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ABSTRACT

A STUDY TO DETERMINE THE RESPONSIBILITIES,
TRAINING, AND TIME INVOLVEMENT OF
TRAFFIC SAFETY EDUCATION WORKERS
IN SELECTED MICHIGAN SCHOOLS

by

Nevil L. Moore

Statement of the Problem

In the past few years there have been various
studies carried out to determine the status of driver
education in Michigan schools. There has not, however,
been a study to determine the status of traffic safety
education workers in Michigan schools.

The purpose of thls study was to determine the
status of traffic safety education workers in Michigan
grade, Jjunior high, and high schools. More specifically
the study was concerned with three sallient factors
relating to traffic safety education workers: time
involvement, responsibilities held, and training.

Description of the Methods,
Technique, and Data Used

For the purpose of this study a traffic safety
education worker was defined as being any person who

may be involved, either ful. or part time, at the
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administrative, supervisory or operational level whose
activities influence the field of traffic accident
prevention. The following persons were designated as
traffic safety education workers: school board members,
superintendents of schools, high school principals, high
school teachers, driver education teachers, heads of
driver education, heads of school bus operations, heads

of safety education, Junilor high school principals,

Junior high school teachers, elementary school principals,
elementary school teachers, and school bus drivers.

A . populatlion of 732 Michigan high schools was
defined as the population of interest. These schools
included public, parochial, and private schools. A
sample of 120 high schools was selected to provide the
data.

The first step i1n conductling interviews in a
school was to lnterview the principél of the designated
high school. The next step was to obtain the names of
the other traffic safety education workers.

The principal provided the names of the superin-
tendent of schools, head of safety education, head of
driver educatlon, and the head of school bus operations.
A list of tﬁe high schocl teachers, driver education
teachers, and members of the board of education was
provided by the high school principal and one person

from each group was selected through random selection

procedures.
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The junior high school and the elementary school
were selected from a list provided by the high school
principal. Thils list was made up of Junior high schools
and elementary schools that sent 50 per cent of their
students into the designated high school. The junior
high school and the elementary school were chosen through
random selection procedures.

The Junior high school principal and the elementary
school principal, as part of their interview, furnished
a list of the teachers 1n thelr respective schools. These
teachers, one junior high and one elementary, were chosen
by random selection procedures.

The bus driver was also chosen through random
selection procedures from a 1list provided by the head
of school bus operations.

Questionnaires were developed and professional
interviewers were used to gather the data. No more
than four attempts were made to contact the inter-
viewees. Interviews were conducted only in those
schools that willingly participated. Of the 120 high
schools chosen for the study, only three saw fit, for
reasons unique to each school, not to participate in

the study.

The Major Findings

The specific areas covered under the term

"responsibilities held" were varied and many in number.
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Because of this, an attempt to present a summary as
such, was 1mpractical.

Respondents, for the most part, 1lndicated that
the trainlng they had for the responsibillities held
in traffic safety education was not great.

With the exception of the heads of safety edu-
catlion, heads of driver education, and driver
education teachers, the majority of traffic safety
education workers devoted less than one per cent of
thelr time to traffic safety education activities.

In addition, it may be stated that data
indicated a lack of communication within the

hierarchy of the school system.
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CHAPTER I

THE PROBLEM

Statement of the Problem

In the past few years studles have been conducted
to determine the status of driver education in Michlgan
schools. There has, however, been a lack of studies to
determine the status of traffic safety education workers
in Michigan schools.

The National Safety Councill states that in 1968
motor vehicle accidents were the leading cause of death
for persons. in the age groupling of one through twenty-
four years. The age grouping of flve through twenty-
four years of age showed a fatality rate of 29.0 per
100,000 population.® In 1967, 811 Michigan residents
in the age grouping of five through twenty-four dled
as a result of motor vehlcle accidents.2 This 1s a rate
of 26.5 per 100,000 population based on 1965 population
3

estimates.

INational Safety Council, Accident Facts (1969 ed.;
Chicago: National Safety Council, 1969), p. 8.

2Michigan Department of Public Health, Michigan
Health Statistics (1967 ed.; Lansing: Michigan Department
of Public Health), p. 15.

3Michigan Department of Public Health, Michigan
Health Statistics Department. Computation by Ruth Dennis,

Apri1 28, 1969.

1



If the youth of today are to be spared the death,
disfigurement, and personal angulsh that has, in the past,
accompanied the use of motor vehicles then traffic safety
education must become an integral part of the school
curriculum. Aaron and Strasser make the following comment:

Learning 1s the foundatiocon of traffic accldent
prevention. In nurturing attitudes, knowledge, and
skills, positive changes in behavior occur. Thus
education becomesuan indispensable part of all
highway activity.

"Policies and Practices for Driver and Trafiic Safety
Education", a publlication of the Fourth MNational Conference
on Driver Education, states the following:

Results of research and more ‘than 30 years of
experience show that formal courses in driver and
traffic safety educatlion help beginning as well as
experienced motor vehicle operators. Almed toward
improving driver performance and developling better
traffic ciltizens, driver and traffic safety education
is a foundation upon ghich to build a generatlion of
responsible citizens.

Furthermore, "driver and traffic safety education,
when properly taught, provides students with insights,
understandings, and appreciations that help them solve

problems of public concern."6

”James E. Aaron, and Marland K. Strasser, Driver
and Traffic Safety Education (Mew York: The Macmillan
Company, 1966), p. 20.

SNational Commission on Safety Education, Policies
and Practices for Driver and Traffic Safety Education
(Washington: National Education Assoclation, 196%4),

p. 1.
6Ibid.




The question to be answered then 1s: What 1s the
status of the traffic safety education worker in Michigan
schools and what kinds of traffic safety education programs
exist in Michigan schools today? It is with this question

and its ramifications that this study 1s concerned.

Importance of the Study

In 1966, the Highway Traffic Safety Center at
Michigan State Unlversity initiated the Traffic Workers
Training Needs Study. The study was designed to determine
the status of all traffic safety workers 1ln the state of
Michigan. Areas of involvement were: police, government,
engineering, courts, motor vehicle administration, fleet
transportation, publle information, and education.

Phase I of the Traffic Workers Training Needs Study
was concerned with determining who the traffic safety
workers were, what percentage of thelr time was involved
in traffic safety education and what training they had
that would assist them in carrying out theilr responsib-
ilities. ‘

This study was designed to gather and analyze the
Phase I data of the education section of the Trafflc
Workers Training Needs Study; this will provide the most
comprehensive data to date concerning traffic safety

education in Michigan schools.



Purpose of the Study

The purpose of the study was to determine the status
of traffic safety education workers in Michlgan grade,
Junior high,and high schools. More specifically the study
was concerned wlth three salient factors relating to
traffic safety education workers, these factors being time,
responsibilities held, and training: In attempting to
determine the time factor, respondents were requested to
estimate the ahount of time devoted to traffic safety
education. Questionnaires were designed to determlne
specifically what responsibllities, if any, relating to
traffic safety education were held by the traffic safety -
education worker, and also to determine the amount and
type of training, if any, of the traffic safety education
worker that would be commensurate with responsibilities

held.

Definition of Terms

For the purpose of the study these terms were
defined:
1. Motor Vehicle Accldent. Any accident 1nvolving

a motor vehicle in motion that results in death, injury,

or property damage. Motlon of the motor vehicle is not

required, however, in the case of collision between a

rallroad train or a streetcar and a motor vehicle.7

73. Stannard Baker and William R. Stebbins Jr.,

Dictionary of Highway Traffic (Evanston: Traffic Institute,
Northwestern University, 1960), p. 134.




2. Traffic Safety Education Worker. Those persons
who may be involved, either full or part time, at the
administrative,supervisory or operational level and whose
activities influence the fleld of traffic accident
prevention. The following persons have been designated
as traffic safety education workers: school board members,
superintendents, high school principals, high school
teachers, driver education teachers, heads of driver
education, heads of school bus operations, heads of safety
education, Junior high school principals, Junior‘high
school teachers, elementary school principals, elementary
school teachers, and school bus drivers.

3. Metropolitan Areas. A county or group of
contiguous countles which contains at least one clty of
50,000 inhabitants or more, or twin cities with a combined
population of at least 50,000. 1In addition to the county,
or counties, containing such a c¢ity or cities, contiguous
counties are included if, accordlng to certain criteria,
they are essentially metropolitan in character and are
socially and economically integrated with the central

city.8

BMichigan State University, Michigan Statistical
Abstract (East Lansing: Graduate School of Business
Administration, 1968), p. 535.




Scope of the Study

The study was limiteé in the following manner:

1. A population of 732 Michigan High Schools was
defined as the population of interest. These schools
included publiec, parochial, and private schools. A sample
of 120 high schools provided reliable statistical data.

2. Interviewers made no more than four attempts to
contact interviewees.

3. Interviews were conducted only in those schools
that willingly participated. Of the 120 high schools
chosen for the study only three saw flt, for reasons unique
to each school, not to participate in the study.

i, Data provided by the study will be relevant only

to the State of Michigan.

Organization of the Study

In Chapter II a review of literature related to
traffic safety educatioawmay be found.

Chapter III deals with the study design, definition
of'the universe, method of sampling, and development of
the interview instruments.

In Chapter IV there appears relevant data concerning
responsibilities, tralning, and time involvement of traffic
safety educatilion workers in selected Michigan schools.

Chapter V contains a summary, concluslons, and

recommendations for further research.



CHAPTER II

REVIEW OF THE LITERATURE

Introduction

It became evident at the outset of the study that
literature relating to the purpose of the study was
limited. In some areas, such as driver education, vast
amounts of lliterature varying in quality were readily at
hand. However, 1n other areas, such as those relating
to school board members and superintendents, little has
been written concerning their relatilonship to the

purpose of the study.

An exhaustlive review of traffic safety literature
has been conducted and the literature pertinent to the
study 1s presented here in the following groupings:

driver and traffic safety, administration, school teachers,

and school bus operations.

Driver and Trafflc Safety

Driver and traffic safety encompasses more than the
proper use of a motor vehicle and its relationship to
soclety. Driver and traffic safety begins when a c¢hild

becomes a pedestrian, rides a tricycle, bicycle or scooter.



Proper instruction in driver and traffic safety should
begin with the parents and must be a part of the school
curriculum.?!

The essentials for an effective school traffic
safety education program include administrators and
school board members who exercise leadership for the
safety program of thelr school systems, well prepared
teachers, well organized instruction bullt around
effective material, and well developed course outlines.?

On June 27, 1967, the Federal government saw fit
to recognize driver educatlion as a school responsibility
through the Highway Safety Program Standard 4.4.4, The
Standard concerns driver education and reads 1n part

as follows:

The Secretary shall not approve any State
Highway safety program under this section which
does not-~(E) provide for comprehensive driver
training programs, including (1) the initiation
of a State program for driver education in the
school systems or for a significant expansion
and improvement of such a program already in
exlstence, to be administered by appropriate
school officials under the supervision of the
Governor as set forth in subparagraph (A) of
this paragraph; (2) the training of qualified
school instructors and theilr certification; . . . 3

o, E. Florio and G. T. Stafford, Safety Education
(New York: McGraw Hill Book Company, 1962), p. 178.

2President's Committee For Traffic Safety, Educatlon
(Washington: Government Printing Office, 1960), p. 0&.

3Insurance Institute of Highway Safety, National
Highway Safety Standards (Washington: Insurance Institute
For Highway Safety, 1968), p. 9.




A recent study of Michigan's driver education
programs by the Highway Traffic Safety Center at Michigan
State University makes the following comment: "Driver

education teachers are not well prepar-ed."u

A statement by Dr. William Haddon Jr., then director
of the National Highway Safety Bureau, appeared in the
2lst Annual Driver Educatlon Achievement Program as
follows: "There 1is no doubt in my mind . . . that there
are payoffs, and that the Job needs to be done . . . (but)
obviously 1t isn't being done as well as it needs to be

done."5

A recent study conducted by Frederick L. McGuire
and Ronald C. Kersh 1s presented in part as follows:

2. Research offered to support the theslils
that driver education reduces highway accidents
is methodologically incorrect and has produced
erroneous conclusions.

3. All research properly conducted to date
indicates that driver education, no matter what
quality, bears no casual relationship to highway
accldent frequency, accident severity or violation
frequency.

4y, In the absence of supporting data, it 1is
argued that federal support of driver education,
as a means of reducing death and injury on tEe
highway, is unwarranted at thils time. . . .

uMichigan State University, "How To Improve Driver
Education in Michigan" (East Lansing: Highway Traffic
Safety Center, 1966) p. 49. (Mimeographed.)

S5Insurance Institute For Highway Safety, 21st Annual
Driver Education Achievement Program (Washington: Insurance
Institute For Highway Safety, 1968), p. 7.

6brraffic Safety Research Review, The 1968 Metro-
politan Life Awards For Research in Accldent Prevention
Vol. 63, No. 12, (December, 1968), p. l1l22.
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Future research, if it 1s to establish the effec- ’,
tiveness of the trailning program and produce new and
better approaches to driver education, must be more
effectively controlled.’ To stimulate research, lines
of communication should be established and kept open
between teachers, traffic officials, educators, and
reseérch speclalists to help identify areas in need of
study.8 "A college or university transportation and
accident preventicn center can promote this relation-
ship."9 "If driver and traffic safety 1is to succeed in
changing behavior, 1t must be based on a better
understanding of how behavlor is developed and how
behavior may be changed."10

Both classroom and practice driving teachers should
have as a minimum, a teaching minor in driver education
and a secondary teaching certificate.ll Certification
requirements for teachers of driver and traffilc safety

education should be as follows:

TArthur D. Little, Inc., The State of The Art of
Traffic Safety (Cambridge: Automobile Manufacturers
Association, 1966), p. 16.

