
sampling. It indicates the variability of a sample estimate that would be
obtained from all possible samples of a given design and size. Standard
errors are used as a measure of the precision expected from a particular
sample. If all possible samples were surveyed under similar conditions,
intervals of 1.96 standard crrors below tc 1.96 standard errors above a
particular statistic would include the true population parameter being
estimated in about 95 percent of the samples. This is a 95 percent
confidence interval. For example. the estimated percentage of districts
that chose a paper questionnaire as one of their preferred methods for
providing data reported on the OCR Elementary and Secondary School
Civil Rights Survey is 66 percent. and the estimated standard error is2.3
percent. The 95 percent confidence interval for the statistic extends from
65 - (2.3 times 1.96) to 65 + (2.3 times 1.96), or from 61 to 70 percent.

Estimates of standard errors were computed using a technique known as
jackknife replication. As with any replication method, jackknife
replication involves constructing a number of subsamples (replicates)
from the full sample and computing the statistic of interest for each
replicate. The mean square error of the replicate estimates around the
full sample estimate provides an estimate of the variance of the statistic
(see Wolter, 1985, Chapter 4). To construct the replications, 30 stratified
subsamples of the full sample were created and then dropped one at a
time to define 30 jackknife replicates (see Wolter, 1985, page 183). A
proprietary computer program (WESV AR), available at Westat, Inc., was
used to calculate the estimates of standard errors. The software runs
under IBM/OS and VAX/VMS systems.

The survey was performed under contract with Westat, Inc., using the
Fast Response Survey System (FRSS). FRSS was established in 1975 by
NCES. It was designed to collect small amounts of issue-oriented data
quickly and with minimum burden on respondents. Over 40 surveys
have been conducted through FRSS. Recent FRSS reports (available
through the Government Printing Office) include the following:

@ Public School District Survey on Safe, Disciplined, and Drug-Free
Schools, E.D. TABS (NCES 92-008).

M Public School Principal Survey on Safe, Disciplined, and Drug-Free
Schools, E.D. TABS (NCES 92-007).

B Teacher Survey on Safe, Disciplined, and Drug-Free Schools, E.D.
TABS (NCES 91-091).

m College-Level Remedial Education in the Fall of 1989 (NCES 91-
191).

m  Scivices and Resources for Children in Public Libraries, 1988-89
(NCES 90-098).

B Use of Educational Research and Development Resources by Public
School Districts (NCES 90-084).
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Definitions

Common Core of Data Public Education Agency Universe — A data
tape containing 16,987 records, once for each public clementary and
secondary education agency in the 50 states, District of Columbia, and 5
outlying arcas, as reported to the National Center for Education Statistics
by the state education agencies for 1989-90. Records on this file contain
the state and federal identification numbers, name, address, and
telephone number of the agency, county name and FIPS code, agency
type code, student counts, graduates and other completers counts, and
other codes for selected characteristics of the agency.

Disciplinary actions — Corporal punishment, in-school suspensions,
out-of-school suspensions, and expulsions (definitions of these actions
were not provided on the questionnaire; interpretation was left to the
respondents who are familiar with these actions).

Metropolitan status

Urban — Primarily serves a central city of a Mctropolitan Statistical
Arca (MSA).

Suburban — Scrves an MSA, but not primarily its central city.
Rural — Docs not scrve an MSA.
Region

Northeast region — Connccticut, Delaware, District of Columbia,
Maine, Maryland, Massachusetts, New Hampshire, New Jersey, New
York, Pennsylvania, Rhode Island, and Vennont.

Central region — lllinois, Indiana, lTowa, Kansas, Michigan,
Minnesota, Missouri, Nebraska, North Dakota, Ohio, South Dakota,
and Wisconsin.

Southeast region — Alabama, Arkansas, Florida, Georgia,
Kentucky, Louisiana, Mississippi, North Carolina, South Carolina,
Tennessec, Virginia, and West Virginia.

West region — Alaska, Arizona, Califomia, Colorado, Hawaii,
Idaho, Montana, Nevada, New Mexico, Oklahoma, Oregon, Texas.
Utah, Washington, and Wyoming,.

Special academic programs — Magnet, gifted and talented, advanced
placement, and honors programs (definitions of these programs were not
provided on the guestionnaire; interpretation was left to the respondents
who are familiar with these programs).




Tables of Estimates and Standard Errors
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Table 1.---Number and percentage of public school districts in the study sample that responded and the
estimated number and percentage in the nation, by district characteristics: United States, 1991-92

Respondent sample National estimate*
District characteristic
Number Percent Number Percent

All diStricts . ooeeeerereririerreceiesens 809 100 15,300 100

Location of district
160 20 600 4
352 44 5,500 36
297 37 9,100 60
275 34 11,700 77
296 37 2,900 19
238 29 700 4

Region

NOTREASE ..o vevere et errerereesreseneeeneaenns 152 19 3,100 20
073113 -1 [NV 233 29 5,800 38
169 21 1,700 11
255 32 4,700 31

*Data presented in all tables are weighted to produce national estimates. See Survey Methodology and Data Reliability
section for more information on sampling procedures (page 17).

NOTE: Percentages may not sum to 100 and numbers may not sum to totals because of rounding.

SOURCE: Fast Response Survey System, Office for Civil Rights Feasibility Survey, FRSS 39, US. Department of
Education, National Center for Education Statistics, 1992.




Table 2. --Percentage of public school districts administering various disciplinary actions and percentage able to
provide information on these actions by various student classifications, by district characteristics:

United States, 1991-92

Able to provide information by student classifications!

District characteristic Action
administered
Student Race/ i Disability LEP
identifier | ethnicity Sex (handicap) status?
Corporal punishment
AL QISLTICES «.cveevee v eeereieennne 30 88 71 77 68 65
Location of district
UIDAN coovrrerececerereeseeenereeersserensreess 33 71 73 74 65 66
SUDUIDAN .o reeenne 22 9% 72 76 66 68
RUFAL..co e seseeeeencrennennnes 35 89 1 78 69 63
Enroliment size
Less than 2,500..........cccccoevvvrvnrenennne 28 91 72 78 69 68
2,500 t0 9,999....ccccc.. e 38 81 69 75 67 63
10,000 Or MOre......covvree. o+ everrerererenens 36 80 75 79 60 50
Region
Northeast 4 ¥ $ $ $ ¥
Central.......... 27 9% 70 75 67 55
Southeast 68 81 80 79 66 65
WESE..ovverererrrrenrrrencrerneerreeesssenssennens 38 90 69 78 70 68
In-school suspension
PN 6 TT0 o T £ 91 9% 75 84 75 71
Location of district
L8]457: ;[T 94 76 71 72 62 64
Suburban.....ccoeeecveveeccereereree e 89 91 70 82 75 70
RUFL o orrcvrcreenereceeeeeeeerenneennes 91 91 79 86 77 73
Enroliment size
Less than 2,500 89 91 76 85 77 75
2,500 t0 9,999...... 97 % 75 84 74 68
10,000 OF MOTE......coevvrvrrrererererereererees 94 77 69 72 56 51
Region
Northeast .....coeveveverenne. 88 93 68 88 75 73
Central....ceceoeeeeveceererereererenseeeeneees 89 88 78 84 80 72
SOUtREast........coereverrerreereereereserens 89 92 90 90 81 73
WESE cocveiveeereenrereeereerererernerssereesssssserenens 94 91 72 80 68 68

See footnotes at end of table.

26




Table 2. -- Percentage of public school districts administering various disciplinary actions and percentage able to
provide information on these actions by various student classifications, by district characteristics:
United States, 1991-92 -- Continued

Able to provide information by student classifications!

District characteristic Action
administercd
Student Race/ Disability LEP
identifier | ethnicity Sex (handicap) status?
Out-of-school suspension
AL diStriets ..o veevivcnincrireincniennnns 95 93 78 86 77 72
G4 86 81 82 69 74
94 94 it 83 75 69
95 92 82 89 79 75
Enrollment size
Less than 2,500 ......ccccvemeennrnrinesrsenens 93 93 79 87 79 76
2,500 0 9,999......covveeerrrrerernenerenserens 9 92 75 85 75 68
10,000 OF MOTE.....cvrereererrerrrenranenens 100 84 75 80 63 55
Region
NOTREASE c.vorverereereeererireeesaeeseeaenees 92 95 gt 89 76 70
Central...... 95 92 80 87 81 75
Southeast.. 9% 93 90 90 81 75
WESE ceererrirererntnecrenrecrnssesesssessssssssnes 95 93 75 83 n )|
Expulsion
F-N 10 FET3 o o SRR 290 95 80 88 80 76
Location of district
UIDAN ..o ssesesseresseressessenes 95 87 83 84 78 77
SUDUID AN ...vececeerrerereneersenrenrennes 87 94 73 85 77 74
Rural....ccovnerereeinneas 290 95 83 91 82 78
Enrollment size
Less than 2,500 ...cccceeerenrmrencerenseneens 88 95 80 89 81 80
2,500 £0 9,999 ......oorerererirrereneenenene 94 94 77 87 79 72
10,000 or MOre.....c.oceveeeevcrccciririnnns 94 86 T7 81 68 60
Region
NOTREASE cevevcrereererreeersereacesessesennes 80 97 70 91 79 73
Central.......rneinennnecesesns 89 93 82 89 83 80
SOULREASE ....cviiicrecirerececerecrrcrnrnanens 99 97 93 94 85 76
TWWESE ..coviririecninnecnrenenressessnsssssssssasans 93 94 77 84 74 74

1Percentages in these columns are based on districts that administer the disciplinary action.

2Some respondents indicated that their district does not have limited English proficiency (LEP) students and thus did net
answer this item. )

$Too few cases for a reliable estimate.

