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ing a response rate of 58 per ent.
Table 1 presents the rankin for
the most common problems. T Ie 2
presents the rankings for the ost
serious problems.

In descending order, the five
most common discipline prob ems
were: disruptive behavior, t rdi-
ness, defiance of authority, pro lem
behaviors on the bus, and figh ing.
With the. exception of tardi ess,
these problems all reflect phy ical
and/or verbal aggression.

The second ranking indica e
five most serious problems ere:
fighting, disruptive behavior, efi-
ance of authority, problem be av-
iors on the bus, and use of dru s or
alcohol at school.

The most common problems en-
erally were also rated as the ost
serious ones. The two excep 'ons
were tardiness and use of drug and
alcohol at school. Tardiness, s ond
in terms of being most common, was
not rank"ed among the five ost
serious problems. Use of drugs and
alcohol at school, while not ra ed
among the five most common rob-
lems, was ranked fifth amon the
most serious problems.

Discussion of the Results
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in Georgia. Therators 
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and then to rank theserious 
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I of 292 administrators
i to the survey, represent-
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Given the e

tion focused on drug and alcoho
problems in adolescence, it is inter
esting to note that the use of drug
or alcohol was not ranked am on
the most common discipline prob
lems in secondary schools. Whil
not denying the importance of sub
stance abuse problems, it woul
appear that school administrator
view a number of other disciplin
problems as both more common an
more serious.

All 27 possible discipline prob
lems were examined relative to
demographic variables included i
the survey. A substantially greate
percentage of assistant principals
viewed use of drugs or alcohol as
serious; 36 percent for assistant
principals and 15.7 percent for prin-
cipals. In many schools, assistant
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Table 1
Respondents' t tanking of the Discipline Problems: Most Common

1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.
7.
8.
9.

10.
11.

12.
13.
14.
15.

Disruptiv4
Tardines~

Defiance

Problem

Fighting

Truancy
Cutting cl

Dress co!

Use of pr

Unsanctic

Use of sr

Theft of

Sleeping
Cheatinq

Vandalisr

~ behavior 16.
17.
18.5
18.5

of authority

behaviors on bus

mutual aggression)
20.5
20.5
22.5

22.5

25.5

25.5

25.5
25.5

Assaults on other students

Use of drugs or alcohol at :school

Threats with a weapon

Vandalism of private property at
school
Sexual molestation

Carrying a weapon

Overt sexual behavior between
students

Selling drugs or alcohol at school

Exposing self

Theft of school property

Assaults against school personnel

Possession of pornography

asses:1e 

violations

ofanity in class)ned 

smoking at class10keless 

tobacco productslrivate 

property

In class

on tests or assignmentsn 

of school property



118 NASSP Bulletin/Malrch 1992

princi D
daily co"

principa
More

truancy
the maJ
females
was fou
about c~

percent
as a SE

percent
.r'robJ

conside]
two sm~

percent
tively. ']
the low
the sch(

populat
this gro

bus behavior as a serious prob em. It
is most likely that less densel popu-
lated areas require busing st dents
over longer distances th n do
densely populated school dis ricts;
thus, total time spent on t e bus
may be a factor accounting r the
greater concern about beha or on
buses in less populated comm .ties.

Defiance of authority wa most
often ranked as a serious pr blem
in schoois in the second sm nest
population category (2,500 ,999).
A total of 72.4 percent f the
respondents from this popu ation
category ranked defiance as seri-
ous concern. With one exce tion,
respondents from the rem ining
population categories selecte defi-
ance as a serious problem n more
than 30-50 percent of the tim , pos-

als 

may have more directtltact 
with the problem thanlS.

males than females rated
as a concern-38 percent of.es 

and 23.4 percent of the
The opposite relationshipnd 

with respect to concernlrrying 
a weapon, with 27.7

of the females ranking this~rious 
problem and 18.1

of the males.lem 
behavior on buses was.ed 

a serious problem by the
illest school systems-56.4
and 44.8 percent, respec-'his 

sharply contrasts with
ranking for bus problems in)ols 

from the largest school
ion category (250,000+). Inup, 

only 24.3 percent rated
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Ranking of the Discipline Problems: Most Serious
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Vandalism of schoo,l prope

Dress code violations

Threats with a weapon

Sleeping in class

Cheating on tests or assig ments

Vandalism of private prop rty at
school
Theft of school property

Sexual molestation

Overt sexual behavior hetw n stu-
dents

Assaults against school pe onnel

Possession of pomography

Exposing self
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119 Research Brief

sibly becausl
is less accept
lated areas.

Twenty-n
respondentl
other studem
The next
assaults as
in suburba
occurred onl,
in urban schl
of profanity
ranged from
urban schol

reporting pIproblem.

Schools,
greater min
indicated tha
was more oft
(61.6% verSlli

~ tolerance of defiance;able 
in sparsely popu-

ine 

percent of urban
ranked assaults ons 
as a serious problem.

tlighest ranking of
serious problem was[l 

schools, and this
about half as often as)ols 
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most frequently

ofanity as a common

of most school administrators.
Therefore, most administrator

probably need support both throug
training in behavioral managemen
and in the effective use of such pr
cedures as in-school suspensio
(Center and McKittrick, 1987)
Institutions of higher education als
need to address this apparent train
ing deficiency in their preparatio
programs for Rr1mini~trators.

Families and the communit
need to provide greater support t
schools by inculcating positiv
behaviors such as ~e1f-control, an
values such as respect for the righ
of others. Equally important i
early intervention for these prob
lems prior to a student's entranc
into secondary school, by whic
time they may have become chronic

~ith 

50 percent or
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t defiance of authority;en 

a serious problem
49.1%).
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