8National Commission on Safety Education, Policies
and Practices for Driver and Traffic Safety Education
(Washington: National Education Association, 196%4)

pp. 49-50.

?1b14., p. 50.
101bid., pp. 52-53.

111bid., p. 17.
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1. Hold a bachelor's degree from an accred-
ited institution of higher learning.

2. Have a teachling certificate validated
for service 1n secondary schools authorizing the
teaching of driver and traffic safety education
(based on a total of 12 semester hours 1in (a)
safety education, and (b) driver and traffic

safety education).
3. Possess physical qualities appropriate

to the demands of teaching in this field as

evidenced by a health certifilcate.
4, Have a valid driver license from the state

in which employed.
5. Set a good example as evidenced by a
satisfactory driving record.

"It is vital that supervisors for this field be
chosen with care. Experience has shown that the most
important characteristic of the successful supervisor
has to do with personality."l3 Specific competencies

should 1i1nclude:

(a) ability in educational organization and
administration, (b) possession of a master's
degree in safety education or an allied field,
and (c) experience in teaching.lu

Administration

State and 1ocal school system officlals have the
responsibility of providing effectlve leadership in the
organization and administration of driver and traffic

safety education programs.15

4 12National Commission on Safety Education, op. cit.,
p. 14.

131pi4., p. 15.
141p14.
151bid., p. 17.
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Where an administrator's duties call for promul-
gation of certain rules and regulations for adequate
supervision, his failure to db so may be an act of

negligence.16

In carrying out the administrative aspects of the
school safety program, the superintendent should:

1. Employ teachers with safety training and
conduct iIn-service safety training for all school
personnel to meet the needs of their job function.

2. Provide for co-operative, democratic
participation of all school employees and students
in the conduct of safety instruction and activities.

3. Provide a centralized structure for organ-

ization and administration of the program.
4y, Establlish a program of accldent records and

reports to gather data on safety hazards and unsafe

practices within the school's operation.
5. Provlide a safe school enviornment.

6. Conduct a continuous program of evaluating
safety 1Instruction and activities within the school
district. Revise the school safety program when
necessary to_meet changing needs as revealed by
these data.l

Duties of supervisory personnel will be determined
by the size of the system and 1ts phllosophy of safety
education. In systems where supervision 1s an individual
school function the position of a safety supervisor for

the system may not exist.l8

16National Commission on Safety Education, Who Is
Liable For Pupll Injuries? (Washington: National
Education Association, 1963), p. 29.

17Marland K. Strasser and others, Fundamentals of
Safety Education (New York: The Macmillan Company, 1964),
pp. 121-122.

181p1d4., p. 126.
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School Teachers

The key to effective education for safe living is
the classroom teacher. 1In order to obtain the desired
effect 1t 1s necessary that every teacher consider safety
as an Iintegral part of a well planned curriculum.l9 |

The planning and development of safety education
suitable for use at various grade levels 1s vitally
important.20 Utilization of staff planning is necessary
in the development of an effective safety education
program.?2l

The wise teacher does not leave safety education
to chance but makes use of incidental events to further
enrich instruction. The very nature of hazards requires
safety to be taught with a functional approach.22

The success of the junior high and senior high school
safety program is dependent upon the quality of safety

instruction in the elementary grades. Each teacher in the

19National Commission on Safety Education, A _School
Safety Education Program (Washington: MMational Education
Assocation, 1966), p. 8.

20Nevin E. Wasson, "Supervision in Safety Education,"
Safety, Vol. 1, No. 4, (March, 1966), pp. 16-18,

2lEleanor J. Dodge, '"Sound Approaches For Teaching
Safety In Elementary Schools," Safety, Vol. 2, 'lo. 1,
(September, 1966), pp. 16-18.

221pi4d.
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Junior and senior high school shares the responsibility

for a successful safety education program.23

School Bus Operations

"How Safe Is Pupil Transportation?", a publication
by Physicians For Automotive Safety, makes the following
statement:

The school-bus driver is the most important
single factor in the bussing system--indeed he
could be described as the most important person
in the whole scheool system since fallure on his
part could result in tragedy for a chlld, thereby
rendering superfluous the educational advantages
the school has to offer. It would therefore seem
rudimentary that anyone with the responsibllity
of driving a bus full of childﬂen be in good health,
both physically and mentally.?2

Accident rates increase in age groups over 60;
visual acuity and reaction time slow with age, and many
older persons are easlly irritated by the noise that 1is
common to the behavior of c¢hildren. In many areas of
employment, especlally where the safety of others is
dependent upon one person, compulsory retirement is
normal operating procedure. Airline pilots must retire
at 60 and the same provisions should hold true for school

bus drivers.25 An individual in Michigan must be 21 to

23Strasser, op. cit., p. 166.

2"Physicians For Automotive Safety, How Safe Is Pupil
Transportation? (Springfield: Physicians For Automotive
Safety, 1967), p. 3.

251p1d., p. 6.
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drive a school bus; however, there is no compulsory

retirement based upon age.Z26

Patterson makes the following recommendatlons
concerning school bus driver selection and education:

l. Adequate salary schedules be set up to
attract competent drivers.

2. Drivers be hired during the late summer
in order that adequate education and training can
be given prior to the opening of school.

3. Local school boards assume a major role
in the selection of school bus drivers.

4., Medical examinations of the individual
driver be the declding factor in determining the
maximum driving age of the school bus drlver.

5. Driver education and training be under the
supervision of the state department of education
and be conducted by a state institutlion of higher
learning or other approved agency.

6. Personnel employed in this training be of
high quality with a broad understahnding of the
problems involved.

7. Only the best equipment be used in trans-
porting children and that it be maintained 1in good
working condition.

8. The general public be adequately apprised
of certalin rules and regulations in regard to
school bus operations.

9. Legislation be enacted to protect driverg
and pupils in, leaving, or entering a school bus. 7

Summary
Literature in the field of driver and traffic safety

education 1s concerned primarily with teacher preparation,
certification, and basic research.
Studies and writings call for more comprehensive

teacher preparation programs and more stringent

261p14., p. 30.

27Ronald D. Patterson, "Recommended Practices and Procedures
For The Improvement of Programs For The Selection And Education
of School Bus Drivers" (Unpublished Doctoral Dissertation,
New York University, 1959), pp. 151-152.
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certification requirements. Researchers cite the need
studies that are properly desligned and will provide
pertinent rellable data.

Most of the studies are concerned with driver
education and 1ts impact upon motor vehicle accldent
reduction. It is unfortunate that there are not more
studies concerned with teacher preparation and certi-
fication at the elementary education level. Most
authorities agree that the key to an effective safety
education program is dependent upon a sound elgmentary
school safety education program, yet most studles are

directed toward the secondary level.

for

Few studles concern themselves with the role of the

school superintendent and board of education members and

their influence upon a school system's safety education

program.

Throughout the literature there seems to be an almost

universal recognition of the need for a unified approach to

traffic safety education--an approach to traffic safety
that utilizes the skills of researchers, educators, sch

administrators, teachers, and parents who are concerned

ool

with the development and continual improvement of traffic

safety education programs.,



CHAPTER III

DESIGN AND METHODOLOGY OF THE STUDY

Introduction

In the preceding chapter the review of the
literature was presented. In thils chapter the design
and methodology of the study are presented. This study
was designed to determine tke amount of time spent on
traffic safety education by different persons in
Michlgan grade, Junior high, and high school, their
reéponsibilities, and the amount of trailning they have
had for each of the safety education responsibilities
they hold.

A population of 732 Michigan high schools was
defined as the population of interest. These schools
included public, parochial, and private schools. The
basic sampling unit was the high school, not the school

district.

Method of Sampling

The concern of the study was the traffic safety
education which occurred in typical high schools and their

feeder junior high and elementary schools. In addition to

17
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obtalning figures for Michigan high schools as a whole,
subgroup statlistlics were desired for:

1. Schools of different enrollment sizes. The
Michigan Athletlc Districts were chosen to indicate four
different sizes of schools. These are indicated in

Table 1.

TABLE 1.-~Michigan High School Athletic Association
Classification Limitation

School Classificatlon Student Limitation
Class A 1100 or more
Class B 450 - 1099
Class C 250 -~ 449
Class D Less than 250

2. Public and Parochial schools. Too few private
schools exist in Michigan to sample a sufficient number
of them to provide separate statlstics. The 1list of
schools sampled 1s shown as Appendix A.

3. Metropolitan County vs. Non-metropolitan County
schools. ‘A 1list of Metropolitan and Non-metropolitan
Counties and a map showing their location appears as
Appendix B.

In preparation for drawing a sample of Michigan
high schools, all of the high schools in the state were
listed according to the Michigan Athletic Conference



19

enrollment <:lasses A, B, C, and D. Within each
enrollment class, schools were ordered according to

the Michigan Education Association geographical region.
Withln each geographlical region, schools were ordered
by public, parochial, and private. It was determined
that a sample of 120 schools would provide reliable
data for each of the athletic reglons separately, and
for the public vérSUS private high school classiflcations.
A systematic probability sample of 120 high schools was
drawn so that every high school 1in the state had an
equal probability of being selected 1in the sample. See

Appendix C.

Selection of Feeder System

After the 120 high schools were selected, 1t was
possible to select one junior high school that sent 50
per cent or more of 1ts students into a high school and
one elementary school that sent 50 per cent or more of
i1ts students into a high schocl. If more than one Junior
high school and more than one elementary school sent more
than 50 per cent of thelr students into a high school,
one of each was chosen through random selection procedures,
The random selection procedures employed in the selection
of the Junior high school operated in the following manner.
A list of the junior high schools that sent 50 per cent or
more of thelr students into a high school was obtained

from each high school principal. The list was numbered
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and the total was compared to a chart of random numbers.
The random number that corresponded to the total number
determined which Junior high school was to be chosen.
For example: assume that the total number of junior
hligh schools on a list was twelve. Thils total number
of twelve, when compared to the chart of random numbers
in the basic interviewing instructions which appears

as Appendix D, showed that the Junlor high school to be
chosen was the eleventh one listed on the 1list of twelve,.
The elementary school was also chosen in the manner
described above. See steps six and ten of the

aforementioned basic interviewing instructions.

Selection of the Interviewees

The first step in conducting interviews in a school
was to interview the principal of the designated high
school. The next step was to obtain the names of the
other traffic safety education workers. See Appendix D.

The prinecipal provided the names of the superin-
tendent of schools, head of safety education, head of
driver education, and the head of school bus operations.
A 1list of the high school teachers, driver education
teachers, and members of the board of education was
provided by the high school principal and one person
from each group was selected through random selection

procedures.
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The Junior high school and the elementary school
principal, as a part of their interview, furnished a
list of the teachers in thelr respective schools. These
teachers, one Jjunlior high and one elementary, were
chosen by random selection procedures.

The bus driver was also chosen through random
selection procedures from a llst provided by the head

of school bus operations.

Development of the Instrument

Questionnaires were carefully developed by the
writer for each of the thirteen persons within each
schopl system to determine thelr obligations relative
to traffic safety education and any training they had
had relative to traffic safety education.' The
questionnalres appear as Appendix E.

Each of the persons designated for interviewing
was 1nterviewed either 1n hils school office or in his
home by professional interviewers. Interviewers made
as many as four attempts to obtain these_interviews
with each designated respondent. The interviewing for
this study was done by Market Opinion Research Company,

Detroit, Michigan.

Weighting of Data

Responses were welghted so that the sample

reflected the characteristics of the total population
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in each of the thirteen groups. All welghtlng was done
by computer. .

Responses from high school principals, superin-
tendents, board of education members, and heads of driver
education, safety education, and school bus operations
were welghted according to the number of schools they
represented. For example, some superintendents repre-
sented more than one of the sampled schools. If five
of the hligh schools in the sample were in the Detroit
school system the responses of the Detroit
Superintendent of Schools were counted five times.

The responses of high school teachers; driver
education teachers, Junior high school principals,
Junior high school teachers, elementary school principals,
elementary school teachers, and school bus drivers were
welghted in the followlng manner. Each response was
welghted by the number of teachers in the sampled high
school. For example, the responses of each high school
teacher were multiplied by the number of teachers
appearing in column 59—60761 of the high school principals
questionnaire. See Appendix E. After the responses had
been multiplied by this weight, they were divided by the

sum of these welghts.

Delineatlon of the Study

It should be recalled that the basic unit of the
study was the single high school. The study actually
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involved 13 separate studles, one for each type of person
studied. The 13 basic studies can be described as
follows:

1. A study of the responsibilities, training, and
time involvement in traffic safety education of 120 high
school principals in Michigan. The number and percentage
of principals interviewed and their distribution according
to classification was reported in Table 2. Also reported
in Table 2 was the percentage of high schools in which
driver education was taught; the percentage of high
schools that had a head of driver education; and the
percentage of high schools that had a planned, coordinated,
traffic safety education curriculum.

2. A study of the responsibilities, training, and
time involvement in traffic safety education of the
superintendents of 120 high schools in Michigan. These
superintendents, in many cases, were superintendents over
other high schools besides those studied. Therefore,
since each individual high school in the state had an
equal chance of being chosen for study, superintendents
who were 1n charge of several high schools had a better
chance of being selected for study than superintendents
responsible for only a single high school. About one of
every six individual high schools in the state were
chosen for study. Thus, the superintendent of the Detroit

public schools was designated for study several times. A



TABLE 2.--High School Principal.