SOURCE: Fast Response Survey System, Office for Civil Rights Feasibility Survey, FRSS 39, U.S. Department of
Education, National Center for Education Statistics, 1992.
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Table 2a.--Standard errors of the percentage of public school districts administering vz ious disciplinary actions
and standard errors of the percentage able to provide information on these actions by various
student classifications, by district characteristics: United States, 1991-92

Able to provide information by student classifications

District characteristic Action
administered
Student Race/ Disability LEP
identifier | ethnicity Sex (handicap) status*
Corporal punishment
Al diStricts .oueeveervrercsnseierersnnne 1.7 23 37 31 4.1 5.1
Location of district
UIDAN ..o seeveeeeeas 11.7 438 35 42 43 6.6
SUDUIDAN .oovvrverericreneressereesereeseresnerens 23 45 6.7 70 6.4 8.1
RUral.......ootecrecececeveevenneneercnnenee 2.0 32 5.1 46 52 54
Enrollment size
Less than 2,500......c.ccvvencrnrncnnenns 2.1 3.0 48 40 55 83
2,500 60 9,999.....cconnreeeeeresnenene 25 36 6.1 56 41 52
10,000 OF MOTE.........ccoevrerrereneresneenes 21 34 37 3.6 36 42
Region
NOThEast ...ccc.cvcerereeresreenssnersnninnennes 1.3 k4 4 $ 4 $
Central.....coveenineernnnnsnesecssescsnesens 2.7 42 6.0 5.7 76 14.2
Southeast 52 5.6 55 54 6.9 8.0
WESE ccoecuerrrenereneaseesesneessenaesssesssessesens 5.0 36 74 6.9 74 7.4
In-school suspension
Al dISLHCES ..cooveveerrerrceesieenerens 2.1 13 1.7 13 18 18
Location of district
UTDAN oot eneecvasessesssesssensenees 22 19 23 2.9 31 33
Suburban.........ccveccniniinnenn 24 1.9 35 30 29 32
RULAL...oriec e eeneesens 28 18 23 1.8 2.6 25
Enrollment size
Less than 2,500.......cocvoveneenenennennne 27 1.6 22 16 23 23
2,500 10 9,999...... 1.1 18 19 28 22 3.0
10,000 OF MOTE.....c.cccovrrrmrrnrerrsnrerercsens 12 26 28 2.5 18 23
Region
INOTREASE ...ccveierereereneererensesinsesesneeres 30 2.7 54 3.0 38 50
Central........cocveveeenneerensreerennorenseens 33 25 16 2.0 19 54
Southeast eeteeresinrssssreseesssresassaeane 45 24 26 2.6 49 58
WESL .c.cevnevrecrnesinnereeaneeserneatesatensensesees 25 19 30 2.6 39 32

See footnotes at end of table.
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Table 2a.--Standard errors of the percentage of public school districts administering various disciplinary actions
and standard errors of the percentage able to provide information on these actions by various
student classifications, by district characteristics: United States, 1991-92 -- Continued

Able to provide information by student classifications

District characteristic Action
administered
Student Race/ Disability LEP
identifier | ethnicity Sex (handicap) status*
Out-of-school suspension
All diSLHCES cvoeeveeererneveeerereeeesenene 1.1 12 14 13 1.7 16
Location of district
UIDAN oo esaeeseeeenees 63 54 6.0 63 63 49
SUDUIDAN vttt seneeeees 19 1.5 2.6 26 28 2.8
RUAL. .ot erese s sveenens 16 21 19 1.8 22 22
Enrollment size
Less than 2,500 ....cccioennenneeenenee 14 15 i8 14 22 20
2,500 t0 9,999..... 0.6 19 2.1 33 2.5 34
10,000 or more - 20 2.6 25 18 28
Region
Northeast 28 24 44 3.0 39 52
Central 20 24 16 1.7 24 39
Southeast 19 36 37 37 4.6 55
WESE..cocrrrecrerereressnressasnssssssssesesesenenseens 20 19 36 28 36 32
Expulsion
All diSLHCLS coverrerrvererrerereeereeneee 1.7 13 1.7 13 19 1.6
Location of district
Urban .coeveecoreernreennns . 12 32 39 40 32 4.1
SUDUIDAN ..ccecveeecrecre e e seeas 26 16 27 2.8 2.5 2.8
Rural 2.1 16 2.1 1.5 2.6 21
Enrollment size
2.1 1.7 22 1.6 24 2.0
22 13 22 29 25 34
14 19 28 26 2.6 2.7
38 1.0 5.1 3.1 42 49
29 24 23 19 28 46
0.7 18 20 20 38 55
2.7 18 30 26 30 36

*Some respondents indicated that their district does not have limited English proficiency (LEP) students and thus did not
answer this item.

$Estimate of standard error is not reported because it is based on a statistic for which there were too few cases for a
reliable estimate.

—Estimates of standard error is not derived because it is based on a statistic estimated at 0 percent or at 100 percent.

SOURCE: Fast Response Survey System, Office for Civil Rights Feasibility Survey, FRSS 39, US. Department of
Education, National Center for Education Statistics, 1992.
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Table 3.--Percentage of public school districts indicating their ease in reporting the frequency (number of
times) each disciplinary action was taken and the unduplicated count of students disciplined, by
district characteristics: United States, 1991-92

Ease of reporting
District characteristic Frequency of action Unduplicated count of students
Very . Very | Unable| Very . Very | Unable
casy | Easy | Difficult! gicreunt | to report] casy Easy | Difficult| gigficult | to report
Corporal punishment
All diStricts .....ccoceceverennnnnee 38 28 17 16 1 30 19 29 21 1

Location of district

9] 557 | F 57 15 14 13 2 49 14 16 19 2

Suburban ... 37 23 20 19 26 24 30 19

Rural 37 30 16 15 1 31 18 29 21 1
BEnrollment size

Less than 2,500 .......cccoeueueeeee 43 28 15 13 1 34 18 29 18 1

2,500 10 9,999...ccniirirnrnnnccne 26 28 21 23 22 21 29 26 2

10,000 or more... 25 28 24 18 16 28 19 29
Region

Northeast $ $ $ $ $ $ 3 3 $ $

Central .......cceeeereenensessescnnnes 40 24 19 15 2 25 13 38 22 2

Southeast.......cceevnescrerennunns 31 16 29 23 2 22 17 29 30 2

West 40 40 7 13 (+) 40 27 18 14 1
In-school suspension

All diStricts......cocevceecreenees 45 26 19 8 1 38 22 25 13 2

Location of district

Urban.....ovnemensn 32 27 17 16 8 28 24 18 20 10

Suburban ... 4 24 21 9 1 34 24 28 12 2

Rural 46 27 18 8 1 42 20 24 14 1
Enrollment size

Less than 2,500 .......cccccceverreene 47 26 19 6 1 42 21 24 11 2

2,500 t0 9,999....c.covvevvurernnnnes 39 27 19 15 27 25 28 19

10,000 or more 28 24 26 17 6 18 23 25 24 10
Region

NOTHEASE ..o oo errernsnenerns 52 2 17 7 +) 36 27 21 14 2

Central .....ccceeenrennnscnsencnnnes 45 22 23 8 1 40 15 31 12 1

Southeast........cccceeernevcnencnennes 36 22 30 11 1 25 23 32 19 2

West 43 33 12 9 2 41 25 19 12 3
Sce footnotes at end of table.
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, Table 3.--Percentage of public school districts indicating their ease in reporting the frequency (number of
' times) each disciplinary action was taken, and the unduplicated count of students disciplined, by
district characteristics: United States, 1991-92 -- Continued

Ease of reporting
District characteristic Frequency of action Unduplicated count of students
Very . Very | Unable | Very - . Very | Unable
casy | Fasy | Difficult] girreuie | to report| easy Casy | Difficult] gigficult | to report
Out-of-school suspension
All diSUCS oecvvnecninrcirnnens 52 3 18 6 1 44 21 3 10 1

Location of district

Urban 49 27 13 10 1 42 24 17 15 2

Suburban ... 50 22 20 6 2 39 25 25 9 2

Rural 54 23 17 6 (+) 48 19 22 11
Enroliment size

Less than 2,500 c..eecvvcrenuncnnne 55 22 18 4 | 49 21 22 8 1

2,500 t0 9,999......cncinniriinneinn 45 26 16 12 1 33 23 27 17 1

10,000 or more 41 27 19 11 2 28 24 21 21
Region

NOItheast....cueuecesessecsnsmncnens 55 25 14 5 +) 42 27 17 12 1

Central... .. 50 22 21 6 1 43 19 29 8 1

YOI LT T 42 22 27 9 1 31 20 28 20 1

West 56 24 13 5 2 53 21 17 8 2
Expulsion

AlLIStHCES weverecaeeencinrens 67 16 12 4 1 61 13 16 8 2

Location of district 4

Urban 65 15 10 8 3 62 12 13 10

Suburban ....cecececnininnincins 65 16 13 4 3 58 16 17 6

Rural 68 16 11 4 1 63 12 16 9 1
Enroliment size

Less than 2,500 cou.eoecnruncnnee 69 14 12 3 1 64 11 16 7 2

2,500 to 9,999..c.cuinrincirnnrnns 62 21 10 7 1 52 20 16 1

10,000 or more 53 20 15 9 3 4 18 17 16
Region

Northeast 72 14 10 3 1 &4 11 13 10 2

Central .. 69 12 15 4 1 60 13 22 5 1

SOULheast ..o uuiumncrncisisssanes 58 16 21 4 1 48 14 22 15 1

West 66 22 5 5 3 66 15 9 7 3

NOTE: Percentages are based on districts that administer the disciplinary action. Percentages arc computed across each row, but may
not sum to 100 because of rounding.

(+)Lcss than 0.5 percent.

$ Too few cases for a reliable estimate.

SOURCE: Fast Response Survey System, Office for Civil Rights Feasibility Survey, FRSS 39, U.S. Department of Education, National
Center for Education Statistics, 1992.
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Table 3a.--Standard errors of the percentage of public school districts indicating their ease in reporting the
frequency (number of times) each disciplinary action was taken and the unduplicated count of
students disciplined, by district characteristics: United States, 1991-92

Ease of reporting
District characteristic Frequency of action Unduplicated count of students
Very . Very | Unable | Very . Very | Unable
casy Easy | Difficult] gifricult | to report| casy Easy | Difficult} giegicult | to report
Corporal punishment
All diStricts ...cosceenscnecenses 4.7 38 31 27 0.7 4.7 37 3.7 32 0.7
Location of district
Urban 19.3 84 6.7 64 14 16.6 8.2 3.9 8.8 14
Suburban .......ciesnneinninnes 70 53 5.7 6.9 04 6.4 55 6.7 6.7 0.3
Rural 55 55 34 31 1.0 5.8 52 5.0 44 1.0
Enroliment size
Less than 2,500 ........ccevueneune 63 5.2 40 33 0.8 6.5 5.1 4.9 4.1 0.8
2,500 0 9,999..cc.convumrunnirnunnenes 54 38 5.1 49 12 55 4.0 5.0 5.6 12
10,000 or more 44 39 37 29 2.1 35 53 45 4.1 2.0
Region
t t t t t $ t $ $ $
6.6 6.2 6.1 54 1.8 70 4.6 9.5 6.4 1.8
7.0 4.7 6.3 44 13 76 4.1 6.3 6.2 13
West 6.7 5.6 2.1 4.0 0.2 9.8 95 4.1 4.6 0.3
In-school suspension
All diStricts ..cceeeenereunecennes 25 2.6 1.7 - 1.1 0.5 29 22 1.8 1.2 0.6
Location of district
Urban 9.6 8.3 4.9 59 38 94 8.6 15 238 38
LITLITE ¢ F:1 S 34 34 29 20 11 28 30 32 19 12
Rural 40 3.9 19 18 0.7 50 31 24 24 0.7
Enroliment size
Less than 2,500 32 34 2.1 13 0.7 37 29 22 15 0.8
2,500 t0 9,999....cconiunnirenaniines 33 19 2.7 21 05 34 238 38 1.8 0.5
10,000 OF MOTL ...couvvevrenvuenensene 26 33 28 17 13 20 24 22 1.0 1.0
Region
43 3.9 4.1 18 0.2 6.1 54 3.6 38 1.0
44 3.9 32 24 1.1 64 37 5.6 29 1.1
5.7 3.6 4.8 27 0.9 6.1 © 33 54 44 0.9
West 5.1 5.0 23 22 13 38 4.1 27 2.6 13