Athletie Classification

Non Non
General Information Total Public Public Metro Metro
A B C D

Number interviewed 117 27 35 29 26 94 23 60 57

Per cent 1004 23.1% 29.9% 24.8% 22.2% 80.3% 19.7% 51.3% 48.7%
Driver education taught in ‘
high school. 82.9% 92.6% 82.9% 79.3% 76.9% 96.8% 26.1% 71.7% 9k.7¢%
Person designated as head
of driver education for
high school. 73.5% 85.2% 74.3% 65.5% 69.2% 87.2% 17.4% 63.3% 84.2%
High school has planned,
coordinated, traffic
safety curriculum. 2.6% 3.7% 2.9% 3.8 2.1% h.3% 1.7% 3.5%
Person designated as
safety education coor-
dinator or supervisor
for grades for which i .
you are responsible. 17.9% 48.1% 11.4% 13.8% 18.1%4 17.4% 28.3% 7.0%
School safety patrol
for building. 12.0% 3.7% 2.9% 17.2% 26.9% 9.6% 21.7% §.3% 15.8%
Person designated
responsible for school
safety patrol. 11.1% 3.7% 2.9% 13.8% 26.9% 9.6% 17..4% 8.32 14.0%

e
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superintendenﬁ who was 1in charge of slx high schools was
deslgnated for study at least once. The answers of a
given superintendent were counted in the data analysis
once for each of the sampled hlgh schools he represented.

Table 3, indicated the number and the percentage of
school superintendénts interviewed and their distribution
according to classification. 1In addition, Table 3
indicated the percentage of school systems which used
adult crossing guards; the percentage of school systems
in which driver education was taught; the percentage of
school systems that provided bus transportation for
students; and the percentage of school systems that had
a planned, coordinated, traffic safety education
curriculum.

3. A study of the responsibilities, training, and
time involvement in traffic safety education of a school
board member of 120 Michligan high schools. One schoql
board member was chosen randomly from each high school.
If more than one high school was studied in the school
district of a school board member, his answers were counted
once for each school he represented.

In Table 4, the board of education members inter-
viewed and their distribution according to classification
was shown in both number and per cent. Table 4 also showed
the percentage of school systems which used school safety

patrols; the percentage of school systems that used adult



TABLE 3.--Superintendent of Schools.

Athletic Classification Non Non
General Information Tctal Public Public Metro Metro
A B C D
Number interviewed. 112 28 37 25 22 92 20 57 55
Per cent 100% 25.0% 33.0% 22.3% 19.6% B82.1% 17.9% 50.9% 49.1%
Adult crossing guards
used. 61.6% 100% 70.3% 36.0% 27.3% 55.4% 90.0% 73.7% 49.1%
Driver education taught
in school system. 87.5% 92.9% 83.8% 88.0% 86.4% 100% 30.0%2 80.7% 94.5%
Bus transportation
provided. 89.3% B82.1% 89.2% 96.0% 90.9% 95.7% 60.0% 80.7% 98.2%
Elementary school grades
have a planned, coordin-
ated, traffic safety
curriculum. 19.6% 21.4% 24.3% 16.0% 13.6% 22.8% 5.02 15.8%2 23.6%
Junior high school grades
have a planned, coordin-
ated, traffiec satety
curriculum. 7.14 7.1% 5.4% 12.0% 4.5% 7.6% 5.0% 5.3% 9.1%
High school grades have
a planned, coordinated,
traffic safety
curriculum. 9:8% 1007% 10-8% 12.0% U.S% 1009% 5-0% 3-5% 16.“%

9¢



TABLE L.--Board of Education Member.

‘ Athletic Classification Non Non
General Information Total Publie Public Metro Metro
A B C D
Number interviewed. 108 26 32 26 24 90 18 54 54
Per cent 1004 24.1% 29.6% 24.1% 22.2% 83.3% 16.7% 50.0%2 50.0%
School safety patrol
used by school system. 80.6% 92.3% 84.u44 80.8% 62.5% B83.3% 66.7% 83.3% 77.8%
Adult crossing guards
used. 55.6% 84.6% 71.9% 42.3% 16.7% 56.7% 50.0% 68.5% 42.6%
Driver education offered
in school system. 88.0% 96.2% 93.8% 76.9% 83.3% 98.9%2 33.3% 81.5% 94.4%

Bus transportation :
provided. 85.2% 80.8% 87.5% 92.3% 79.2% 93.3% 44.4% 75.9% 94.4%

Le
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crossing guards; the percentage of school systems that
offered driver educatlion; and the percentage of school
systems that provided bus transportation for students.

4, A study of the responsibilities, training, and
time involvement in traffic safety education of the heads
of driver education of 120 Michigan high schools. If a
head of driver education was in charge of more than one
high school studied, his answers were counted once for
each high school he represented.

The number and percentage of heads of drlver
education Iinterviewed and their distribution according
to classification were reported in Table 5.

5. A study of the responsibilities, training, and
time imvolvement in traffic safety education of the
heads of safety education of 120 Michigan high schools.
If a head of safety education was in charge of more than
one of the sampled high schoocls, his answers were counted
once for each of the sampled high schools he represented.,

Table 6, showed the number and percentage of heads
of safety education interviewed and their distribution
according to classification. Table 6 also showed the
percentage of school systems that used adult crossing
guards; the percentage of school systems or police
agencles responsible for adult crossing guards; and the
percentage of heads of safety education that coordinated
the adult crossing guard activities with local policé

departments.



TABLE 5.-~Head of Driver Education.

: Athletlc Classification Non Non
General information Total Publie Public Metro Metro
A B C D
Number interviewed. 90 25 27 19 19 83 7 Lo 50
Per cent 1004 27.8% 30.0% 21.1% 21.1% 92.2% 7.8% Wy, 4% 55.6%

62



TABLE 6.--Head of Safety Education.

Athletlc Classification Non Non
General Information Total Public Public Metro Metro
A B C D
Number interviewed. 36 10 7 10 9 29 7 16 20
Per cent 100% 27.8% 19.4% 27.8% 25.0% 80.6% 19.4%4  4h 4% 55.6%
Adult crossing guards used. 52.8% 80.0% 57.1% 30.0% 44, 4% 51.7% 57.1% 68.8%  40.0%
Responsible for adult
crossing guards.
School system 27.8% 70.0% 28.6% 11.1% 31.0% 14.3% 50.0% 10.0%
Local police 25.0% 20.0% 28.6% 30.0% 22.2 20.7% b2.9% 25.0% 25.0%
Not stated 2.8% 11.1% 3.4% 5.0%
Coordinate adult crossing
guards with local police
department. 13.9% 30.0% 10.0% 11.1% 10.3% 28.6% 25.0% 5.0%

0t
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6. A study of the responsibilities, training, and
time involvement in trafflc safety education of the heads
of school bus operations in 120 Michlgan high schools.
If the head of school bus operations was in charge of
more than one of the high schools sampled, his answers
were counted once for each of the sampled high schools
he represented.

In Table 7, the heads of school bus operatlons
interviewed and their distributlon according to class-
ification was shown in both number and percentage.

Table 7 also indicated the percentage of school systems
that had officlal printed pollicies concerning school
bus operations.

7. A study of the responsibilities, training, and
time involvement 1n traffic safety education of high
school teachers 1n 120 Michigan high schools. These
results were weighted so that the sample reflected the
characteristics of the total population of high school
teachers in Michigan. Since only one teacher was
studied in each high school, the answers of teachers 1in
high schools with large teaching staffs were weighted
more heavily than those from small teachling staffs to
make the estimates of what all Michigan high school
teachers are like unblased.

Table 8, indicated both the raw number and per cent

base for the w=ighted data by distribution éccording to



TABLE 7.--Head of School Bus Operations.

Athletic Classification Non Non
General Information Total Public Public Metro Metro
A B C D
Number interviewed. 95 19 29 25 22 83 12 39 56
Per cent 100% 20.0% 30.5% 26.3% 23.2% 87..u4% 12.6% 41.1% 58.9%
School system has official
printed policles concerning
school bus operations. 2.1%2 10.5% 2.4% 2.6% 1.8%

ct



TABLE 8.--High School Teacher.

Athletic Classification Non Non
General Information Total Public Public Metro Metro
A B C D
Raw number interviewed. 116 27 34 29 26 93 23 59 57
Per cent 100% 23.3% 29.3% 25.0% 22.4% 80.2% 19.8% 50.9% 49.1%
Weighted interviewed
number. 4483 2416 1098 652 317 3991 492 3039 1444
Per cent 1004 53.9% 24.5% 14.5% 7.1% 89.0% 11.0% 67.8% 32.2%
Planned, coordinated,
safety curriculum teacher
may follow. 3.8 4.8¢ 2.7% 3.5% 4, 2% 1.0% 9.6%
Teachers who follow the
planned safety curriculum
closely. 3.8%4 4.82 2.7% 3.5% h.2% 1.0% 9.6%
Safety resource person |
to whom teacher may turn -
for assistance. 3.8 4.8% 2.7% 3.5% h.2% 1.0% 9.6%
How often teacher turns to
safety resource person.
Very often No response
Fairly often 2.6% 4.8% 2.9% 8.0%
Not very often 1.7% » 5.04 3.5% _ 2.0% 5.4%
Hardly ever 10.8% 17.4% 2.7% 3.2% 3.5% 12.1% 14.8% 2.2%

e€
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classification and the welghted number and per cent by
distribution according to classification for the high
school teachers interviewed. 1In addition, Table 8
indicated the percentage of school systems that had a
planned, coordinated, safety curriculum which the high
school teacher could follow; the percentage of high
school teachers who followed closely the planned,
coordinated, curriculum; the percentage of school
systems that had a safety resocurce person to whom the
high school teacher could turn for assistance; and the
percentage of degree of frequency that high school
teachers called upon the safety resource person for
assistance.

8. A study of the responsibilities, tralning, and
time involvement in traffic safety education of driver
education teachers in 120 Michigan high schools. These
results were welghted so that the sample reflected the
characteristics of the total population of driver
education teachers in Michigan. Since only one teacher
was studied in each high school, the answers of teachers
in high schools with large teaching staffs were welghted
more heavily than those from small teachling staffs to
make the estimates of what all Michigan driver education
teachers are like unbiased.

Both the raw number and percentage base for the

welghted data and the weighted number and percentage for



35

the driver educatlon teachers lnterviewed were shown by
distribution according to classification and.appeared
in Table 9.

9. A study of the responsibilities, trailning, and
time involvement 1n traffic safety education of Junior
high school principals from Junlor high schools whilch
sent more than 50 per cent of their students into the
120 Michigan high schools. These findings were welghted
according to the size of the teaching staffs in the 120
high schools studied so they reflected what all junlor
high school principals in Michigan were liké.

Table 10, indicated the raw number and percentage
base for the welghted data and the welghted number and
percentage by distribution according to classification
for the junlor high school principals interviewed.

Table 10 also indicated the percentage of junior high
school principals who had designated a safety education
coordinator or supervisor for the grades for which he
was responsible and the percentage of Jjunlor high
schools that had a school safety patrol.

10. A study of the responsibilities, training, and
time involvement in traffic safety education of Jjunior
hlgh school teachers from junior high schools which sent
more than 50 per cent of their students into the 120
Michigan high schools. Thesé findings were weighted
according to the size of teaching staffs in the 120 high



TABLE 9.--Driver Education Teacler.

Athletlie Classification

Metro

Non
Metro

Per cent 100% 26.0% 29.2% 24.0% 20.8% 93.8%

General Information - Total
A
Raw number interviewed. 96 25
Weighted interview
number. 7 3907 2220 923

Per cent 100% 56.8% 23.6% 13.6% 6.0% 98.1%

42
43.8%

2508
64.2%

54
56.3%

1399
35.8%

9t



TABLE 10.--Junior High School Prinecipal.

Athletic Classification Non Non
General Information Total Public Publie Metro Metro
A B C D
Raw number interviewed. gl 26 30 19 19 83 11 b6 48
Per cent 100% 27.7% 31.9% 20.2% 20.2% 88.3% 11.7% 48.9% 51.1%
Weighted interview
number. 3960 2307 959 472 222 3723 237 2680 1280
Per cent 100% 58.3% 24.2% 11.9% 5.6% 94,0% 6.0% 67.7% 32.3%
Person designated as safety
education coordinator or
supervisor for grades for
which you are responsible. 29.1% 35.0% 20.8% 25.6% 10.8%4 25.9% 78.9%4 36.6% 13.3%
School safety patrol for
building. 18.6% 12.7% 18.2% u43.0% 28.8% 14.7% 78.5% 20.6% 14.4%
Person designated
responsible for school , '
safety patrol. 17.6% 12.7% 14.9% 43.0% 25.7% 13.7% 78.5% 19.4% 13,8%

LE
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schools studied so as to reflect what all junlor high
school teachers in Mlichigan were llke.

Table 11, indicated both the raw number and
percentage base for the weighted data by distribution
according to classification and the welghted number
and per cent by distribution according to classification
for the Junior high school teachers 1lnterviewed. In
addition, Table 11 revealed the percentage of school
systems that had a planned, coordinated, safety
curriculum which the junior high school teacher could
follow; the percentage of junlior high school teachers
who followed closely the planned curriculum; the
percentage of school systems that had a safety resource
person upon whom the junior high school teacher could
call for assistance; and the percentage of degree of
frequency that Jjunlor high school teachers called upon
the safety resource person for assistance.

11. A study of the responsibilities, training, and
time involvement 1n traffic safety education of the
elementary school principals from élementary schools
which sent more than 50 per cent of their students 1into
the 120 Michigan high schools. These findings were
welghted according to the size of teaching staffs in the
120 high schools studled so that they reflected what all

elementary school principals in Michigan were like.



TABLE 11.--Junior High School Teacher.

Athletic Classification Non Non
General Information Total Public Public Metro Metro
A B D
Raw number interviewed. 105 26 30 22 88 17 53 52
Per cent 100% 24.8% 28.6% 25.7% 21.0% 83.8% 16.2% 50.5% Lg,5%
Weighted interview
number. 4117 2272 966 268 3816 301 2790 1327
Per cent 100% 55.2% 23.5% 14.8% 6.5%2 92.7% 7.3% 67.8% 32.2%
Planned, coordinated,
safety curriculum teacher
may follow. 2.8% 11.3% 2.6% 2.9% 2.3% 2.3% 4.0%
Teachers who follow the
planned safety curriculum
closely. 1.9% 7.5% 2.6% 1.9% 2.3% .9% NG}
Safety resource person to
whom teacher may turn for
assistance. 6.0% 2.0% 18.2% 9.3% 6.1% 5.0% 3.94 10.4%
How often teacher turns to
safety resource person.
Very often No response
Fairly often .2% 3.0% 2.7% .6%
Not very often 2.8% 2.0% 6.5% 2.6% 2.9% 2.3% 2.6% 3.3%
Hardly ever 3.0% 11.7% 3.7% 3.2% 1.3% 6.5%

6€
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In Table 12, the raw number and percentage base
and the welghted number and percentage by distribution
according to classification for the elementary school
principals interviewed was 1lndicated. Table 12 also
indicated the percentage of elementary school principals
who had designated a safety education coordinator or
superivsor for the grades for which he was responsible
and the percentage of elementary schools that had a
school safety patrol.

12. A study of the responsibilities, training,
and time involvement in trafflc safety education of
elementary school teachers from elementary schocls which
sent more than 50 per cent of theilr students into the
120 Michlgan high schools. These findings were welghted
according to the size of teachling staffs in the 120 high
schools studied so they reflected what all elementary
teachers in Michigan were like.

The raw number and percentage base for the welghted
data and the weighted number and percentage for the
elementary school teachers interviewed was revealed in
Table 13, by distribution according to classification.
Also in Table 13 there appeared the percentage of school
systems that had a planned curriculum which the
elementary teacher could follow; the percentage of
elementary teachers who followed closely the planned

curriculum; the percentage of school systems that had



TABLE 12.--Elementary School Principal.

Athletic Classification Non Non
General Information Total Publie¢ Public Metro Metro
A B C D

Raw number interviewed. 107 26 32 28 21 90 17 55 52

Per cent 100% 24.3% 29.9% 26.2% 19.6% B84.1% 15.9% 51.44 L4B.6%
Weighted interview

number. ho2oh 2310 1021 638 255 3838 386 2861 1363
Per cent 100% 5S4.7% 24.2% 15.1% 6.0% 90.9% 0.1% 67.7% 32.3%

Person designated as safety
education coordinator or
supervisor for grades for

which you are responsible. 59.7% 65.8% 49.9% 55.3% 54.5% 56.9% 87.0% 63.1% 52.4%

School safety patrol for
bullding. 83.6% 90.7% 76.4% 73.2% T4.1% 82.8% 91.7% 87.2% 76.1%

Person designated respon- ,
sible for safety patrol. 76.5% 83.6% 65.0% 69.9% 74.1% 75.5% B6.0% T7T7.4% T4.5%

h



TABLE 13.--Elementary School Teacher.

Athletic Classification Mon Non
General Information Total Public Public Metro Metro
A B C D
Raw number interviewed. 113 27 3w 27 25 93 20 58 55
Per cent 100% 23.9% 30.1% 23.9% 22.1% 82.3% 17.7% 51.3% 48.7%
Weighted interview
number. Lk 2416 1098 611 319 3991 453 3025 1419
Per cent 100% S4.4% 24.7% 13.74 7.2% 89.8%4 10.2%4 68.1% 31.9%
Planned,coordinated,
safety curriculum teacher
may follow. 22.5% 26.6% 13.8% 26.2% 14.7% 24.0% 9.7% 22.0% 23.5%
Teachers who follow the
planned safety curriculum :
closely. 18.92 21.8% 13.8% 19.1% 14.7% 20.0% 9.7% 20.6% 15.4%
Safety resource person to
whom teacher may turn for
assistance. 52.0% 67.3% 36.6% 26.2% 38.2% 56.0%4 17.0%4 55.0% L5.6%
How often teacher turns to
safety resource person.
Very often No response
Fairly often 8.29 13.4% 2.9% 3.1% 8.9% 2.2% 9.8% 4.og
Not very often 23.2% 28.8% 20.7% 11.5% 12.5% 24.4% 12.8% 23.9% 21.8%
Hardly ever 20.5% 25.2% 13.0% 14.7% 22.6% 22.7% 2.0%4 21.44 18.8%

ch
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a safety rescurce person upon whom the elementary school
teacher could call for assistance; and the percentage
of degree of frequency that elementary school teachers
called upon the safety resource person for assistance.
13. A study of the responsibllities, training, and
time involvement in traffic safety education of school
bus drivers in 120 Michligan high schools. These findings
were welghted according to the size of the teaching
staffs in the 120 high schools studied so they reflected
what all school bus drivers in Michigan were like.
Both the raw number and percentage base for the
weighted data and the weighted number and percentage
for the school bus drivers interviewed appeared by
distribution according to classiflcation in Table 14.
The ages of school bus drivers interviewed also appeared

in Table 14.

Summary
In thls chapter the method of sampling, selection

of feeder system, selection of interviewees, dcvelopment
of the instrument, and delineation of the study were

presented.
In the following chapter the analysis of the data

may be found.



TABLE 14.-~-School Bus Driver.

Athletic Classification Non Non
General Information Total A 5 c 5 Public Public Metro  Metro
Raw number interviewed. 95 19 30 24 22 83 12 39 56
Per cent 100% 20.0% 31.6% 25.3% 23.2% 87.4% 12.6% h1.1% 58.9%
Weighted interview
number. 3951 2140 976 584 251 3727 224 2533 1418
Per cent 1005 54.2% 24.7% 14.8% 6.4% 94.3%  5.7% 64.1%  35.9%
Age of bus drivers.
21-25 1.4% 2.6% 16.7%  .7% 14.3% 6%  3.0%
26-30 6.2% L4L.6% 6.3% 12.5% 4.8% 6.5% 5.1% 8.1%
31-35 8.9% 8.3% 13.0% 6.3% 3.6% 8.3% 17.9% 6.6% 13.0%
36-40 13.8% 13.5% 12.2% 19.2% 10.0% 14.0% 9.8% 14,3% 12.8%
41-45 11.6% 11.7% 11.2% 12.3% 10.4% 12.0% 4,0% 10.7% 13.2%
46-50 31.6% 49.3% 6.4% 13.5% 21.5% 32.9% 11.2% 41.8% 13.5%
51-55 13.5% T7.2% 18.4% 26.5% 17.5% 11.8% 42.9% 11.0% 18.1%
56-60 7.3% 5.4% 13.8% 15.5% 7.8% 7.3% 7.3%
Over 60 5.7% 18.8% 7.0% 6.0% 2.6% 11.1%

hh



CHAPTER IV

ANALYSIS OF THE DATA

Introduction

In the preceding chapter the design and methodology
of the study was presented. In this chapter the analysis
of the data may be found. The chapter was divided into
thirteen sections, one for each of the thirteen job
classifications chosen for study. These thirteen Job
classlfications were school board members, superintendent
of schools, high school principals, high school teachers,
driver education teachers, heads of driver education,
heads of school bus operations, heads of safety education,
Junior high school principals, Junior high school
teachers, elementary school principals, elementary school
teachers, and school bus drivers.

Each of the thirteen sections was composed of three
tables. The first table in each section was concerned
with responsibilities held, the second table was concerned
with training, and the third table with time involvement.
Data for each table was categorized according to athletilc,

public, non-public, metropolitan, and non-metropolitan

b5



b6

classifications. Several comparisons were made withiln

ahd betweén'tables.

Hlgh Schoel Prineipal

A sclentifically designed sample provided the data
for this section which was concerned with responsibilities
held, training, and time involvement of high school

principals 1n traffic safety education.

Responsibillities

Data in Table 15, indicated that:

1. Approximately 76 per cent of the high school
principals made policy decisions concerning the safety
of students for whom they were responsible. High school
principals in non-publlc schools were invoclved to a
greater degree than were high school principals 1in
public schools. Involvement by high school princlpals
in pedestrian, bicycle, and passenger safety policy
decislion making varied. However, high school principals
in Class C schools were involved more often in pedestrian
and bicycle safety decision making while the high school
principals 1n non-publlc schools indicated the greatest
involvement 1n making policy decisions concerning

passenger safety.

2. High school principals in Class A and B schools
were involved more often in making policy decisions

concerning the driver education program than were the



TABLE 15.--High School Principal.

Athletie Classiflcatlon Non Non
Responsibilities Total Public Public Metro Metro
A B C D
7 1 1 2 T 7 2 % 4

Make policy decislions con-
cerning safety for students.76.1 77.8 74.3 75.9 76.9 71.3 95.7 76.7 75.4

Make policy decisions on
pedestrian safety. 52.1 uu.4 Uu4B.6 65.5 50.0 U48.9 65.2 53.3 50.9

Make policy decisions on
bicycle safety. 31.6 22.2 34.3 37.9 30.8 33.0 26.1 28.3 35.1

Make policy decisions on
passenger safety. 54,7 33.3 S51.4 69.0 65.4 51,1 69.6 48.3 61.4

Make policy decisions
concerning the driver

education program. 53.8 66.7 60.0 44,8 42.3 64.9 8.7 48.3 59.6

Supervise the driver
education program. 55.6 55.6 57.1 62.1 46.2 67.0 8.7 =~ 48.3 63.2

In charge of school
safety patrol in

building. 1.7 7.7 1.1 4.3 1.7 1.8

Ly



Teaching of traffic
safety education required
in school system in all
grades for which you are
responsible.

Require traffic safety
education to be taught in
all grades for which you
are responsible.

Require pedestrian safety
to be taught. |

Require bicycle safety to
be taught.

Require passenger safety-
to be taught.

Supervise traffic safety
education.

11.1 18.5 14.3

9.4 11.1 5.7

3.4 7.4 2.9

3.4 2.9

6.0 7.4 2.9

9.4 11.1 14.3

6.9

11.5

15.4

3.8

11.5

15.4

11.5

11.7

7.4

3.2

2.1

4.3

9.6

8.7

17.4

4.3

8.7

13.0

8.7

11.7

8.3

3.3

3.3

6.7

10.5

10.5

3.5

7.0

8.8

12.3

B
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~other high schocl principals. High school principals

in publlec schools participated to a much greater degree
in policy Qecision making and supervision of‘driver
education programs than did high school principals in
non-public schools. See Table 2, for the percentages

of public and non-public high schools that taught driver
education.

3. Of the high school princlipals in Class A, B,
C, and D schools, only high school principals in Class
D schools indicated they were in charge of the school
bullding safety patrol. The high school principals in
non-public schools were more often in charge of the
school bullding safety patrol than were the high school
principals in public schools.

k., About 11 per cent of the high school principals
indicated that the school system required that traffic
safety education be taught in all grades for which they
were responsible. A larger percentage of high school
principals 1n Class D schools required traffic safety
educatlion to be taught 1in all grades for which they were
responsible than did high school principals in Class B
and C schools. Approximately 17 per cent of the high
school principals in non-public schools required traffic
safety education to be taught in all grades for which
they were responsible, whereas only 7.4 per cent of the

high school principals in public schools required
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traffic safety education to be taught in all grades for
vhich they were responsible. More high school principals
in Class D schools required bicycle and passenger safety
to be taught than did their counterparts. Hlgh school
principals in Class B schools supervised traffic safety
education more often than did the principals of Class A,
C, and D high schools. High school principals in Class

C schools‘indicated they did not supervise traffic safety

education.

Tralning
The data shown in Table 16, indicated:

1. More than half of the high school principals
have recelved preparation in general safety education
from sources other than formal college courses.
Approximately 67 per cent of the high school principals
have read a general safety educatlion book. This figure
is less than the corresponding figures for both Junior
high and elementary school principals. See Tables 40
and 46, respectively.

2. Data for high school principals revealed no
training for school safety patrol responsibilities. The
percentage of high school principals who have read
material in the past three years from organizations
interested in school safety patrols was an exact

duplication of the data which indicated the percentage



TABLE 16.--High School Principal.

Training

Athletic Classification

Total
A

B

C

D

Publice

Non
Publice

Metro

Non
Metro

% %

%

z

%

%

o
»

%

g

Took a general safety
education course for
college credit.

Received general safety
education from other
than formal college
courses.

»Have read a general
safety education book.

Have taken a driver
education course.

Have read a driver
education textbook.

Have training for
school safety patrol
responsibilities.

Have read materials in
the past 3 years from
organizations interested
in safety patrol.