Sce footnotes at end of table.
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Table 3a.--Standard errors of the percentage of public school districts indicating their ease in the frequency
(number of times) each disciplinary action was taken, and the unduplicated count of students
disciplined, by district characteristics: United States, 1991-92 -- Continued

Ease of reporting
District characteristic Frequency of action Unduplicated count of students
Very . Very | Unable ] Very . Very | Unable
casy | Basy | Difficult} gieeutt | to report| casy Easy | Difficult| gifricult | to report
Out-of-school suspension
All districts ...coeeeeveeenrnnannee 22 18 15 1.0 04 2.7 2.1 23 1.0 05
Location of district
Urban 28 43 27 2.6 0.6 2.1 6.3 48 1.7 0.9
RITLOITY o 51 s 36 29 31 14 1.1 31 28 3 15 1.2
Rural 32 2.7 1.8 15 0.3 4.7 2.8 29 18 04
Enrollment size
Less than 2,500 .....ccoevuvueennnee 28 22 19 1.2 05 35 2.7 28 12 0.6
2,500 t0 9,999..cccuimnreiiiirnerunene 34 24 25 1.9 0.6 34 2.9 37 21 0S
10,000 or more 30 24 20 14 1.2 2.1 33 20 20 2.0
Region
NOMheast. e ceecreresuasreseiions 51 4.1 39 1.7 0.2 6.0 56 37 34 1.0
(071173 ¢ | [ 37 29 27 1.7 05 5.7 37 47 19 05
RTsTTT1, LT T S . 6.1 3.9 44 23 0.8 55 4.0 46 42 0.8
West 48 4.6 3.0 18 1.2 38 45 3.2 21 1.2
Expulsion
All diStHCLS cevvenienenenerennne 23 19 1.6 09 05 31 24 1.8 09 0.6
Location of district
Usban 2.0 28 20 20 1.8 23 19 37 2.0 18
Subutban ..irirecninnines 40 21 27 13 13 4.2 2.7 32 14 14
Rural .irinscncsirenereene 39 33 20 15 04 53 33 23 1.7 04
29 25 21 12 0.7 4.1 31 22 1.1 0.7
31 13 22 13 0.6 26 22 33 2.0 0.6
2.7 29 16 1.3 18 3.0 28 3.2 18 21
Region
Northeast........cccouvevereicncvnnnenes 5.1 as 37 14 05 54 3s 36 36 12
Central ..ccececrvecceniennsnensnnannenes 4.0 33 27 15 05 5.1 37 37 1.6 05
SOUtheast . ..ccneeecevnirencnnnniens 59 28 49 15 0.8 6.0 27 4.9 4.4 08
West 43 4.1 1.3 19 15 52 48 21 26 15

$Estimate of standard crror is not reported because it is based on a statistic for which there were too fow cases for a
reliable estimate.

SOURCE: Fast Response Survey System, Office for Civil Rights Feasibility Survey, FRSS 39, U.S. Dcpartment of
Education, National Center for Education Statistics, 1992.
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Table 4.--Percentage of public school districts offering various academic programs and percentage able to
report enrollment in these programs by various student classifications, by district charact- ristics:
United States, 1991-92

Able to report enroliment information by student classifications!
. - Program
District characteristic available
Race/ Disability LEP
ethnicity Sex (handicap) status?
Magnet programs
All diStHCS ....ocvvvenicinrcereeneinenne 5 85 97 84 84
Location of district
Urban.......ccivnnns e 34 97 97 90 85
Suburban ... 7 85 97 80 86
RuUral ... 2 1 $ $ $
Enroliment size
Less than 2,500 ... ...cveoiinineenns 2 $ $ $ $
2,500t09,999 .............. 9 84 95 81 $
10,000 Or MOTE......cocvvrvvnne veerirerirarne 44 95 96 84 84
Region
Northeast........ccivceveearienrinmesinene 4 3 $ $ $
Central....... 5 72 100 81 88
Southcast ... 8 89 89 77 61
WESE .o 6 93 99 88 89
Gifted and talented programs
F-N1Ie 1114 o v S 81 87 94 84 82
Location of district
91 90 95 81 83
83 86 95 82 84
79 88 94 85 80
76 87 95 85 83
95 87 94 81 80
98 91 92 80 77
Region
Northeast ......covcoeivieiciiveeieieiieens 2 81 94 73 76
Central 80 84 94 84 81
Southeast 99 96 95 92 9
WESE .o 82 91 95 87 86
Scc footnotes at end of table.
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Table 4.--Percentage of public school districts offering various academic programs and percentage able to
report enrollment in these programs by various student classifications, by district characteristics:
United States, 1991-92 -- Continued

Able to report enrollment information by student classifications!
I . Program
District characteristic availabl
vatiable Race/ Disability LEP
ethnicity Sex (handicap) status?
Advanced Placement programs
Al diStTICES wecencencenciccrieneerinseenns 54 85 93 82 81
Location of district
74 85 94 78 82
57 83 93 79 81
51 87 93 84 81
Enroliment size
Less than 2,500 ....covviercmennieenenn 45 86 923 83 84
2,500 £0 9,999 ....ovriinrrrrnes s 82 84 93 81 78
10,000 OF MOTE ceevvrrvreecrcrimnecrrersarernne 92 90 92 80 78
Region
J 0] 13T T SN 57 81 95 74 79
Central........cceunvrnis 47 84 94 82 81
Southeast 89 91 92 89 79
| 49 87 91 82 84
Honors programs
All districts v, 53 87 92 82 81
Location of district
74 87 94 78 83
56 86 92 81 83
50 87 92 83 79
Enrollment size
Less than 2,500 ... 45 86 92 83 82
2,500 10 9,999 .o 80 87 93 81 80
10,000 OF MOIC....covuvrerienerirnnierierienns 83 90 91 80 79
Region
Northeast....... 57 85 95 78 79
Ceantral......... 44 85 92 81 78
Southeast... 74 89 90 87 78
WESE oot iecsesensesirssssrne s 53 88 91 84 85

Ipercentages in these columns arc bascd on districts that offer the program.

2Some respondents indicated that their district does not have limited English proficiency (LEP) students and thus did not
answer this item.

$ Too few cascs for a reliable cstimate.

SOURCE: Fast Response Survey System, Office for Civil Rights Feasibility Survey, FRSS 39, US. Department of
Education, National Center for Education Statistics, 1992.
~
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Table 4a.-- Standard errors of the percentage of public school districts offering various academic programs and
standard errors of the percentage able to report enrollment in these programs by various student
classifications, by district characteristics: United States, 1991-92

Able to report enrollment information ty student classifications
- .. Program
District characteristic available
Race/ Disability LEP
ethnicity Sex (handicap) status®
Magnet programs
All diStrictS c.ceeeceenvenrecesecenccrnnnens 0.7 48 11 4.7 36
Location of district
Urban.....eceenesenesennecnseesseneene 22 09 09 29 36
Suburban .......cveevenreenirncine 14 84 19 84 48
RUTA] ... ceneeeneeeneaenes 0.8 t t ¢ $
Enrollment size
Less than 2,500 ......c.covemeveeneeeceecnnnns 08 t t t t
2,500 10 9,999 ....covverrveeriinrnene . 1.6 5.8 29 5.8 4
10,000 or more........oooeeveemeeeereene 20 15 14 238 2.7
Region
Northeast 1.0 t t t t
Central ceveraeassaenerneaseneees 13 138 - 124 79
Southeast ........cccuveereereceecuneecnneenene 14 55 5.6 75 6.8
WESE oceereecmeeenessessenesenseseasasesesenssasens 1.5 54 0.7 59 63
Gifted and tzlented programs
Al diStTiCts ..o 14 1.6 11 14 26
Location of district
UIban.....c et seaseneeneeene 79 33 1.1 24 31
Saburban ... 28 1.9 1.0 2.6 29
Rural ...t 16 26 17 1.8 38
Enrollment size
Less than 2,500 ......cccccoevvrenerennernrenenes 18 21 14 19 38
2,500 to 9,999 .... 16 20 1.5 23 38
10,000 Or MOTE .....cvveererererercrrenenee 0.8 08 0.8 1.0 1.6
Region
438 38 20 6.1 6.7
21 36 18 29 38
0.7 14 15 18 36
43 24 19 28 31

See footnotes at end of table.
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Table 4a.--Standard errors of the percentage of public school districts offering various academic programs and
standard errors of the percentage able to report enrollment in these programs by various student
classifications, by district characteristics: United States, 1991-92 -- Continued

Able to report enrollment information by student classifications
- - Program
District characteristic availabl
¢ Race/ Disability LEP
cthnicity Sex (handicap) status*
Advanced Placement programs
23 15 15 18 27
53 43 1.1 30 35
37 2.0 23 31 39
22 26 1.9 25 31
Enrollment size
Less than 2,500 29 22 22 24 4.6
2,500 t0 9,999 ....... 17 19 16 34 34
10,000 or more 15 14 14 14 2.5
Region
Northeust 43 36 22 50 6.0
Central 33 48 2.7 38 5.5
Southeast 29 37 3.7 36 35
West 56 35 33 44 49
Honors programs
N1 T12 g T £, 2.6 19 17 19 26
Location of district
5.6 4.1 14 26 28
35 21 22 33 33
35 30 26 23 34
32 28 26 23 4.2
34 1.9 16 40 3.0
18 14 12 26 25
Region
NOTREAS cceev e recenrcireesineseenraenns 35 18 23 4.6 7.0
Central......... 39 43 33 4.6 6.1
Southeast. 63 44 44 43 4.0
WESL ..voevnrrecrrercescnsecsnmsssrssneesassssssesenens 41 29 29 33 39

*Some respondents indicated that their district does not have limited English proficiency (LEP) students and thus did not
answer this item.

1 Estimate of standard error is not reported because it is based on a statistic for which there were too few cases for a
reliable estimate.

—Estimates of standard error is not derived because it is based on a statistic estimated at 0 percent or at 100 percent.

SOURCE: Fast Response Survey System, Office for Civil Rights Feasibility Survey, FRSS 39, US. Decpartment of
Education, National Center for Education Statistics, 1992.

E KTC 37 4%




Table 5. --Percentage of public school districts indicating that they classify biracial /bi-ethnic students on records
for their own purposes in various ways, by district characteristics: United States, 1991-92

Classify using another method!
Classify as a
single race/ | Separately as Separately Other No biracial/
District characteristic ethnicity "biracial/ as meth0d2 bi-ethnic
bi-ethnic” “other” students
All diStHCtS ..coevveeeinrecnninerecnenaee 73 8 11 32 49
Location of district
Urban....ceceecinecninenne 88 3 £ t 3
Suburban ... 73 5 13 37 45
Rural......icreeceenceecnneeeneene 71 19 10 28 52
Enrollment size
Less than 2,500 69 8 9 31 52
2,500 to 9,999 ......... 82 4 28 37 3
10,000 or more 94 $ $ $ $
Region
Northeast........cccniisinciniuecesenraecne 67 1 10 37 52
Central ... 66 9 10 31 50
Southeast ........ccoevrreirnnnnns - 74 19 24 10 47
WESE oo senae s eseaeens 84 k4 £ k4 £

IPercentages in these columns are based on districts that do not classify biracial/bi-ethnic students as a single race/
ethnicity. Percentages may not sum to 100 because of rounding.

’The majority of respondents who selected "other method" indicated that they did not classify students by race/ethnicity.

$Too few cases for a reliable estimate.

SOURCE: Fast Response Survey System, Office for Civil Rights Feasibility Survey, FRSS 39, U.S. Department of
Education, National Center for Education Statistics, 1992.
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Table Sa.--Standard errors of the percentage of public school districts indicating that they classify biracial/bi-
ethnic students on records for their own purposes in various weys, by district characteristics: United
States, 1991-92

Classify using another method
Classify asa
single race/ | Separately as Separately Other No biracial/
District characteristic ethnicity “biracial/ as method bi-ethnic
bi-ethnic" "other" students
All diStricts .ovevveeemeereeneereniceveerenes - 26 2.7 28 32 39
Location of district
L0515 1 OO 83 £ £ £ £
Suburban ......ccevvirnreninecsencnnnnaas 42 26 4.6 7.5 5.6
RUTAL oot s 4.0 38 36 24 54
Enrollment size
Less than 2,500 34 3.0 31 35 44
2,500 £0 9,599 ..covverriiriinn it 22 3.0 78 9.5 72
10,000 or more 1.5 $ $ $ 3
Region
NOTtHEASE . ccccecveeerrrraiircemnssenssenisansianns 5.7 1.3 6.7 84 83
Central 4.1 36 36 4.6 58
SOULNEASE «.....vvvrcrccrreercernrnsasseseseens 55 126 8.7 4.6 134
WESE ceccvemritsenseeneernsesasssensannss 29 £ t £ £

$Estimate of standard error is not reported because it is based on a statistic for which there were too few cases for a
reliable estimate.

SOURCE: Fast Response Survey System, Office for Civil Rights Feasibility Survey, FRSS 39, U.S. Department of
Education, National Center for Education Statistics, 1992.
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Table 6. --Percentage of public schooi districts that provide information on special populations, by district
characteristics: United States, 1991-92

Students with Students whose mothers Students whose niother
disabilities who were alcohol dependent used illegal drugs
are homeless during their pregnancy during their pregnancy
District
characteristic Some, Some, Some,
but not but not but not
Yes all No Yes all No Yes all No
All dISEHCES ... 38 15 27 S 19 75 4 18 79
Location of district
31 26 43 (+) 12 87 (+) 12 88
54 17 29 3 20 77 3 18 79
62 13 25 7 19 74 S 18 78
Enrollment size
Lessthan 2,500 .......ooccvcvccniniienne 65 12 23 6 20 74 4 19 77
2,500t09,999......... w39 25 36 1 18 80 2 16 83
10,000 or more 17 28 56 1 12 87 1 12 87
Region
60 12 28 1 20 80 1 18 81
63 13 24 8 20 2 S 19 76
41 25 33 3 15 82 3 14 83
56 16 28 S 20 75 4 17 79

(+)Less than 0.5 percent.
NOTE: Percentages may not sum to 100 because of rounding,

SOURCE: Fast Response Survey System, Office for Civil Rights Feasibility Survey, FRSS 39, U.S. Department of
Education, National Center for Education Statistics, 1992.
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Table 6a.--Standard errors of the percentage of public school districts that provide information on special
populations, by district characteristics: United States, 1991-92

Students with Students whose mothers Students whose mother
disabilities who were alcohol dependent used illegal drugs
District are homeless during their pregnancy during their pregnancy
characteristic

Some, Some, Some,

but not but not but not
Yes all No Yes all No Yes all No
All diSLTICES vvvvreevevnrrnrreessisesasenene 20 19 1.5 1.1 1.5 19 0.9 1.6 19

Location of district

UTBaN....coiriinereneeirnesseneerssssesesssens 21 20 12 02 1.7 1.8 02 1.5 1.5

37 23 30 13 24 28 14 27 32
29 33 2.5 1.6 24 30 14 22 29

Enroliment size

Less than 2,500 2.6 24 1.9 14 18 24 11 1.9 23
2,500 to 9,999 ........ 2.5 19 20 0.7 24 25 1.0 2.6 3.0
10,000 or more 0.8 2.7 22 0.5 2.0 1.7 0.5 22 19
Region
Northeast......coeninicimnsisnnissisnenss 5.5 32 51 09 4.5 45 1.0 4.5 49
Central ... 24 24 22 2.0 24 29 1.7 24 30
SoUtheast .......cvveiirncsiinensiiinninns 58 5.1 49 31 40 5.0 31 3.7 48
WESE oo s 4.6 32 44 1.8 40 4.6 1.7 35 37

SOURCE: Fast Response Survey System, Office for Civil Rights Feasibility Survey, FRSS 39, US. Department of
Education, National Center for Education Statistics, 1992.
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Table 7. --Percentage of public school districts that have an automated, integrated student record system, by

district characteristics: United States, 1991-92

District Currently operational System planned No automated,
characteristic system for 1992-93 integrated system
AN JISHCES «.ovnereenceererrececcererennnns 30 9 61

Location of district

Urban.....ininininncecnnesenenes 67 9 24

Suburban . . 39 11 50

Rural......vcnceisneasece s 21 9 70
Enrollment size

Less than 2,500 ........ccoouvvininnnnns 22 9 69

2,500 0 9,999 ..o rrrircrrccrncnnmcrne 50 10 40

10,000 OF MOTE ... 75 9 16
Region

Northeast 31 9 59

Central.....cceecereencrncenens 25 9 66

Southeast 28 10 63

R 34 11 55

NOTE: Percentages are computed across each row, but may not sum to 100 because of rounding.

SOURCE: Fast Response Survey System, Office for Civil Rights Feasibility Survey, FRSS 39, U.S. Depariment of

Education, National Center for Education Statistics, 1992.
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Table 7a.--Standard errors of the percentage of public school districts that have an automated, integrated
student record system, by district characteristics: United States, 1991-92

District Currently operational System planned No automated,
characteristic system for 1992-93 integrated system
All dISLHCES co.ecevvncniecreecesecesans 18 13 22

Location of district

8} (271 USRI 79 0.5 79

Suburban ... 31 21 35

RUTAL ot 20 14 24
Enrollment size

Less than 2,500 .......ccccoecovivervemnencrienns 23 1.6 27

2,500 10 9,999 .....corvrrinnenennenenns 23 19 28

10,000 OF MOTE .....ocvvviiviririnciinineien 29 25 08
Region

INOITHEASE ... ceeccncrecnerneissinsisensrnnns 3.6 32 50

Central...... 35 21 33

Southeast 4.1 34 4.6

WESE ..conerenciecenermensenncmsimss s ssissnenns 38 3.0 51

SOURCE: Fast Response Survey System, Office for Civil Rights Feasibility Survey, FRSS 39, US. Department of
Education, National Center for Education Statistics, 1992.
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Table 8. --Percentage of public school districts indicating that they currently maintain varic 1s types of individual
student information on automated systems or paper files: United States, 1991-92

How information is maintained!

Type of information Automated Paper Part automated, Not
systems files part paper files maintained
Race/ethniCity ........cccconvvvivencrnnessennnn. 3 39 19 11
SCX st snnnre e 39 38 20 3
Disability (handicap) category.............. 27 46 21 7
Limited English proficiency statusZ..... 27 48 19 6
Instructional setting for pregnant
SEUAENLS .o ereeeerecerseenrnsrrsnses o 10 39 16 35
Participation in interscholastic
athletic ACVILES? ...ovvverererreesvrnenes 11 64 16 9
Disciplinary actions..........eeeeveeeeennens o0 12 67 17 4
Reason for disciplinary actions
(e.g., fighting, possession of drugs). 12 68 17 4

14f respondents indicated that information for all students was maintained on automated systems, only "automated systems”
was selected even if the same information was also kept on paper files. If information on only some of the students was
maintained on automated systems, and information on the rest of the students was kept on paper files, "part automated,
part paper files® was selected. If all information was kept only on paper files, "paper files" was selected.

2Some respondents indicated that their district does not have limited English proficiency (LEP) students, separate
instructional setting for pregnant students, or interscholastic activities, and thus did not answer these items.

NOTE: Percentages arc computed across e¢ach row, but may not sum to 100 because of rounding.

SOURCE: Fast Response Survey System, Office for Civil Rights Feasibility Survey, FRSS 39, U.S. Department of
Education, National Center for Education Statistics, 1992.
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Table 8a.--Standard errors of the percentage of public school districts indicating that they currently maintain
various types of individual student information on automated systems or paper files: United States,

1991-92
How information is maintained!
Type of information Automated Paper Part automated, Not
systems files part paper files maintained
Race /ethnicity .....ccovveisieiniiciicinccininenns 2.5 33 15 1.5
SEX ceeumrerireeceseeenenessesssessnsnne 2.7 34 13 0.6
Disability (handicap) category.............. 21 2.5 15 0.8
Limited English proficiency status?..... 24 2.7 2.5 1.4
Instructional setting for pregnant
SEUAENLSZ eeverreeennrrrsenne s sssnsssseos 18 31 19 2.6
Participation in interscholastic
AthlEtiC ACHVILIES? wovvvrvrresenerconsnsen 14 22 1.7 11
Disciplinary actions......cc.coeeceereienennne 14 27 1.7 1.1
Reason for disciplinary actions
(e.g., fighting, possession of drugs). 1.8 29 21 1.1

11f respondents indicated that information for all students was maintained on automated systems, only "automated systems”
was selected even if the same information was also kept on paper files. If information on only some of the students was
maintained on automated systems, and information on the rest of the students was kept on paper files, "part automated,
part paper files" was selectec. If all information was kept only on paper files, "paper files” was selected.

2Some respondents indicated that their district does not have limited English proficiency (LEP) students, separate
instructional setting for pregnant students, or interscholastic activities, and thus did not answer these items.