26.5 29.6

59.8 77.8
67.5 81.5
38.5 18.5

79'5 8502

No response

1.7

20.0

57.1

57.1

4o.o

80.0

27.6

62.1

65.5

37.9

69.0

30.8

42.3
69.2

57.7

84.6

7.7

27 .7

59.6

64.9

41.5

81.9

1.1

21.7

60.9

78.3

26.1

69.6

4.3

25.0

68.3

70.0

25.0

75-0

1.7

28.1

50.9

64.9

52.6

84.2

1.8

18]
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of high school principals in charge of school building

safety patrols. See Table 15.

Time Involvement

Data in Table 17, polnted out that 69 per cent of
the high school principals in Class D high schools

devoted less than one per cent of thelr time to traffilc

safety educatlon activities.

Superintendent of Schools

Thils sectlion concerned 1ltself wilth data collected
from a sclentifically designed sample of school superin-
tendents and thelr responsipbilities, training, and time

involvement in traffic safety education.

Responsibilities

Table 18, pointed out that:

1. School superintendents in Class D schools
were more often involved in making policy decisions
concerning the safety of students for whom they were
responsible thah were the other superintendents.
Approximately 85 per cent of the school superintendents
in public schools were involved in making policy
decisions concerning student safety as compared to 65
per cent of the school superintendents in non-public
schools.

2. School superintendents in public schools were

involved more often in making policy decisions concerning



TABLE 17.--High School Principal.

Athletic Classification Non Non
Time Involvement Total Public Public Metro Metro
A B C D
T 7 T 3 4 4 7 T z
Per cent of time devoted
to traffic safety
education _
Less than 1 per cent 61.5 63.0 68.6 62.1 50.0 64.9 u7.8 61.7 61.4
2 to 3 per cent 22.2 33.3 20.0 20.7 15.4 24.5 13.0 25.0 19.3
L to 5 per cent 4.3 8.6 3.4 3.8 4.3 4,3 1.7 7.0
6 to 10 per cent 2.6 3.7 7.7 2.1 4.3 1.7 3.5
11 per cent and above 2.6 2.9 3.4 3.8 1.1 8.7 1.7 3.5
None 6.0 6.9 19.2 2.1 21.7 6.7 5.3

g

w



‘TABLE 18.--Superintendent of Schools.

' Athlefic Classification Non Non
Responsibilities Total Public Publie Metro Metro
A B C D ’
" 4 Z % 4 % 7 % 7
Make policy decisions
concerning safety for
students. 81.3 67.9 83.8 84.0 90.9 84.8 65.0 78.9 83.6
Make policy decisions on
pedestrian safety. 67.0 57.1 67.6 68.0 77.3 68.5 60.0 68.4 65.5
Make policy declsions on
bicycle safety. 65.2 57.1 T70.3 60.0 T72.7 67.4 55.0 66.7 63.6
Make pollcy decisions on .
passenger safety. 72.3 46.4 81.1 8.0 T77.3 76.1 55.0 64.9 80.0

Make policy decisions
concerning school safety

patrols. 27.7 25.0 32.4 28.0 22.7 32.6 5.0 17.5 38.2

In charge of school
safety patrol for school :
system. 1.8 5.4 2.2 3.6

-Make policy decislons
concerning adult crossing

guards. - 20.5 25.0 24,3 20.0 9.1 -22.8 10.0 15.8 éS.S

Make policy decisions
concerning driver

education program. 61.6 Uu6.4 62.2 T72.0 68.2 73.9 5.0 49.1 T4.5

RS



Make policy decisions
concerning bus trans-
portation for students.

Require traffic safety
education to be taught
in all elementary grades
in school system.

Supervise traffic safety
education in the
elementary grades.

Require traffic safety
education to be taught
in all junior high or
middle schools in school
system.

Supervise traffic safety
education in junior high
or middle schools.

Require traffic safety
education to be taught

in all high school grades
in the school system.

Supervise traffic safety
education in high school
grades.

71.4

52.7

8.0

21.4

4.5

19.6

2.7

64.3

53.6

17.9

25.0

62.2

56.8

10.8

35.1

5.4

24.3

2.7

88.0

48.0

12.0

12.0

12.0

12.0

8.0

77.3

50.0

9.1

13.6

13.6

83.7

53.3

9.8

17.4

5.4

18.5

3.3

15.0

50.0

4o.0

25.0

56.1

52.6

1.8

22.8

1.8

15.8

87.3

52.7

14,5

20.0

7.3

23.6

5.5

1
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pedestrian, bicycle, and passenger safety than were school
superintendents in non-publlc schools. Of the school
superintendents from Class A, B, C, and D schools, those
from Class A schools were involved the least in making
policy decisions concerning the aforementioned areas.

3. About 28 per cent of the school superintendents
made policy decisions concerning school safety patrols.
Approximately 33 per cent of the public school superin-
tendents madé policy declisions concerning schoocl safety
patrols as compared to five per cent of the school
superintendents in non-public¢ schools. Only 1.8 per
cent of the school superintendents indicated they were
in charge of school safety patrols.

4, School superintendents in non-metropolitan
schools were iﬁvolved to a greater degree 1n formulating
pollicy for school systems concerning adult crossing
guards, driver education, and school bus transportation
than were the school superintendents from metropclitan
schools. School superintendents in Class A schools were
more often involved in making policy decislons concerning
adult crossing guards while school superintendents in
Class C schools were more often concerned with policy
decision making for driver education and school bus
transportation. Approximately 74 per cent of the school

superintendents in public schools made policy decisions
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concerning driver education as compared to five per
cent of the school superintendents in non-public schools.

5. More school superintendents in Class B schools
required traffic safety education be taught in all
elementary grades 1n the school system than any of their
counterparts. The difference in involvement between
school superintendents in public and non-public schools
is this area was not great, with only slightly more
involvement indicated by the public school superintendent.
Neither school superintendents in Class A nor in non-
public schools supervised traffic safety education in the
elementary grades. School superintendents in metropolitan
schools were involved to a much lesser degree in this
area than were the school superintendents in non-
metropolitan schools.

6. The percentage of school superintendents who
required trafflc safety education to be taught 1n all
jJunior high or middle school grades in the school system
was less in every instance than the like figure for the
elementary grades. The percentage of school superin-
tendents who supervised traffic safety education in the
Junior high or middle school grades was also less or
the same as the like figure for the elementary grades.
The figures for superintendents in Class C and
metropolitan schools were the same. School superinten-

dents in non-public schools indicated they did not
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supervise Jjunior high or middle school traffic éafety
educatlion activities.

7. While the total percentage figure of school
superintendents who required traffic safety education
be taught in all high school grades was lower than the
Junior high or middle school, the school superihtendenta
in Class A schools showed a small increase. The
supervision of traffic safety education was less 1in
every instance for the high school. School superin-
tendents in non-public schools 1ndicated they did not

supervise high school traffic safety education.

Training
Table 19 revealed that:

1. While approximately 74 per cent of the school
superintendents received preparation in general safety
education from sources other than formal college courses,
only 20 per cent have taken general safety education
courses for college credit. A much larger percentage of
school superintendents in public schools have taken
safety education courses for college credit than have
school superintendents in non-public schools. Approx-
imately 90 per cent of the non-publlic school superinten-
dents have read a safety education book while the
‘figure for all school superintendents 1s 83 per cent.

‘2. Far more school superintendents have read a

driver education text than have taken a driver education



TABLE 19.-~-Superintendent of Schools.

Athletlce Classification Non Non
Training Total Public Publiec Metro Metro
A B C D
1 % ¥ 7 T % 7 7 7
Took a general safety
education course for _
college credit. 20.5 10.7 21.6 24.0 27.3 23.9 5.0 15.8 25.5
Received general safety
education from other
than formal college
courses. 74.1 89.3 67.6 64.0 T77.3 79.3 50.0 73.7 4.5
Have read a general
safety education book. 83.0 85.7 86.5 76.0 81.8 B1.5 90.0 82.5 83.6
Took a driver education'
course for college credit. 25.0 3.6 21.6 40.0 40.9 28.3 10.0 19.3 30.9
Have read a driver : _
education textbook. go.4 82.1 75.7 80.0 B86.4 88.0 45.0 71.9 89.1
Have training for school
safety patrol respon-
sibilities. 1.8 5.4 2.2 3.6
Have read materials in
the past 3 years from
organizations interested
in safety patrols. 1.8 5.4 2.2 3.6

65
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course for college credit. Eighty-eight per cent of
the public school superintendents have read a driver
education text as compared to U5 per cent for the

school superintendents in non-public schools.

3. The figures listed for training for school
safety patrol responsibilities and for materials read
in the past three years concerning school safety patrols
were the same as those figures given in Table 18, for
the school superintendents in charge of the school

safety patrol for the school system.

Time Involvement

Table 20 1indicated that 95 per cent of the school
superintendents in non-public schools and 64.1 per cent
of the school superintendents in public schools devoted

less than one per cent of their time to traffic safety

activities.

Board of Education Member

Thls sectlon was concerned with data resulting
from a scientifically designed sample to determine the
responsibilities, training, and time involvement in

traffic safety education by board of education members.

Responsibilities

Table 21 revealed that school board members were
involved in varying degrees in the formulation of school

system policy governing trafflic safety education



TABLE 20.--Superintendent of Schools.

Athletic Classification Non Non

Time Involvement Total . | Public Publiec Metro Metro
S S S S S — —
Per cent of time devoted
to traffic safety
education.
Less than 1 per cent 66.1 T71.4 75.7 60.0 50.0 63.0 80.0 77.2 54,5
2 to 3 per cent 15.2 14,3 13.5 16.0 18.2 17.4 5.0 12.3 18.2
4 to 5 per cent 8.9 10.7 8.1 12.0 4.5 10.9 7.0 10.9
6 to 10 per cent 5.4 2.7 8.0 13.6 6.5 10.9
11 per cent and above .9 4.5 1.1 1.8

None 3.6 | 3.6 4,0 9.1 1.1 15.0 . 3.5 3.6

19



TABLE 21.--Board of Education Member.

Athletle Classification Non Non

Responsibilities Total Public Publie Metro Metro
A B C D
4 % A ] K 4 7 4 7
Board makes policy
decisions concerning
safety for students. 91.7 100 90.6 84,6 91,7 9u.i 77.8 92.6 90.7

Board makes policy
decisions on pedestrian

safety. 8.5 80.8 71.9 69.2 50.0 70.0 61.1 72.2 64.8

Board makes policy
decisions on bicycle

safety. 51.9 65.4 50.0 53.8 37.5 54.4 38.9 55.6 ug.1

Board makes policy
decisions on passenger

safety. 76.9 73,1 84.4 B4, 6 62.5 B2.2 50.0 74.1 79.6

Board makes policy
declsions concerning
safety patrols. 38.0 46.2 46.9 34.6 20.8 40.0 27.8 37.0 38.9

Board makes policy
decisions concerning

adult crossing guards. 30.6 38.5 43.8 26.9 8.3 34.4  11.1  33.3  27.8

Board makes policy
decisions concerning

driver education program. 68.5 84.6 75.0 65.4 45.8 81.1 5.6 63.0 T4.1

Board makes policy
decislons concerning bus
transportation for

students. 77.8 76.9 81.3 84.6 66.7 86.7 33.3 68.5 87.0

c9
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activities. The areas of least involvement by board of
education members were those concerning school safety
patrols and adult crossing guards. In every 1instance
concerning the formulation of policy declisions in traffic
safety education activitles, the public school board
member was more often involved than the non-public school
board member. Approximately 81 per cent of the school
board members in publlic schools made declslons concerning
the driver education program as compared to only 5.6

per cent for the school board members in non-public

schools.

Training
Data presented in Table 22 1ndicated that:

1. Slightly less than 60 per cent of the school
board members have attended a college or university. Of
this number, only .9 per cent took a general safety
educatlion course for college credit. A total of 48.1
per cent received preparation in general safety
education from sources other than formal college courses
while 55.6 per cent indicated they have read a general
safety educatlion book. Board of education members from
Class A, B, D, non-public, and metropolitan schools
indicated they had not taken a general safety education
course for college credit.

2. No board of education member had taken a

drivef education course for college credit; however,



TABLE 22 .,-=-Board of Education Member.

Athletic Classification Non Non

Training Total Publiec Public Metro Metro
A B C D

h % % % L 7 % %

Have attended a college
or university. 59.3 80.8 56.3 57.7 U41.7 58.9 f1.1 72.2 46.3

Took a general safety
education course for
college credit. .9 3.8 1.1 1.9

Received general safety
education from other
than formal college

courses, 48.1 u6.2 U6.9 6.2 54.2 44,4 66.7  48.1 8,1

Have read a general
safety education book. 55.6 U46.2 50.0 53.8 75.0 51.1 77.8 55.6 55.6

Took a driver education
course for college
credit. Jo response

dave read a driver ,
education textbook. 52.8 57.7 U6.9 61.5 45.8 51.1 61.1 64.8 4o.7

h9
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52.8 per cent indicated they had read a driver education

textbook.

Time Involvement

Table 23 indicated slightly more than 70 per cent
of the school board members devoted less than one per
cent of their time to traffic safety education
activities. Board of education members in public schools
devoted 68.9 per cent of their time to traffic safety
education activities as compared to 83.3 per cent for

board of education members in non-public schools.

Head of Driver Education

A scilentifically designed study of the heads of
driver education and their responsibilities, training,

and time involvement provided the data found in this

section.

Responsibilities

Data from Table 24 showed that:

l. Elghty per cent of the heads of driver education
are in charge of one high school. Heads of driver
education 1in public schools were more often in charge
of one high school than were heads of driver educatlon
in non-public schools.