SOURCE: Fast Response Survey System, Office for Civil Rights Feasibility Survey, FRSS 39, U.S. Department of
Education, National Center for Education Statistics, 1992.
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Table 9.---Percentage of public school districts indicating that they currently maintain various types of
individual student information on automated systems, by district characteristics: United States,

1991-92
Type of information
District characteristic . )
Race/ Sex isability (handicap) | Limited English
ethnicity category proficiency status
ALl diStricts ......covveevieenncirecninenen 31 39 27 27
Location of district
" 72 54 50
40 51 34 29
AU 30 21 23
Enrollment size
Less than 2,500 ........ccovecncnencmcnnene 23 32 20 20
2,500 10 9,999 ... 52 59 45 37
10,000 Or MOTEC ...covvvvvevircirerneiereneneen 83 86 69 59
Region
29 42 20 : 19
26 35 27 2
39 41 35 AU
37 42 28 37
Type of information
District characteristic . .
Instructional Participation in Reason for
setting for interscholastic | Disciplinary actions disciplinary
pregnant students | athletic activities actions
1
All diStricts .......coevrnenenniennienns 10 11 12 12
Location of district
Uban ... ieiinnnnmnmncennecrnecerseees 34 19 24 AU
Suburban ... 13 11 11 1
Rural....cmnecn 7 10 12 12
Enrollment size
Less than 2,500 ............ 8 8 9 9
2,500 09,999 .....cccoeeon. 13 17 19 18
10,000 OF MOTE.....ooeieeiicie e ene 33 19 33 3
Region
Northeast ..o 7 6 10 8
Central........ 6 13 9 9
Southeast ... 10 11 20 20

SOURCE: Fast Response Survey System, Office for Civil Rights Feasibility Survey, FRSS 39, U.S. Department of
Education, National Center for Education Statistics, 1992.
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Table 9a.--Standard errors of the percentage of public school districts indicating that they currently maintain
various types of individual student information on automatcd systcms, by district characieristics:
United States, 1991-92

Type of information
District characteristic .
Race/ Sex isability (handicap) { Limited English
ethnicity category proficiency status
Al diStHICtS ooceniiicin i 25 2.7 21 24
Location of district
L85 (57 ¥ VO 38 3.8 21 9.1
Suburban ... 36 4.0 32 29
Rural .o 28 33 24 38
Enrollment size
Less than 2,500 ....ccooiiieeenieeiineniaes 3.2 34 2.7 34
2,500 t0 9,999 ....... 29 28 2.1 29
10,000 or more 20 1.4 23 1.8
Region
NOREast ....c... it sirinsiinns 42 4.8 3.0 52
Central ......ovvvieicneninn e 2.9 24 2.7 33
Southeast.......... 4.9 4.9 5.1 6.9
WESE et s 53 6.4 43 4.9

Type of information

District characteristic

Instructional Participation in Reason for
setting for interscholastic | Disciplinary actions disciplinary
pregnant students | athletic activitics actions
Al diStricts ..c.evevviiiniiniiiiinenes 18 14 15 1.8
Location of district
51 33 44 4.6
35 1.7 1.8 20
2.0 22 1.9 22
Enrollment size
Less than 2,500 .....ccvniivninninnine 23 18 18 22
2,500 10 9,999 ..ot e, 24 20 29 2.8
10,000 OF MOTE...voverrerreeerereie e rereanees 23 1.5 2.1 2.0
Region
NOrtheast ..oovieiiciiiiieccicnnes 25 16 28 27
24 2.5 23 23
30 39 4.0 4.0
52 3.0 3.9 4.5

SOURCE: Fast Response Survey Sgstem, Office for Civil Rights Feasibility Survey, FRSS 39, US. Department of
Education, National Center for Education Statistics, 1992.
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Table 10.-- Percentage of public school districts preferring various methods of providing data currently reported
on OCR E&S Survey forms ED101 and ED102, by district charactcristics: United States, 1991-92

District Paper Magnetic  {IBM-compatible MAC Apple
characteristic questionnaire tape diskette diskette diskette

66 6 18 15 13
49 29 42 10 2
65 8 i3 14 15
67 3 41 16 12
Enrollment size
Less than 2,500 ..., 68 3 36 16 15
2500109999 ... 61 10 44 13 7
10,000 or more 44 35 46 12 2
Region
NORREaSt oo 73 6 34 13 15
Central.....e oo 64 4 38 14 14
64 6 50 3 i1
64 7 37 21 9

NOTE: Pcrcentages do not sum to 100 becausc respondents could select more than one method.

SOURCE: Fast Response Survey System, Office for Civil Rights Feasibility Survey, FRSS 39, U.S. Department of
Education, National Center for Education Statistics, 1992.
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Table 10a. -- Stanc'ard errors of the percentage of public school districts preferring various methods of providing
data currently reported on OCR E&S Survey forms ED101 and ED102, by district characteristics:
United States, 1991-92

District Paper Magnetic  [IBM-compatible MAC Apple
characteristic questionnaire tape diskette diskette diskette
PN 5153 T S 23 0.8 23 18 1.5

Location of district

2.5 44 2¢ 1.8 1.0
31 13 44 24 24
2.5 1.0 21 2.7 21
Enrollment size
Less than 2,500 .....c.ccciivneninincnennns 3.0 0.9 28 23 20
2,500 t0 9,999 ..o 2.6 1.7 3.8 1.9 1.6
10,000 OF MOIC .ccocovvrrreinrininrnriceenes 2.8 b 34 12 0.7
Region
Northeast 55 20 52 3.2 4.0
Central ..o 33 1.1 24 2.5 1.8
Southcast 4.5 0.9 53 1.7 38
WWESE covieicviineenenerneesressessenessseesesessenns 5.0 1.8 4.1 43 31

SOURCE: Fast Responsc Survey System, Office for Civil Rights Feasibility Survey, FRSS 39, U.S. Department of
Education, National Center for Education Statistics, 1992.
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Table 11.--Percentage of public school districts requiring various kinds of assistance in order to report OCR
information on diskettes or other automated means, by district characteristics: United States,

1991-92
Reporting by Type of
L. automated means assistance desired*
District
characteristic ] Data Computer
Not |possible! Telephone Written editing file
possible hotline instructions specifications | specifications
AL diSEFICES ...ovcvcreverererenceienncennenns 26 74 51 66 51 56

Location of district

UrbaN e e ieeis et eerens .5 85 50 76 72 73

Suburban.. 26 74 52 (5 52 58

Rural .....ncnnniencrernreereenenes 27 73 50 63 48 ' 53
Enrollment size

Less than 2,500 ...ccceceeevenieneccnienenee 30 70 49 62 47 53

2,500 t0 9,999 ....... . 15 85 58 76 62 64

10,000 or more 9 91 56 78 73 79
Region

Northeast.. 35 65 48 56 46 50

Central...... 23 77 53 69 52 60

Southeast.. 14 86 61 79 59 64

WESE o reeseeesaresaseesenes 28 72 48 63 48 51

*Percentages in these columns are based on those districts that said reporting by automated means is possible. Percentages
do not sum to 100 because respondents could select more than one type of assistance.

SOURCE: Fast Response Survey System, Office for Civil Rights Feasibility Survey, FRSS 39, U.S. Department of
Education, National Center for Education Statistics, 1992.
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Table 11a. -- Standard errors of the percentage of public school districts requiring various kinds of assistance in
order to report OCR information on diskettes or other automated means, by district
characteristics: United States, 1991-92

Reporting by Type of
.. automated means assistance desired
District
characteristic | _ Data Computer
Not [possible] Telephone Written editing file
possible hotline instructions | specifications | specifications
Al diSEHCES vvoveveerrerrrerererersrererenne 1.7 1.7 2.0 26 2.0 1.8
Location of district
9.9 9.9 59 8.6 11.6 99
28 2.8 2.7 37 3.0 2.6
25 25 2.8 31 31 24
Enroliment size
Less than 2,500 .......coceeeveeeencincninns 2.1 2.1 25 33 2.4 22
2,500 to 9,999 20 2.0 2.6 29 36 25
10,000 OF MOTE....ccucvereeccrereriiciinnns 14 14 32 2.1 1.5 24
Region
Northeast 39 39 53 45 4.1 54
Central.... 2.5 2.5 3.0 35 29 32
Southeast 31 31 52 30 5.6 52
West 28 2.8 45 34 4.6 34

SOURCE: Fast Response Survey System, Office for Civil Rights Feasibility Survey, FRSS 39, US. Department of
Education, National Center for Education Statistics, 1992.
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Form Approved:
FALL 1990 Elementary and Secondary School Civil Rights Survey OMB N%P1870-0500

SCHOOL SYSTEM SUMMARY REPORT: ED101 Expiration 9/91

U.S. Department of Education, Office for Civil Rights
Washington, DC 20202-2516
Due February 28, 1991

REPORTING REQUIREMENT

This report is. raguiced by the 1.S. Department of Edpication pursuant to Tille Vi of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, Title | f the Education Amendmepts of 1972, and ynder Section 504
oP t?w ehabsulnaltluon Act%? 19?3. Secﬁon 100.6(b) oy ﬁ) %egpulau%ns { 4C¥R 00}, 1ssued to garry oﬁ{ the purpoz;'cs o 19|tle Vi ot the Cwil R?gms ct of 196;, prwig;‘s: "
Compliance Reperis, Each recipient shall keep such records and submit o the responsible Department official or his designea timsly, completg anu accurate campliance reports at such times,
and |’r’1 Suc lorng. and contamwn; guch mtormaugn. as tﬂa respons?bo partment 38.%?;| orf'nis geas%nn may determine to nocass;yry to e%ab?e him to ascengn nw'he?ﬁert e romapmnt as
complied or 1s complying with this regulation.
Public Raporting Burden. This collection of informatian is estimated to averags 7 hou r response, inciuding the time foy reviewing instructions, searching existing data squrces.
ggﬁherm ap‘\d "nagxmalnmq the data nee%}ed. and com;ﬂetqmg and revtewmolt 8 c&f ction tr)fljr’l?orm ?Ion. Seng ol ?nents re: arJln tnlsrlauurg astimafe of any o'her asr?ecta}) trﬂg s

|lectioh 0 rmation. mclgipmg suga\egt&ﬂg for Eaducmg this burden, to U.S5. D¢l

3
.10 the U.3. ftment 0 gducato tnformation Managemeant an. 5% mpliance Dvgo N
Washington, 202-4651; and to ¢ of Management and Budget, lgaperwon%wductllon roloct' 1%‘70—0500, ashington. 5&2 g o mston

GENERAL INSTRUCTIONS

« Please use a typewriter or print legibly in ink.

« Pupil membership should be reported as of October 1, 1980, or the nearest convenient date prior to December 14, 1990.

» If the answer for a given item is "none", enter 0" in the appropriate space. f a particular item is not applicable in your case, enter "N /A",

« Copies of this ED101 form and alt ED102 forms for the district must be retained in the district office for two years from the due date (until February 28, 1993}.

DEFINITION

$THOOL For the purpose of this report, a school is a division of the school system consisting of elementary and/or secondary {or equivalent) students, comgrising one
or more grade groups or other identifiable grzups, organized as one unit with one or more teachers to give instruction of a defined type, and housed in a schoo! plant

of one or more buildings. More than one sctiool may be housed in one school plant, as is the case when the elementary and secondary schools are housed in the same
plant. Count only units administered by a principal or equivalent.