2. Approximately 72 per cent of the heads of
driver education were teaching driver education at the

time of the interview. Of these, 71.1 per cent taught



TABLE 23.-~-Board of Education Member.

Athletiec Classification Non Non
Time Involvement Total Public Publiec Metro Metro
A B C D
% % 1 % Z 7 b/ % %
Per cent of time devoted
to traffic safety edu-
cation.
Less than 1 per cent 67.6 76.9 56.3 73.1 66.7 66.7 72.2 66.7 68.5
2 to 3 per cent 18.5 11.5 28.1 19.2 12.5 20.0 11.1 18.5 18.5
_ i to 5 per cent 8.3 3.8 12.5 3.8 12.5 8.9 5.6 5.6 11.1
6 to 10 per cent .9 3.8 1.1 1.9
11 per cent and above No response

None 3.7 3.8 3.8 8.3 2.2 11.1 5.6 1.9

99



TABLE 24.--Head of Driver Education.

Athletic Classification Non Non
Responsibilities Total Public Public¢ Metro Metro
A B C D
] z % 3 2 7 7 7 %
Number of high schools for
which you are responsible
as head of driver education.
None 1.1 3.7 1.2 2.5
One 80.0 48.0 96.3 89.5 89.5 83.1 42.9 65.0 92.0
Two 8.9 20.0 5.3 10.5 6.0 42.9 10.0 8.0
Three b4 12.0 5.3 3.6  14.3  10.0 .
‘Nl
Four 3.3 12.0 3.6 7.5
Seven 1.1 4.0 1.2 2.5
Twenty-six 1.1 4.0 1.2 2.5
Presently teaching driver
education. 72.2 68.0 70.4 68.4 84,2 72.3 T1.4 67.5 76.0
Teach on a multiple car
off-street driving range. 12.2 36.0 10.5 12.0 14.3 20.0 6.0

Teach in a driving '
simulator. 3.3 4,0 3.7 5.3 2.4 14.3 2.5 b.o




Teach practice driving on
the street.

Teach classroom phase of
driver educatlon.

Make policy decisions
concerning the driver
education program.

Make on-the-spot obser-
vations of your driver
education teachers.

Provide in-service
education for driver
education teachers.

Responsible for adminis-
tration and organization
of in-service education.

In charge of school patrol
for the entire system.

71.1

70.0

87.8

73.3

38.9

36.7

5.6

64.0

60.0

92.0

88.0

72.0

72.0

8.0

70.4

70.4

81-5

51.9

22.2

18.5

3.7

68.4

68.4

89.5

78.9

26.3

26.3

5.3

84.2

84.2

89.5

78.9

31.6

26.3

5.3

71.1

69.9

89.2

4.7

39.8

37.3

6.0

71.4

7T1.4

71.4

57.1

28.6

28.6

65.0

62.5

85.0

7500

47.5

47.5

7.5

76.

76.

90.

72.

32.

28.

89
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on the street driving, 70 per cent taught the classroom
phase, 12.2 per cent taught on a multliple car off-street
range, and 3.3 per cent were teaching in a driving
simulator. Heads of driver education in Class C schools
indicated they did not teach in a driving simulator
while heads of driver education 1n Class B and D schools
indicated they did not teach on multiple car off-street
driving ranges.

3. Heads of driver educationrin public schools
were more often involved 1in formulating policy for driver
education and in making on-the-spot observations of
driver education teachers than were the heads of driver
education in non-public schools. A hlgher percentage
of the heads of driver education were involved 1in making
policy decisions than were involved 1n making on-the-spot
observation of driver education teachers.

4, Heads of driver education in Class A schools
were involved in providing in-service education and being
responsible for administration and organization of
in-service education to a much greater degree than were
the other heads of driver education. Also, the heads of
driver education in Class A schools were in charge of the
school safety patrol for the school system more often
than thelir contemporaries. Heads of driver education in
non-public schools were not in charge of school safety

patrol activities for the school system in any degree.
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Training
Data 1in Table 25 revealed that:

1. Approximately 71 per cent of the heads of
driver education 1n non-public schools had expérience
teaching driver education while 88 per cent of the
heads of driver educatlon in public schools had
experience teaching driver education.

2. More heads of driver education have read
material in the past three years concerning school
safety patrol actlivitles than have had specific training
for school safety patrol responsibilities. No heads of
driver education in Class B or non-public schools have
had specific training for school safety patrol
activities.

3. Only 28 per cent of the heads of driver
education held an undergraduate teaching minor or 1its
equivalency 1n traffic safety education. More heads
of driver education i1n non-public schools held an
undergraduate teaching minor or 1ts equivalency in
traffic safety education than did heads of driver
education in public schools. However, 14.5 per cent
of the heads of driver education in public schools held
a Master's degree in or with emphasis 1in traffic safety
education while none of the heads of driver education

in non-public schools held a like degree.



TABLE 25.~-Head of Driver Education.

Athletic Classification Non Non
Training Total Public Public Metro Metro
A B C D
T % % T3 4 4 7 T
Have driver education
teaching experience. 86.7 ¢2.0 81.5 89.5 84,2 88.0 71.4 90.0 8u.0
Have training for school
safety patrol responsi-
bilities. b, b 4.0 5.3 10.% k.8 2.5 6.0
Have read materials in the
past 3 years from organ-
izatlions interested in
safety patrols. 6.7 4.0 7.4 5.3 10.5 7.2 2.5 10.0

-~
=

Have a Master's degree in
or with emphasis in driver
and traffic safety

education. 13.3 32.0 3.7 10.5 5.3 14,5 25.0 4.0

! Have an undergraduate
teaching minor or the
equivalency of a teaching
minor in driver and traffic

safety education. 27.8 36.0 18.5 26.3 31.6 26.5 42.9 27.5 28.0

As part of preparation for
a driver education teacher
have taken the following

courses for college credit.




Driver Education I -
Basice Course.

Driver Education II -
Advanced.

Psychological Factors in
Traffic Safety.

Safety Education.
First Aid.

Automobile Mechanlics.
Alcohol Education.

Innovations in Driver
Education.

Traffic Engineering.
Traffic Communlications.

Police and Court Traffic
Adminlstration.

86.7

51.1

30.0
30.0
63.3
21.1
30.0

25.6
16.7

12.2

13.3

96.0

68.0

52.0
52.0
68.0
28.0
32.0

44,0
36'0
28.0

20.0

81.

by,

11.

84.2
47.4

21.1
15.8
57.9
21.1
42.1

26.3
10.5
10.5

10.5

8.

42,

21.
21.
63.
2l.
26.

15.

10.

88.0

30.1
30.1
65.1
22.9
28.9

24,1
18.1

13.3

14.5

7T1.

42,

28.

28.

42,

42,

42,

90.

65.

42,
37.
65.
17.
30.

4o.
25.
15,

17.

o

QO W

84

40

20

24,

62

24,
30.

14

10.
10.

10.

.0

0

.0

0

.0

0
0

‘O

0
0

0

2l
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4. Of the courses required in the state of
Michigan for special approval to teach driver education,
approximately 86.7 per cent of the heads of driver
education had taken the basic driver education course
while 51 per cent had taken the advanced course and
30 per cent had taken the course 1n psychological
factors. Heads of driver education in public schools
had a higher percentage of involvement 1n every 1instance
except two, 1n the courses listed for driver education
teacher preparation than did the heads of driver
education in non-public schools. The areas of exceptilon
were alcohol and innovations in driver education. Data
further revealed that the heads of driver education in
non-public schools had no involvement whatsoever in
automobile mechanlcs, traffic engineering, traffic
communications, and pollce and court traffic adminis-

tration.

Time Involvement

Data presented in Table 26 indicated that only 20
per cent of the heads of driver education taught driver
education during the regular school day while 52.2 per
cent taught driver education on Saturdays, or before or
after the regular school day, and 64.4 per cent taught
driver education during the summer. About seven per
cent of the heads of driver education who téught-during

the regular school day taught for one hour. Of the heads



TABLE 26.--Head of Driver Education.

Athletic Classification Non Non
Time Involvement Total Public Public Metro Metro
A B C D
% z z % % z % % P
Teach driver education
during the regular school
day . 20.0 32.0 3.7 15.8 31.6 19.3 28.6 22.5 18.0
Hours of regular school
day spent teaching
driver education.
One hour 6.7 3.7 5.3 21.1 6.0 14.3 5.0 8.0
Two hours 2.2 4.0 : 5.3 2.4 2.5 2.0
Three hours 4.4 8.0 5.3 5.3 3.6 14.3 5.0 4.0
Four hours 3.3 8.0 5.3 3.6 2.5 b.o
Five hours No response
Six hours 3.3 12.0 3.6 7.5
Seven hours No response
Eight or more hours No response
Teach driver education on
Saturdays, or before or
after the regular school
day. 52.2 44,0 55.6 36.8 T73.7 51.8 57.1 45.0 58.0
Hours a week spent teaching
driver education on Satur-
days, or before or after
the regular school day.
0-5 hours 15.6 12.0 18.5 10.5 21.1 15.7 14.3 15.0 16.0
6-10 hours 20.0 24.0 22.2 31.6 19.3 28.6 22.5 18.0
11-15 hours 4.4 3.7 10.5 5.3 4.8 8.0

bl



TABLE 26.--Continued.

Athletic Classification Non Non
Time Involvement Total ~ Public Publiec Metro Metro
A B C D
7 3 % i 7 g 3 7 A

16-20 hours 6.7 4.0 15.8 10.5 6.0 14.3 5.0 8.0
21-25 hours L4 4.0 7.4 5.3 4.8 2.5 6.0
26-30 hours No response
31-35 hours No response
36-40 hours 1.1 3.7 1.2 2.0
Over 40 hours No response

Teach driver education

in the summer. 64.4 64.0 T70.4 57.9 63.2 63.9 71.4 65.0 64.0

Number of weeks spent

teaching driver edu-

cation during summer.
Two weeks 1.1 5.3 1.2 2.0
Three weeks 1.1 5.3 1.2 2.0
Four weeks 1.1 h.o 1.2 2.5
Five weeks 2.2 b.o 5.3 2.4 2.0 2.5 2.0
Six weeks 16.7 24.0 3.7 21.1 21.1 16.9 14.3 17.5 16.0
Seven weeks 2.2 3.7 5.3 2.4 .o
Eight weeks 16.7 20.0 18.5 15.8 10.5 16.9 14.3 15.0 18.0
Nine weeks 3.3 4.0 7.4 , 2.4 14, 7.5
Ten weeks 15.6 8.0 25.9 21.1 5.3 15.7 14.3 17.5 14.0
Eleven weeks 1.1 | 3.7 1.2 2.0
Twelve weeks 3.3 7.4 5.3 2.4 14.3 2.5 b.o

GlL



TABLE 26.-~Continued.

Athletic Classification Non Non
Time Involvement Total Publie Publie Metro Metro
A B C D
7 T 7 1 T 7 [4 4 [

Number of hours a week spent
teaching driver education
during the summer. ’

Five hours

Six hours

Nine hours
Fifteen hours
Twenty hours
Twenty-~four hours
Thirty hours
Thirty-four hours
Thirty-five hours
Thirty-six hours
Thirty-eight hours
Forty hours
Forty-one hours
Forty-four hours
Forty-five hours
Forty-eight hours

5.3
4.0

(USRS W (W]

w
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14.3
14.3
14.

5.3

10.5
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of driver education who taught on Saturdays, or before
or after the regular school day, 20 per cent taught

for s8ix to ten hours a week. During the summer, heads
of driver education taught more frequently 1in the six,

eight, and ten week programs.

Head of Safety Education

Data in this section was the result of a scien-
tifically designed sample of the responsibilities,
training, and time involvement 1n traffic safety

education of heads of safety education.

Responsibillitiles

Data from Table 27 indicated that:

1. Seventy-five per cent of the heads of safety
education were responsible for one high school while
14.3 per cent of the heads of safety education in non-
public schools and 6.9 per cent of the heads of safety
education in public schools indicated they were not in
charge of any high school. Figures indicated that
approximately 56 per cent of the heads of safety
education were responsible for one Junlior high school.
Approximately 39 per cent of the heads of safety
education were not responsible for any elementary schools.

2. About B6 per cent of the heads of safety
education 1n publie schools were involved in makling pollcy

decisions concerning student safety as compared to 43 per



TABLE 27.--Head of Safety Education.

Athletic Classification Non Non
Responsibilities Total Public Public Metro Metro
A B C D
4 z 4 % 4 % T 1 1T
High schools for which you
are responsible.
None 8.3 20.0 11.1 6.9 14,3 6.3 10.0
One 75.0 50.0 100 80.0 77.8 75.9 71.4 62.5 85.0
Two 16.7 50.0 11.1 17.2 14.3 31.3 5.0
Junior high schools for
which you are responsible.
None 27.8 20.0 42.9 30.0 22.2 27.6 28.6 25.0 30.0
One 55.6 30.0 57.1 T70.0 66.7 55.2 57.1 43,8 65.0
Two 2.8 11.1 14.3 5.0
Three 5.6 20.0 6.9 12.5
Four 5.6 20.0 6.9 12.5
Five 2.8 10.0 3.4 6.3
Elementary schools for which
you are responsible.
None 38.9 40.0 42.9 30.0 Aub.4 34.5 57.1 37.5 4o.0
One 25.0 60.0 33.3 24.1 28.6 12.5 35.0
Two 2.8 14.3 3.4 5.0
Three 5.6 14.3 11.1 3.4 14.3 6.3 5.0
Five 5.6 10.0 14.3 6.9 6.3 5.0
Eight 2.8 10.0 3.4 6.3
Eleven 5.6 14.3 10.0 6.9 6.3 5.0
Fifteen 2.8 10.0 3.4 6.3
Twenty 2.8 10.0 3.4 6.3
Twenty-six 2.8 10.0 3.4 6.3
Twenty-eight 2.8 10.0 3.4 6.3
Twenty-nine 2.8 11.1 3.4 5.0

8.l



TABLE 27.--Continued.