INSTRUCTIONS FOR COMPLETING FORM ED101
Questions 1,2,3. Seif-explanatory.

Question 4. COURT ORDER STATUS. |f you are uncertain as to whether or not your schoot is currently subject to a Federal or State court order requiring your
sysfem fo develop or implement a plan for desegregation, you should contact the Clerk of the appropriate Federal or State court to obtain this information.

Question 5. SPECIAL EDUCATION. For the purposes of this survey, a special education pupil is (a) a student whose residence is within the geographic area served by
Tne schoot System, (b) who is within the age group served Dy the school system, and (c) who has one or more of the following handicapping conditions: educable
mental retardation: trainable mental retardation; hearing impairment; visual impairment; speech impairment; orthopedic impairment; other heaith impairments sucn as
limited strength, - itality or alertness due to a heart condition, tuberculosis, rheumatic fever, etc.; serious emotional disturbance and/or a specific learning disability.
Exclude chitdren who are socially maladjusted or gifted/talented. Report on the basis of what is known to the school system at the time of reporting. Do not include
on ths EN101 children who are residents of other schoot districts, even if they are being served by your district.

a. How many children are awaiting initial evaluation? Number of pupils who have been referrad for evailiation (to determine if they require special education) for
the first time and who have not yet been evaluated. This number is exclusive of those regorted in b. below; it does not include children being re-evaiuated.

b. How many children have been identified as needing special education services? Number of children who have been evaluated as needing any type of special
education program, either full-time or part-time. This number should inciude both pupils who were identified as needing, and are currently receiving special
education services (reported in 5¢c. and 5d. below), as well as those who were awaiting placement at the time of reporting.

c. How many children are placed in special education programs in this district? include only those children who were identified in b. above. Combine the children
being served on full-time and part-time bases. Include all children in the district who are presently enrolled in special education, whether they were evaluated
in the past or for the first time this school year. Report only the resident special education students of this school district, i.e., data reported here should
represent the aggregate of the data reported on the Individual School Report (ED102), question 7, column 1, row m. (all special education students served at schcol
sites whether or not they are rasidents of this district), minus row n. (ali special education students served at schoo! sites who are not resigents of this districty.

d. How many children are piaced in special education programs In a nondistrict facllity? Number of children evaluated as requiring speclal education and receiving
special education services in a facillty net operated by this schoo! sysiem. Combine children being served on full-time and part-time bases.

CERTIFICATION After you have reviewed the data submitted on the ED101 form and on the ED102 forms to be attached for each school, please Siga «he certification
and enter the telephone number to ba used in the event that questions arise regarding this report.

A

!

2]
lv

.}

L

6

Q  Ferm EONOY INSTRUCTIONS FOR COMPLETING ED104

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

i)

BEST £62Y AVA!

*_L




Falt 1990 Elementary and Secondary Schoo! Civil Rights Survey Form Approved:

SCHOOL SYSTEM SUMMARY REPDRT: EL 101 OMB No. 1870-0500
Expiration 9/91

Due February 28, 1991

1 NAME OF SCHOOL SYSTEM

2. ADDRESS
Street or P.0. Box

County

City/Post QOffice State Zip

3. SCHOOLS Total number of schools in this system. For each school, attach a completed Form ED102.

|

4. COURT ORDER STATUS Is this schoal system currently subject to a Federai 25 State court order requiring it to develop or implement a plan
for pupil desegregation?

5. SPECIAL EDUCATION Please refer to the instruction sheet.
a. How many children are awaiting nitial evaluation?

F
o

O
w(

w
2
-3
Y

b. How many children have been identified as requiring special education?

¢. How many children are receiving special education in this district?

d. How many children are receiving special education in a nondistrict facility?

UL

CERTIFICATION I certify that the information given on this form and on the attached ED102 fcrms is true and correct to my knowledge and belief. (A willfully faise
statement is punishable by law {U.S. Code. Title 18. Section 1001}.)

Signature of Superintendent or Authorized Agent Titie (Area Code) Telephone No. Date Signed
£
b2
Form ED101 ORIGINAL -Return to Otfice for Civi! Rights (LEGAL)
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form Approved;
FALL 1990 Elementary and Secondary Schoo! Civil Rights Survey OMB Ng;.)'1870-0500

INDIVIDUAL SCHOOL REPORT: ED102 Expiration 9/91

U.S. Department of Education, Office for Civil Rights
Washington, DG 20202-2516
Due February 28, 1991

REPORTING REQUIREMENT
This report 15 required by the .S, Depanment of Education pursuant to Title Vi of the Civil Rights Act of , Title 1X of the Education Amendments of 1972,
op the [gehabxlna(llmn Ac%} 19%. Section 100.6(b) OP E% %eé’ulauons { 4C£!§ 103). 1ssued to t?arry out ma‘ gg?pos'es of Toitla ‘3I otutcﬁelc?wal ngngeﬁc? gf 196742 3%‘3.333.” Section 504

Compliance Reports. Each recipient s?all keep such records and submit to the re{?mgsibl?“ge artment offical or nis dasig‘pee timely, complete and accurate compljance reports at such times.

and In such form. and containing such information, as the responsible Department o | or 8signee may determing to be necessary to anable him to ascertain whather the recipient has
complied or 1s complying with this regulation.

Public Aeporting Burden. This collecfior of information is astimated to averaq 7 hours per res?onse including the time for reviewing instructions, searching existing datg sources,
8athermg gpd mainiaining the data needed. and compleling and reviewing the c% ection of 1n ormﬁl n, Send comments regarding this burde%esuma(e or any other aspect of tnis

ollectio intormation, including suggestigns for reducing this burden, 1o the U.S. Department ot fducation, Information Managemen; and Compliance Dwision,
Washington, 0.C. 20202-4651: ar?d log ] O‘iﬂce of Manaqgmem and §udgat. Paperworﬁ@leduc(‘wn roject 1%'70-0500. as| lngl%n. D.é. 20503. Pl !

GENERAL INSTRUCTIONS
This form is to be completed for each individual schoal in the district.
» Please use a typewriter or print legibly in ink.
Pupil membership should be reported as of October 1, 1990, or the nearest convenient date prior to Degember 14, 1990.

It the answer for a given item is “none". or if ail elements of a matrix are "0", enter "0* in the appropriate space or in the tctal column only (in the case of a
matrix). If an item is not applicable, enter *N/A" (not applicable) in the appropriate space or in the total column only {in the case of a matrix).

A copy of this form must be retained at the district office for two years from the due date tuntil February 28, 1993).

DEFINITIONS

SCHDOL For the purpose of this report, a school is a division of the school system consisting of elementary and/or secondary (or equivalent) students, ccmprising one
or more grade groups or other identifiable groups. organized as one unit with one or more teachers to give instruction of a defined type. and housed in a school plant

of one or more buildings. More than one school may be housed in one school plant, as is the case when the elementary and secondary schools are housed in the same
plant. Count only units administered by a principal or equivalent.

RACIAL/ETHRIC CATEGORIES Racial/ethnic designations, as used by the U.S. Department of Education, Office for Civil Rights, do NOT denote scientific definitions

of anthropological origins. For the purposes of this report, a pupil may be included in the group lo which he or she appears to belong. identifies with, or is regarded

in the communily as belonging to. However. no person should be counted in more than one raciallethnic category. The manner of collecting the racial/ethnic infonmation
is left to the discretion of the institution provided that the system which is established results in reasonably accurate data.

--American Indian or Alaskan Native: A person having origins in any of the original oeoples of North America and who maintains cultural identification through tribal
affiliation or community recegnition.

--Asian or Pacific Islander: A person having origins in-any of the original peoples of the Far East, Southeast Asia, the Pacific Islands, or the Indian subcontinent. This
area includes, for example, China, India, Japan, Korea, the Philippine !slands, and Samoa.

--Hispanic: A person of Mexican, Puerto Rican, Cuban, Central or South American, or other Spanish culture or origin--regardless of race.
--Black (Not of Hispanic Origin): A person having origins in any of the Black racial groups of Africa.
--White (Not of Hispanic Origin): A person having origins in any of the original peoples of Europe, North Africa, or the Middle East.

PROGRAMS FOR THE GIFTED OR TALENTED Those programs designed for pupils who by virtue of outstanding abilities are capable of high performance and who
require differentiated educational programs and/or services beyond those normally provided by the regular school program. Such pupils include those with
demonstrated achievement and/or potential ability in any of the following areas singly or it combination: (1) general intellectual ability. (2) specific academic aptitude,
{3) creative or productive thinking, (4) leadership ability, (5) visual or performing arts, (6) psychomotor abilities.

HANOICAPPED PUPILS (STUDENTS, CHILDREN) and SPECIAL EDUCATION PUPILS For purposes of this report the terms are synonymous. A special education

pupil is one with one or more of the handicapping conditions defined below and who has been evaluated as requiring special educational services because of this
{these) condition(s).

HANDICAPPING CONDITIONS The tollowing definitions are to be used in preparing this report:

—Educable mentally retarded (or handicapped)-—-a coridition of mental retardation which includes pupils who are educable in the academic, social, and occupational
areas even though moderate supervision may be necessary.

--Trainable mentally retarded (or handicapped)--a condition of mental retardation which includes pupils who are capable of only very imited meaningful achievement
in the traditional basic academic skills but who are capable of profiting from programs ot training in self-care and simple job or vocational skills.

--Hard of hearing--a hearing impairment, whether permanent or fluctuating, which adversely affects a child's educational performance but which is not included
under the definition of “deaf" in this section.

--Deaf--a hearing impairment which is so severe that the child is impaired in processing linguistic information through hearing, wlth or withcut amplificaticn . which
adversely affects educational performance.

--Speech impaired--a communication disorder, such as stuttering, impaired articulation, a language impairment, or a voice impairment, which adversely affects a
child’s educational performance.

--Visually handicapped~-a visual impairment which, even with correction, adversely affects a child's educational performance. The term includes hoth sartizily <egir;
and blind children.

--Seriously emotionally disturbed--a condition exhibiting one or more of the following characteristics over a long period of time and to a markad degree, which
adversely affects educational performance: an inability to leam which cannot be explained by intellectual, sensory, or heaith factors; ar inabitity to build or maintain
satisfactory interpersonal relationships with peers and teachers; inappropriate types of behavior or feelings under normal circumstances; a general pervasive mood of
unhappiness or depression; or a tendency to develop physical symptoms or fears assoclated with personal o schoo! problems. The term includes children who are
schizophrenic.

--Orthopedicaliy impaired--a severe orthopedic impairment which adversely affects a child’s educctional performance. The term includes impairments capsed by
congenital anomaly (e.g., clubfoot, absence of some member, etc.), impairments caused by disease (e.q., poliomyelitis, bone tuberculosis, etc.), and impairments

Q from other causes (e.g., cerebral palsy, amputations, and fractures or bums which cause contractures). R ~
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=-Other health Impaired-~limited strength, vitality, or alertness, due to chronic or acute heaith prohlems such as a heart condition, tuberculosis, theumatic fever,
naghritis, asthma, sickle celi anemia, hemophilia, epilepsy, lead poisoning, le..kemia, autism, or diabetes, which adversely affects a child's educational
performance.