Athletic Classification Non Non
Responsibilities Total Public Public Metro Metro
A B c D
S SR S S S 7 7 %

Make policy decisions con-
cerning safety for students.77.8 80.0 85.7 60.0 88.9 86.2 42.9 68.8 85.0
Make policy decisions on
pedestrian safety. 61.1 60.0 42.9 60.0 77.8 69.0 28.6 43.8 75.0
Make policy decisions on
bicycle safety. 50.0 50.0 28.6 40.0 77.8 55.2 28.6 37.5 60.0
Make policy decisions on
passenger safety. 66.7 50.0 T1.4 60.0 88.9 72.4 42.9 50.0 80.0
Responsible for school
safety patrol. 19.4 10.0 14.3 30.0 22.2 17.2 28.6 18.8 20.0
Make policy decisions con-
cerning school safety
patrol. 13.9 10.0 14.3 10.0 22.2 17.2 6.3 20.0
Conduct training sessions
for the school safety
patrol. 16.7 14.3 30.0 22.2- 13.8 28.6 12.5 20.0
Make on-the-spot obser-
vations of the school
safety patrol. 13.9 10.0 14.3 20.0 11.1 10.3 28.6 18.8 10.0
Make policy decislons
concerning adult crossing
guards. 8.3 10.0 14.3 11.1 6.9 14.3 12.5 5.0

6.



TABLE 27.--Continued.

Athletic Classification Non Ylon
Responsibilities Total Public Public Metro Metro
' A B C D :
3 % % z % 4 % 4 %
Conduct tralning sesslons
for the adult crossing
guards. 11.1 20.0 14.3 11.1  10.3 14.3 18.8 5.0
Make on-the-spot obser-
vations of the adult
crossing guards. 22.2 20.0 28.6 Wy, 4 20.7 28.6 18.8 25.0
Traffic safety education
taught in all elementary
grades of the school
system. 72.2 79.0 85.7 80.0 55.¢€ 72.4 71.4 75.0 70.0
Responsible for the
traffic safety education
in the elementary grades. 30.6 50.0 28.6 20.0 22.2 31.0 28.6 43,8 20.0
Provlide a planned, coord-
inated, curriculum for
elementary grades. 13.9 20.0 28.6 10.0 13.8 14,3 18.8 10.0
Available as a resource
person for elementary _
school teachers. 25.0 b40.0 28.6 10.0 22.2 27.6  14.3 31.3 20.0
Teach traffie safety in the
elementary grades. 8.3 10.0 14,3 11.1 6.9 14.3 6.3 10.0

08



TABLE 27.--Continued.

Responsibilities

Total

Athletie Classificatlon

B

C

D

Publie

Non

Public

Metro

Non
Metro

T

4

%

z

o
»

4

7_

Make on-the-spot obser-
vations of the teaching

of traffic safety education
in the elementary grades.

Traffic safety education
taught in all junior high
school grades in the
school system.

Responsible for the traffic
safety education 1in the
Junlior hlgh schools.

Provide a planned,coordin-
‘ated, curriculum for the
Junior high school.

Available as a resource
person for junior high
teachers.

Teach traffic safety in
the junior high school
grades.

Make on-the-spot obser-
vations of the teaching of
traffic safety education
in the junior high grades.

13.9

by .y

ul-?

13.9

33.3

8.3

11.1

20.0

50.

30

20

20

20.

0

.0

.0

.0

0

14.3

57.1

28.6

28.6

10.0

ho.o

60.0

20.0

50.0

10.0

10.0

11.1

33.3

44,4

11.1

33.3

22.2

11.1

10.3

41,4

37.9

6.9

27.6

6.9

28.6

57.1

57.1

42.9

57.1

42.9

28.6

18.8

56.3

37.5

25.0

25.0

6.3

18.8

10.0

35.0

45.0

5.0

4o.o

10.0

18



TABLE 27.-=-Continued.

Responsibilities

Total

Athletie Classification

A

B

C

D

Public

Non

Publie

Metro

Non
Metro

all

%

7

[

7

%

%

%

Traffic safety education
taught in all high school
grades of the school
system.

Responsible for the traffic

safety education in the
high school grades.

Provide a planned, coord-
inated, curriculum for the
high school grades.

Available as a resource
person for high school
teachers.

Teach traffic safety in
the high school grades.

Make on-the-spot obser-
vations of the teaching
of traffic safety
education in the high
school grades.

Sponsor student organ-
izations concerned with
safety 1in school.

Member of system-wide or
school safety committee.

30.6

58.3

8.3

50.0

13.9

25.0

22.2

38.9

50.0

50.0

20.0

30.0

20.0

bo.o

20.0

50.0

14.3

71.4

71.4

14.3

28.6

42.9

42.9

10.0

60.0

50.0

10.0

10.0

20.0

10.0

44.4

55.6

11.1

11.1

22.2

11.1

55.6

31.0

62.1

6.9

55.2

13.8

27.6

20.7

37.9

28.6

42.9

14.3

28.6

14.3

14.3

28.6

42.9

31.3

43.8

12.5

25.0

12.5

25.0

31.3

50.0

30.0

70.0

5.0

70.0

15.0

25.0

15.0

30.0

c8
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cent of the heads of safety education in non-public
schools. Also, heads of safety education in non-
metropolitan schools had a hlgher percentage of
involvement in this area than did heads of safety
education in metropolitan schools. Heads of safety
education in publlic and non-mefropolitan schools had
a hligher percentage of lnvolvement in the formulation
of policy concerning pedestrian, bicycle, and passenger
safety than did the heads of safety education 1n non-
public and metropolitan schools. A

3. Approximately 14 per cent of the heads of
safety education were involved 1n policy making decisions
concerning school safety patrols. However, heads of
safety education in non-public schools were not involved
in any degree in making policy decislons concerning
school safety patrols. Heads of safety education in
non-public schools did, however, havé a higher percentage
of invoclvement in conducting training sessicns and making
on-the~spot observations of the school safety patrol than
did the heads of safety education 1n public schools.
Heads of safety education in Class A schools were not
involved in conducting training sessions for the school
safety patrol.

4y, Heads of safety education in non-public schools
indicated a higher percentage of involvement 1in making

policy decisions concerning adult crossing guards,
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conducting training sessions, and making on-the-spot
observations of adult crossing guards than did heads

of safety education in public schools. Heads of safety
education in Class C schools indicated no degree of
involvement in the aforementioned areas concerning
adult crossing guards.

5. Slightly more than 30 per cent of the heads
of safety educatlion were responsible for trafflic safety
education in the elementary grades and of these 13.9
per cent provided a planned, coordinated, curriculum
for elementary grades. Heads of safety education in
Class D schools did not, however, provide a planhed,
coordinated, curriculum for the elementary grades.
Figures further indicated that 8.3 per cent of the
heads of safety education taught traffic safety
education in the elementary grades while 25 per cent
of the heads of safety education were avallable as a
resource person for elementary school teachers,
Approximately 14 per cent of the heads of safety
education made on-the-spot observations of the teaching
of traffic safety education in the elementary grades.

6. About 42 per cent of the heads of safety
education were responsible for traffic safety education
in the Junior high school and of those, 13.9 per cent
provided a planned, coordinated, curriculum. Approximately

elght per cent of the heads of safety education taught



85

traffic safety educatlion 1in the Junior high grades while
33 per cent of the heads of safety education were'
avallable as a resource person for Jjunior high school
teachers. Flgures further indlcated that 11.1 per cent
of the heads of safety education made on-the-spot
observations of the teaching of traffic safety education
in the Junior high school grades. Heads of safety
education in non-public schools were involved in a
greater degree 1n making on-the-spot observations of
both elementary and Junior high schools than were the
heads of safety education in public schools.

7. The total figure of 58.3 per cent of the heads
of safety education, who were responsible for the
traffic safety education in the high school grades, was
larger than the like figures for elther elementary or
Junior high schools. Approximately elight per cent of
the heads of safety educatlion provided a planned,
coordinated, curriculum for the high school grades as
compared to 13.9 per cent for both the elementary and
Junior high school grades. However, involvement was
greater for the heads of safety education in being
available as a resource person, teaching traffic safety,
and making on-the-spot observations of the teachling
of traffic safety at the high school level than for
either the elementary or Junior high school levels.

Slightly more than 72 per cent of the heads of safety
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education indicated that traffic safety educatlon was
taught in all elementary grades of the school system,
kY. Y4 per cent indicated it was taught in all Junior
high grades, and 30.7 per cent 1ndicated 1t was taught

in all high school grades.
8. Less than 25 per cent of the heads of safety

education sponsored student safety organizations while

nearly 39 per cent were members of system-wide or school

safety committees.

Training
Table 28 revealed that:

1. Approximately 92 per cent of the heads of
safety educatlion had teaching experience. Slightly
more than 93 per cent of the heads of safety education
in publle schools had teaching experlence as compared
to 85.7 per cent of the heads of safety education in
non-public schools. A figure of 8.3 per cent of the
heads of safety education have had specific training
for school safety patrol responsibilities; however,
heads of safety education in Class D schools had no
specific tralning in school safety patrol responsi-
billities. More heads of safety education in non-public
and metropolitan schools had training relating to school
safety patrols than did heads of safety education in
public and non-metropolitan schools. A larger percentage

of the heads of safety educatlon had read material in the



TABLE 28.--Head of Safety Education.

Athletic Classification Non Non
Training Total Publiec Public Metro Metro
A B C D
7 % T T T 4 7 7 T

Have teaching experience. 91.7 100 100 80.0 88.9 93.1 85.7 93.8 90.0

Have training for school
safety patrol responsi-

bilities. 8.3 10.0 14,3 10.0 6.9 14.3 12.5 5.0

Have read materials in the
past 3 years from organ-
izations interested in

safety patrols. 19.4 10.0 14.3 30.0 22.2 17.2 28.6 18.8 20.0

Have a Doctor's degree
in safety education, 2.8 10.0 14.3 6.3

Have a Master's degree
in safety education. 8.3 20.0 11.1  10.3 12.5 5.0

Have undergroduate
teaching minor in safety
education. 5.6 10.0 10.0 6.9 12.5

Have taken a course in

organization and admin-

istration of safety educa-

tion for college credit. 16.7 30.0 14,3 10.0 11.1 20.7 18.8 15.0

Took a general safety
education course for

college credit. 41.7 s50.0 42.9 20.0 5%.6 44.8 28.6 37.5 45.0

L8



Received general safety
education from other
than formal college
courses.

Have read a general safety
education book.

77.8 8¢.0 Ti.4 B80.0 77.8

75.0 80.0 85.7 80.0 655.6

75.9

75.9

85.7

T1.4

81.3

81.3

75.0

70.0

g8
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past three years concerning school safety patrol
activities than had specific training in school safety
patrol activities. Slightly more than 41 per cent of
the heads of safety education took a general safety
educatlon course for college credit while 77.8 per cent
received preparatlion in general safety education from
sources other than formal college courses.

2. Data indicated that about three per cent of
the heads of safety education had a Doctor's degree 1in
safety education, 8.3 per cent had a Master's degree
in safety education, and 5.6 per cent had aﬁ undergrad-
uate teaching minor in safety education. Data further
indicated that 14.3 per cent of the héads of safety
education in non-public schools had a Doctor's degree
in safety education whlle none of the heads of safety
education in public schools held the same degree.
Approximately ten per cent of the heads of safety
education in publlic schools had a Master's degree in
safety education while none of the heads of safety
education in non-public schools held a Master's degree
in safety education.

3. No heads of safety education in non-publilc
schools have taken a course in the organization and
administration of safety education as compared to a
figure of 20.7 per cent for the heads of safety
education in public schools. In a comparison of the

heads of safety educatlion who received preparation in
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general safety education from sources other than formal

college courses, and those who had read a general safety

education book, the data varied, but not considerably.

Time Inﬁolvement

Table 29 showed that:

1. Slightly more than one-third of the heads of
safety education devoted less than one per cent of their
time to traffic safety activities while 5.6 per cent
devoted 26 to 50 per cent of their time to traffic safety
activities.

2. Approximately 86 per cent of the heads of
safety education in non-public schools indicated they
were presently teaching as opposed to 27.6 per cent of
the heads of safety education in public schools.

Figures further indlicated that 8.3 per cent of the
heads of safety education devoted one hour a day to
teaching, and 2.8 per cent devoted eight hours a day

to teaching.

Head of School Bus Operatilons

Attention in this section was dlrected upon data
recelved from a scientifically designed sample of heads
of school bus operations and thelr responsibilities,
tralning, and time involvemerit in traffic safety

education.



TABLE 29.--Head of Safety Educatilon.