--Specific leaming disability--a disorder in ona or more of the basic psychological processes involved in understanding or in using language, spoken or written,
which may manitest itself in an imperfect ability to listen, think, speak, read, write, speli, or to do mathematical calculations. The terrn irciudas such conditions as
perceptual handicaps, brain injury, minimal brain dysfunction, dyslexia, and developmental aphasia. The term does not include children who have learning problems
which are primarily the result of visual, hearing, or motor handicaps, of mental retardation, or of environmental, cultural or economic dizadvantage.

--Deaf-blind--concomitant hearing and visual impairments, the combination of which causes such severe communication and other devslogmental and edncational
problems that deaf-blind students cannot be accommodated in special education programs solely for deaf or blind children.

--Multihandicapped--concomitant impairments (such as mentally retarded-blind, mentally retarded-orthopedically impaired, etc.), the combination of which causes
such severe edycational problems that multihandicapped students cannot be accommodated in special éducation programs solely for ¢ of the impairments. The
term does not include deaf-blind children. For the purposes of this report, this category should include those pupils who are severel; ¢ profoundly mentally retarded.

SPECIAL EDUCATION PROGRAMS Special education programs are those designed to meet the needs of children with one or more ot the nandicapping conditions above.

INSTRUGTIONS FOR COMPLETING FORM ED102
Questions 1 through 3. Self-explanatory.

Question 4. GRADES OFFERED. In the boxes provided, check all grades offered in this school. Please note: The second box is to b checked by schools that gifer only
special education classes.

Question 5. PUPIL STATISTICS. Comptete the chart for racial and ethnic categories and, where indicated, for ma'es and femules. Refer to the definitions above of
racial and ethnic categories. Leave no blanks; where the answer is none, enter "0".

a. Pupils in Membership. The total number of pupifs in membership on or about October 1, 1990, for each racial and &tznic category and for maies and females.
In each box report total membership--not percentages, average daily attendance, average daily membership, or yezr-2rt enrollment. Count each pupil as one,
including any who attend less than a full day, such as kindergarteners.

b. Pupils in Need of Language Assistance Programs. Enter in b(1) the number of national origin minority pupiie who are $0 limited 'n their English proficiency that
they cannot effectively or equally participate in the school's regular instruction program. Enter in b(2) the nuinber of pupils repor .3 in b(1), who are enrotled n
a program of language assistance (L.e., English-as-a-Second-|.anguage, High Intensity Language Training, or a nili~jual education program). Do not count
pupils enrolled in a class to learn a language other than English.

c. Pupils in Programs for the Gified or Talented. The number of pupils enrolled in programs for the gifted or talrtiat Count pupils once regarcless of the number
of programs in which they are enrolled.

d. Pupils Who Received Corporal Punishment. The number of pupils who received corporal punishment duri:-4 .; 1583-90 school year. Corperal Sunishment is
the infliction of physical punishment to the body of a student by a school employee for disciplinary reasons  <aunt pupils once regaraless of the number of
times they were punished.

e. Pupils Suspended. The number of pupils who were suspended from this school for at least one day durin: the *989-90 schoul year. Suspensior 15 the
temporary exclusion of a student from schoot for disciplinary reasons for one full school day or longer. Ca.s-. nupils once regardless of the number of imes
they were suspended. Do not include in-school suspensions. .

Question 6. PUPIL ASSIGNMENT. This question is to be completed by all schools that offer any two elementary gr3des hetween and including one thicughsix . Sefect
The Towest of those grades that your school offers and the highest. Do not include kindergarten. For example, if ;eur scnool offers K-12, select grades one and six for
the chart. If your school offers 1-5, select grades one and five.

Question 7. SPECIAL EDUCATION PRDGRAMS. Please read the definitions of the handicapping conditlons on tit? fire} page of this instr: ction sheet. Do not complete
darkened areas. Include on the ED102 all pupils who receive special education services at this school, regardless. ! whether or not they reside in this district.

« Count pupils participating In special education programs operated at thls school only. Include those puplls wix @ceive special education services in :heir reqular
classrooms as well as those who receive such services in spocial clagsrooms.

« If any child participates In two or more programs, include him or her in the one program in which he or sh# spends the most time. Examnpla: John Doe spends 10
hours per week in a program for the educable mentally retarded and 6 hours per week in a program for the srthopedically impaired: he wauld be reported in the line (a)
for the educable mentally retarded, since he spends most of his time in that program.

= /ncolumn 1, enter in each row the total number of pupils participating in each program. for rows a. through I, In row m., enter the totai of rows a. through 1.
In row n., enter the number of pupils who are receiving special education services at this schocl but da nit reside In this school district. These non-resident pupils
(a subset of row m.) should not be included in the total number of resident pupils reported as receiving sz4tial education services on the School System Summary
Report (ED101), question 5c.

= [n columns 2 through 6, enter the number of pupils in each racial/ethnic category in rows a., b., e, §, dua |. (racialethnic data is nat needed for the other rows). For
each row in which data must be entered, the entries In columns 2 through 6 must sum to the entry i coumn 1.

= [ncolumns 7 and 8, enter the number of male and female puplils in the special educatlon programs defined in rows a., b., €., g., and ;. For each of these programs,
the sum of columns 7 and 8 must equal the entry In column 1.

« [ncolumn 9, enter for the programs defined in rows a., b., 8., ¢., and |., the number of pupils who have also been Identified In item Sb{1} as pupils In need of Language
Assistance Frograms. Any such pupils will already have been counted in columns 2 through 8.

« [ncolumns 10 and 11, enter the number of students who spend only a portlon of the day in speclal education in cofumn 10 and thase who spend a full schoo) day
in special education in column 11. The sum of columns 10 and 11, for each row, must equal the total in column 1.

Question 8. SELECTED COURSE ENROLLMENT. Complete the chart for pupils enrolled In ali-male classes, all-femalg classes, and for ai22 and females in mixed
classes in (a) home economics, (b) indust:ial arts. and (c) physical education.

« Enter the number enrolled in grades 7 through 9. For example, if this schooi serves grades 6-7-8, include only those pupils in graces 7 and 8. In (a). include
occupational home €conormics.

Questlon 9. HIGH SCHOOL GRADUATES. Complete the ctiart for those who received a regular high school diploma during the 1989-940 s«tiool year. A high school
diploma, Tor purposes of thls question, is a diploma granted upon the successful completion of a prescribed secondary program of szudies. This includes, where
required as a prerequisite, the successful completion of & minimum competency test.

« This question is not to be answered by elementary schools, middle schools, or junior high schools.

« Do not include those who received other than a high school diploma, such as those who received a special diploma, a certificaie of attendance, or a certificate of
completion.

Please check the completeness and accuracy of each item reported.  Errors or omissions may require a refiling of this form.
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SCHOOL SYSTEM
SCHOOL NAME

SECTION 11-TO BE COMPLETED BY-ALL SCHOOLS OFFERING ANY SPECIAL EDUCATION PROGRAM

7. SPECIAL ERUCATION PROGRAMS if thes school offers &ny spacial sducation programs, the tabie below must be completed. 1f no speczal aduEAtION Programs ars offered. check this
box D mouwms«:mul.mmmummm(Wlmammmmwmmwmamxm.

1| 2 K s | s | 7 8 s | w |

PUPILS PARTICIPATING iN SPECIAL EDUCATION

BY RACIAUETHNIC CATEGORY BY SEX LINITED
Amancan Asian spanc Grgen OR NON- PART ALl
Specal TOTAL | indian or or Hispan Nox o H To Toal | ENGLISH |  TIME TIME
Education Alaskan Pacific hack Whits Mais Femais | SPEAXING
Programs Nitwe Isiander

(a) Educabie Mentally
Retarcied

(b) Trunabie Mentatly
Retarded

(c) Harg of Haanng

(d) Deat

() Speech |mpaired

(f) Visually Handicapped

(9) Senousty Emotionally
Dsturded

(M) Orthopehcally Impared

1) Other Health imoaired

(i) Specrfic Learning
Drsabitty

(k) Deaf-Bind
(1) Muitinandicanoed

(m) Total of Lines (a)
thwough (1) 3

(n) Tots! Non-resident Theie pupils should NOt be ncluded In the total aumber of puRils fepOred 2 recesng spacial
Pupils af this School aducation services on the School Systam Revert (ED101), auestion 5c.

SECTION 1ii-TO BE COMPLETED BY SCHOOLS GFFERING ANY BRADE 7-12

* This section nesd not be compisted by schoois whose hiohest grade offered is 6 oc below.
o ! this school 15 totally or partially ungraced. this sachion-should be complated i any secondary-level courses a ) ofered.

0. SELECTED COURSE ENROLLMENT Pisase read the mstructions on the mstruction shest of ting form. Enter the number of pupis in appropniate baxes.

4
~q
o

4
X

NUNBER OF PUPILS ENROLLED IN: TOTAL
Al-Mal Al-Femnale Mixed Clasaes ENROLLMENT
Cinsoss Clanses Maie Femais
4 Home Economcs Courses - Grades 7 through 9
b. Industrisl Arts Courses - Srades 7 thwough 9
c. Pysical ‘ducation Courses - Grades 7 theough S
§. NIGH SCHOOL SRADUATES  Reler to the instructions on the instruction shest of this jorm. Coiumas 7 and 8
. Columns 1 through 5 must squal column § must equal column &
1 2 3 o | 5 s 7 ]
Not of Hspanic Ongm
wowxon | ‘o
Total Total
HISPANIC TQTAL
ALASKAN PACIFC MALE FEMALE
NATIVE BLACK WHITE
{Persons Recenang Kigh Schocd Dsiomas] | | | | 11 11 1 |

Plasse check the accurscy and compisteness of sach item reponted.  Er70rS O OMESSIONS May requsre & refiling of this form.

CENTIFICATION | cortily that the infermation given abowe is true and cemect i the best of my nowiedge and beiiel. (A williully faise Stutement is punishabie by law {U.S. Code,
Titie 10, Section 1001}.)

Signature of Princapal or Autherized Agent Tite (Areu Code) Telaphene Numbwr Date Sugned
BRIGINAL~-Retars to 000es for Cioll Righis (LESAL)

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:




Fall 1990 Elementary and Secondary School Civil Rights Survey form Approved:
INDIVIDUAL SCHOOL REPORT: ED102 OMB No. 1870-0500
Due February 28, 1991 Expiration 9/91
- e = s x e o= oo SECTION |~-TO-BE COMPLETED BY-ALL SCHOOLS
1. SCHOOL SYSTEM NAME
2. SCHOOL NAME
3. SCHDOL ADDRESS
Street or P. 0. Box
City/Post Office County State Zip

4. GRADES OFFERED
. 11 this schoot 1$ totally ungrad=g. check here C .
.11 this school off 15 onty special scucation. chack here O .
. It this schoot 13 partially or totally Oraced. cneck the graces offersd in tive boxes below:

DDDDDDDDDDDDDD
T8 9

Pre-K X 1 2 3 4 6 10 " 12
5. PUPIL STATISTICS Betore you Degin. Disase review the defindions and :nstructions on the Instruction sheet of thus form, Columns 7 and 8
Columns 1 through 5 must euail colwmn 6 must squal coiumn 6

1 2 3 4 5 s 7 [ ]
AMERICAN ASIAN L L = TOTAL
INDIAN OR OR Tota! Total
ALASKAN paciic | MSPANIC | gacx WHITE MALE FEMALE

NATIVE ISLANDER

Pupils 1n Membership

B{1) Pupds n Nm Language

b{2) Pupils Enroiled in Language

Assistance Programs

4

Pupils n Programs for the Gifted or Talented

d

Pupils Who Rece'ved Corporal Pumvshment

BEST CEPY AVAILAPY

| {unduphcated covnt)
Pup#s Suspenced (unduplicaied count)
6. PUHLASSLEN‘FNT Comunmnmnnmnnarm fof nstructions. Thuubhutobomn&md!wallﬂ«mm:yumy—mdun-&uldm schoohtﬂuoﬂ«awmof
o0 i NOT 10 be [
mwdwrnnus 'n .?*)m Compisie the tabis for classrooms n mmmmmmtomdmuw counted (grades

If two graces ars combined m one classroom. coumt tmmmzwmmwunmm mmmd udents raciabet calagory proper
column. Fof each repolted ciassroom, mmnm be compieted: when thers ars no SINGHNS enier " n oach howe  the

For additional clasass, duphcate chart on separate ~ urudmm.hmwmmmtuaﬁmmdmmwwtoMNmﬁmum.

1 2 3 4 5 6 { 7
Teacher's AMERICAN ASIAN
inais INDIAN OR | OR Not of Hetpame Ong
Grade HISPAKIC
or 1D ALASKAN PACIFIC BLACK WHITE
Number NATIVE ISLANDER

- e ~sapgopm

L
- If there are mere than lan classss. chack hart [ and attach compistad chari(s).

Form ED102 .
OMGINAL —Naturn te mz(i)w Cowil Mightz (LESAL) R 6
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U.S. DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION FORM APPROVED:
NATIONAL CENTER FOR EDUCATION STATISTICS OM.B. No.: 1850-0663
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20208-5651 EXPIRATION DATE: 5/92

OFFICE FOR CIVIL RIGHTS FEASIBILITY SURVEY

FAST RESPONSE SURVEY SYSTEM

This survey is authorized by law (20 U.S.C. 1221¢-1). While you are not required to respond, your cooperation is needed to
make the results of this survey comprehensive, accurate, and timely.

Background and Purpose of the Study

The Officc for Civil Rights (OCR) is charged with ensuring compliance with civil rights laws prohibiting discrimination in
federally assisted cducation programs on the basis of race (Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964), handicap (Section 504 of the
Rehabilitation Act of 1973), sex (Title 1X of the Education Amendments of 1972), and age (Age Discrimination Act of 1975).

OCR conducts the Elementary and Secondary School Civil Rights Survey, commonly called the E&S Survey, to provide OCR’s
regional offices with current data regarding compliance with civil rights laws. The E&S Survey is conducted on a biennial basis
and revisions to the forms (ED101 and 102) for 1992 and 1994 are currently under consideration.

The purpose of this FRSS Civil Rights Feasibility Survey is to inform the E&S Survey revisiou process by examining the
availability of:

= information for new items being considered for the 1994 E&S Survey, and

" information systems nccessary to implement alternative data collection methods for the 1992 E&S Survey.

If you have any questions, plcasc call survey manager Wendy Mansficld at Westat’s toll-free number (800) 937-8281, or Judi
Carpenter, the NCES Project Officer for FRSS, at (202) 219-1333.

AFFIX LABEL HERE

IF ABOVE INFORMATION IS INCORRECT, PLEASE UPDATE DIRECTLY ON LABEL.

Namc of Person Completing This Form: Telephone Number:

Title /position:
RETURN COMPLETED FORM TO WESTAT, INC,, 1650 RESEARCH BOULEVARD, ROCKVILLE, MD 20850.

Public reporting burden for this collection of information is estimated Lo average 30 minutcs per response, including the time for
reviewing instructions, scarching exisling data sources, gathering and maintaining the data nceded, and completing and revicwing
the collection of information. $crd comments rcgarding this burden cstimate or any other aspect of this collection of
information, including suggestions {r reducing this burden, to the U.S. Department of Education, Information Management and
Compliance Division, Washington, D.C. 20202-4651; and to the Office of Management and Budget, Paperwork Reduction
Project 1850-0663, Washington, D.C. 20503,

)
: I{ICES Form No. 2379-39, 9/91 “hé

A ruiToxt provided by ER




Information Systems

1. Docs your district have an automated student record system that is integrated, i.c., can information from different sources
on an individual student be linked?
Yes, currently operational............oonnee..... 1
Planned for 1992-93............ovveeeeenn, 2
NO e 3
2. Docs your district currently maintain the following types of individual student information on automated systems, on
paper files, or not at all? If your district does not have limited English proficiency (LEP) students, separate instructional
setting for pregnant students, or interscholastic athletic activities, circle 5.
Automated Paper Part automated, Not at Not
systems files  part paper files ail applicable
a. Race/ethnicity........ccovvueeiveeereesoeieeee oo 1 2 3 4 -
D SEXemiire et ceereesenenese s 1 2 3 4 -
c. Disability (handicap) category......ccooeooeceemmrrenn.. 1 2 3 4 -
d. Limited English proficiency status ...........o.coonovonn...... 1 2 3 4 5
¢. Instructional setting for pregnant students................. 1 2 3 4 5
f. Participation in interscholastic athletic activitics....... 1 2 3 4 5
g. Disciplinary actions c......co..ooeeeeeeveeeveeere oo 1 2 3 4 -
h. Reason for disciplinary actions (c.g., fighting,
pOssession Of drugs) .........ovceeeneernerssseoeeees e 1 2 3 4 -
3. If given the option, how would your district prefer to provide data currently reported on OCR E&S Survey forms ED101
9
and ED1027 YES NO VES NO
a. Paper questionnaire .......................... 1 2 d. MAC diSKCHC oo 1 2
b. Magnetic tape.....oo..uveeeveeeereneeeeeenen. 1 2 €. Apple diskette .o, 1 2
c. IBM-compatible diskette................... 1 2 f. Other (specify)_ 1 2
4. In order to report OCR information on diskettes or other automated mcans, what kind(s) of assistance would your
- .o
district require? YES NO VES NO
a. Telephone hotline..................o........... 1 2 e. Other (specify)
b. Writtcn instructions............cc.cmeeen.... 1 2 1 2
c. Data editing specifications................. 1 2 f. Reporling by automated means not
d. Computer file specifications.............. 1 2 possible in forcsecable future................... 1 2
HE Special Academic Programs
5. Which of the following academic programs arc availablc in your district?
YES NO YES NO
a. Magnet programs ....................... R 1 2 d. Honors programs............oceomeeen... 1 2
b. Gifted and talented programs.......... 1 2 e. None (If none, skip to Q7)............ 1 2
c. Advanced Placement programs (AP) 1 2
6. For each program available in your district, please indicate whether your district can rcport cnrollment by the following

student characteristics.

A B. Gifted and C. Advanced D.
Magnist talented Placement Honors
programs programs programs progranis
YES NO YES NO YES NO YES NO
a. Enrollment by race/cthuicity.......ooovovvvovronninns 1 2 1 2 1 2 1 2
b. Enrollment by SeX......cvnvvincrvirinmmninreessss s 1 2 1 2 1 2 1 2
¢. Enrollment by disability (handicap)................... 1 2 1 2 1 2 1 2
d. Limited English proficient student corollment.... i 2 1 2 1 2 1 P/

If no LEP students, check here and skip Q6d. []

(@3}
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I, School Discipline Data

7. Circle the number describing your district’s disciplinary actions.
Corpural In-school Out-ol-school
punishment suspension suspension Expulsion
YES NO YES NO YES NO YES NO

a. Docs your district administer
cach action? ..o 1 2 1 2 1 2 1 2
If NO, skip Q7b and Q7c¢ for that action.

b. Can your district readily provide student
discipline information by:

1. Student name: or individual

Hentifier o, 1 2 1 2 1 2 1 2
2. Race/ethnicity..oeeiccicnncncines 1 2 1 2 1 2 1 2
3. Scx.. 1 2 1 2 1 2 1 2
4, DL."lblllly (hdndlcap) ....................... 1 2 1 2 1 2 1 2
5. Limited English proficicncy status 1 2 1 2 1 2 1 2

If no LEP students, check here und skip Q7b5. (]

c. How easy or difficult is it for your district to report the frequency (number of times) cach disciplinary action was take:
(Column A) and the unduplicated count of students disciplined (Column B)?

A. Frequency of action B. Undupiicated count of students

VERY UNABLE VERY  UNABLE
VERY DIFHL T0 VFRY DIFF1- TO

EASY CULT  REPORT EASY CULT  RFPURT
1. Corporal purishment ....... 1 2 3 4 5 1 2 3 4 S
2. In-school suspension ........ 1 2 3 4 5 1 2 3 4 5
3. Out-of-school suspension 1 2 3 4 b 1 2 3 4 5
4. Expulsion ... 1 2 3 4 5 1 2 3 4 5

d. Docs your district administer any other disciplinary action?

| €1 T 1 (specify)

IV.  Data For Special Populations

8a. Do you classily your biracial/bi-cthnic students on records for your district's purposes using onc of the 5 standard
fcderal categorics: white, not of Hispanic origin; black, not of Hispanic origin; Asian or Pavific Islander; American Indian
or Alaskan Native; Hispanic?

YCS i, 1
NO (e 2
8b. I NO, how do you classify them? (Circle only one)
Scparately as "biracial /bi-cLhnit™ ... et 1
Separately a5 "OLRCT" oo e 2
No biracial/bi-cthnic students .o .3
Another method (specify) . 4
YES  SOME,BUT  NO
NOT ALL
9. Can your district report information on the number of children with disabilitics (handicaps)
WHO @PC HOMCICEST ittt criinincnnmi et siriee st csmre s sas st cbr bttt st s bbbt et bbb 1 2 3
10, Is it possible to ideatily the disabled (handicapped) children enrolled in your distria
whose mothers were alcohol dependent during their pregnancy?.. i, 1 2 }
1 Isit possible to identily the disubled (handicapped) children enrolled in your district
[ KC hose mothers used illegal drugs during their pregnancy? e, 1 2 3
65
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