Athletlic Classification Non Non
Time Involvement Total ' Public Public Metro Metro
A B C D
A T T % 7 ¥ 7 T
Per cent of time devoted to
traffic safety activities.
Less than 1 per cent 33.3 40.0 28.6 30.0 33.3 34.5 28.6 37.5 30.0
2 to 3 per cent 30.6 42,9 50.0 33.3 31.0 28.6 12.5 45.0
4 to 5 per cent 13.9 14.3 20.0 22.2 10.3 28.6 6.3 20.0
6 to 10 per cent 5.6 20.0 6.9 12.5
11 to 25 per cent 11.1 20.0 14.3 11.1 10.3 14.3 18.8 5.0
26 to 50 per cent 5.6 20.0 €.9 12.5
51 to 75 per cent No response
76 to 99 per cent No response
100 per cent No response
Presently teaching. 38,9 20.0 14.3 40.0 77.8 27.6 85.7 31.3 45.0
Hours a day spent teaching.
One hour 8.3 33.3 £.9 14.3 15.0
Two hours 2.8 11.1 3.4 5.0
Three hours 5.6 22.2 3.4 14.3 10.0
Four hours 5.6 10.0 10.0 3.h 14.3 12.5
Five hours No response
Six hours 8.3 14,3 20.0 3.4 28.6 12.5 5.0
Seven hours No response
Eight hours 5.6 10.0 11.1 3.4 14.3 10.0
Over eight hours 2.8 10.0 3.4 6.3

16
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Responsibilities

From Table 30 data indicated:

1. Of the heads of school bus operations in non-
public schools, 41.7 per cent drove a school bus in
addition to thelr responsibilitles as opposed to 25.3
per cent for the heads of school bus operations in
public schools.

2. The heads of school bus operations for Class
B, C, D,-and non-public schools were not involved,
whatsoever, 1n making policy decisions concerning
school bus operations, hiring school bus driver,
planning routes and schedules, or making on-the-spot
observatlions of school bus drivers. However, in working
with teachers and administrators, keeping transportation
records, belng avallable to assist in investigation or
making accident reports, and being responsible for
malntenance of the bus fleet, the percentage of
involvement was very high, in several instances 100
per cent.

3. Approximately 71 per cent of the heads of
school bus operations provided pre-service training for
bus drivers while the like figure for in-service training
was 56.8 per cent. Heads of school bus operations 1in
public schools were more often involved 1in providing
pre-service and in-service training for school bus
drivers than were heads of school bus operations 1n

non-public schools.



TABLE 30.--Head of School Bus Operations.

Athletic Classification Non ' Non
. Responsibilities Total Publiec Public Metro Metro
A B C D

T ¢ % ¢ 1 7 % 7
Drive a bus in addition to
duties as head of school
bus operations. 27.4 21.1 24.1 36.0 27.3 25.3 41.7 28.2 26.8
Make policy decisions con-
cerning school bus
operations. 3.2 15.8 3.6 5.1 1.8
Hire school bus drivers. 1.1 5.3 1.2 1.8
Plan routes and schedules. 2.1 10.5 2.4 2.6 1.8

Make on-the-spot obser-
vations of school bus

drivers. 3.2 15.8 3.6 5.1 1.8

Work with teachers and
administrators to

improve bus operations. 98.9 100 100 96.0 100 8.8 100 100 98.2

Keep school transportation
records. 88.4 94.7 75.9 96.0 90.9 91.6 66.7 BlL.6 91.1

Avallable to assist in
investigating or making

accident reports. 98.9 9k.7 100 100 100 98.8 100 97 .4 100

Responsible for maintenance
of school bus fleet. 84.2 78.9 86.2 B4.0 86.4 84,3 83.3 76.9 89.3

£6



Provide pre-service
training for school bus
drivers.

Provide in-service
training for school bus
drivers.

70.5 89.5 58.6 76.0 63.6

56.8 73.7 55.2 64.0 36.4

72.3

59.0

58.3

'-ll.?

79.5

56.4

64.3

57.1

h6
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Training
Table 31 revealed that:

1. Fifty per cent of the heads of school bus
operations in non-public schools had attended school
bus driver education classes conducted by the State
Universities of Michigan compared to 78.3 per cent for
the heads of school bus operations in public schools.

2. About U6 per cent of the heads of school bus
operatlions indicated they had taken the Basic Red Cross
Course and 13.7 per cent the Advanced Red Cross Course.
Involvement in both Baslc and Advanced Red Cross
training was greater for the heads of school bus
operations in public and metropolitan schools than for
heads of school bus operations in non-public and non-
metropollitan schools.

3. Less than 25 per cent of the heads of school
bus operations had taken the National Safety Council's
Driver Improvement or Defensive Drivihg Course.

4. Slightly more than two-thirds of the heads of
school bus operations in publlic schools have attended a
college or university. Of this number, 16.8 per cent
took a general safety education course for college credit
whlle 20 per cent took a driver education course for
credit and 82.1 per cent had read a driver education
textbook. Percentages in the aforementloned areas for

the heads of school bus operations in non-public-schools



TABLE 3l.-~-Head of Schoecl Bus Operations.

Athletic Classification Non Non
Training Total Public Public Metro Metro
A B C D
[ A 4 7 .3 S 7 % 7
Have attended school bus
driver education classes
conducted by the State
Universities of Michigan. 74.7 78.9 75.9 76.0 68.2 78.3 50.0 66.7 80.4
Have taken basic Red Cross
First Aid course. 46.3 57.9 37.9 44.0 50.0 ht1.0 41.7 53.8 41.1
Have taken advanced Red |
Course First Aid course. 13.7 15.8 6.9 20.0 13.6 14.5 8.3 20.5 8.9
Have taken National Safety
Council's Driver Improve-
ment or Defensive Driving
Course. 23.2 26.3 31.0 112.0 22.7 21.7 33.3 25.6 21.4
Have attended a college
or university. 68.4 68.4 65.5 60.0 81.8 68.7 66.7 64.1 71.4
Took a general safety
education course for
college credit while in -
college. 16.8 10.5 10.3 20.0 27.3 16.9 16.7 15.4 17.9
Took a driver education
course for college credit
while in college. 20.0 5.3 10.3 24.0 Uu0.9 19.3 25.0 12.8 25.0
Have read a driver edu- '
cation textbook. 82.1 68.4 79.3 84.0 95.5 81.9 83.3 4,4 87.5

96
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compare favorably to those of the heads of school bus

operations in public schools.

Time Involvement

Table 32 indicated that data for the number of
hours per day spent as head of school bus operations
was widely distributed with the largest percentage for
the one hour time category. Howe#ér, approximately 30
per cent of the heads of school bus operations spent
eight or more hours per day as head of school bus
operations while 63.2 per cent of the heads of school
bus operations in Class A schools spent elght or more

hours a day as head of school bus operations.

High School Teacher.

Data in thls section resulted from a scientifically
designed sample of high school teachers to determine
their responslibilitles, training, and time involvement

in traffic safety education.

Responsibilities

Table 33 showed that:

l. Less than four per cent of the high school
teachers were required to teach traffic safety education
in their grade. No high school teachers in Class D or
non-public schools were required to teach traffic safety
education. However, 21 per cent of the high school

teachers did teach traffic safety education, 14 per cent



TABLE 32.--Head of School Bus Operations.

Athletic Classification

Non Non
Time Involvement Total Public Publlie Metro Metro
% ; 2 g g % 7z % %
Number of hours per day
spent as head of school
bus operations.
Zero hours 8.4 5.3 6.9 8.0 13.6 3.6 41.7 10.3 7.1
One hour 31.6 5.3 34.5 u40.0 40.9 32.5 25.0 23.1 37.5
Two hours 10.5 5.3 10.3 8.0 18.2 12.0 5.1 14,3
Three hours 4.2 6.9 8.0 4.8 10.3
Four hours 8.4 10.5 17.2 4.0 9.6 7.7 8.9
Five hours 4.2 10.5 4.0 4.5 h.8 2.6 5.4
Six hours 1.1 3.4 1. 2.6
Seven hours 2.1 3.4 4.0 2.4 2.6 1.8
Eight hours 21.1 42,1 13.8 16.0 18.2 20.5 25.0 28.2 16.1
Nine or more 8.4 21.1 3.4 8.0 4.5 8.4 8.3 7.7 8.9

86



TABLE 33.--High School Teacher.

Athletic Classification Non Non
Responsibilities Total Public Public Metro Metro
A B C D
T T 4 4 4 7 [ 7 3

Required to teach traffic
safety education in your
grade. 3.9 4.8 3.2 3.5 4.y 1.2 9.6
Teach traffic safety
education, 21.0 26.4 13.0 18.3 12.9 22.6 7.7 22.8 17.1
Teach pedestrian safety. 11.8 17.6 5.0 5.7 2.8 12.6 4.7 11.0 13.4
Teach bicycle safety. 5,0 4.2 2.3 6.9 2.8 4.3 1.8 4.3 3.3
Teach passenger safety. 13.8 16.7 9.7 11.7 10.7 14.6 7.7 13.2 15.2
In charge of the school
safety patrol for the
bullding. No response
Sponsor student organ-
izations concerned with
safety in school. 5.2 2.8 4.7 15.0 5.4 5.5 3.0 5.0 5.7
Member of system-wlde or : |
school safety committee. 6.6 9.2 2.7 5.1 4.1 6.8 5.5 6.0 8.0

66
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taught passenger safety, 12 per cent taught pedestrian
safety, and four per cent taught bicycle safety. Data in
Table 8 revealed that 3.8 per cent of the high school
teachers had a safety resource person to whom they
could turn for assistance. However, no senior high
school teacher sought assilistance from the resource
person "very often," 2.6 per cent indicated "fairly
often," 1.7 per cent "not véry often," and 10.8 per
cent "hardly ever." Table 8 further revealed that
3.8 per cent of the high school teachers were provided
wilth a planned, coordinated, traffic safety curriculum
while 3.8 per cent followed the curriculum closely.

2. High school teachers were not involved wilith
school building safety patrols.

3. Few hlgh school teachers were involved in
sponsoring student safety organizations or were members

of system-wlde or school safety committees. Teachers

in Class C schools were, however, more lnvolved in the

former and Class A teachers in the latter.

Training
Data from Table 34 revealed that:

1. About 60 per cent of the high school teachers
received preparation in general safety education from
sources other than formal college courses as compared
to 22.5 per cent who had taken general safety education

courses for college credit. Approximately 70 per cent



TABLE 34.--High School Teacher.

Athletic Classification Non Non
Training Total Public Public Metro Metro
A B C D
7 7% T 71 T 7 4 — 4
Took a general safety
education course for
college credit. 22.5 29.6 12.5 20.9 6.9 23.3 15.9 25.5 1€.3
Recelved general safety
education from other
than formal college
courses. 60.4 68.2 44.1 57.7 63.4 59.1 70.7 60.9 59.3
Have read a general safety
education book. 64,1 67.3 51.1 69.8 72.9 63.7 67.1 59.0 74.8

Have training for school
safety patrol responsi-
bilities.

Have read materials in the
past 3 years from organ-
izations interested in
safety patrols.

No response

No response

10T
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of the high school teachers in non-public schools received
preparation in general safety education from sources other
than formal college courses as opposed to 59.1 per cent
for the high school teachers in public schocls. Slightly
more than 64 per cent of the high school teachers had

read a general safety education book.

' 2. High school teachers indicated they did not

have safety patrol training and had not read any material
from organizations concerned with school safety patrols

in the past three years.

Time Involvement

Table 35 revealed that 90.2 per cent of the high
school teachers devoted less than one per cent of thelr

time to traffic safety education.

Driver Education Teacher

Data in this section was made available through a
sample scientificallyfdesigned to determine the respon-
sibilities, training, and time involvement of driver

education teachers in traffic safety education.

Responsibilities

Data from Table 36 revealed that:

1. Driver education teachers were more often
found to be in charge of the school safety patrol for
the school system than for the school bullding safety

patrol; however, involvement 1n each of these areas



TABLE 35.--High School Teacher.

' Athletic Classification Non Non
Time Involvement Total Public Public Metro Metro
A B C D )
7 % 3 3z 7 7 7 7 Z
Per cent of time devoted
to traffic safety
activities.
Less than 1 per cent 70.2 69.4 67.9 75.6 73.2 68.6 82.7 72.4  65.5
2 to 3 per cent 5.0 8.7 h,1 5.3 2.6 7.3
L4 to 5 per cent 1.1 2.3 3.7 1.2 .8 1.7
6 to 10 per cent .5 3.5 .6 1.6
11 per cent and above 3.3 4.8 2.7 3.7 10.1

None 20.0 17.1 27.1 17.2 22.7 20.6 14,6 19.5 2l.1

£0T




TABLE 36.--Driver Education Teacher.

Athletic Classification Non Non
Responsibilities Total Public Public Metro Metrc
. A B C D
A 4 T % 7 T 4 1 7

In charge of school safety
patrol for the entire
school system. 3.3 4.5 3.3 3.4 5.2
In charge of school safety
patrol in building. : 1.4 3.3 10.3 1.4 3.9
Sponsor student organ-
izatlions concerned with
safety in school. 8.1 1.1 2.7 4.5 9.9 8.3 8.4 7.¢
Member of system-wide or
school safety committee. 8.6 4.5 15.5 12.4 11.6 8.8 6.7 12.1
Teach on a multiple car
off-street driving range. 33.3 44.6 23.0 18.8 33.6 20.5 38.6 23.9
Teach in a driving
simulator. 5.1 9.0 - 5.2 8.0
Teach practice driving
on the street. 91.0 84.4 100 100 97.0 90.8 100 86.2 99.5

Teach classroom phase of
driver education. 86.8 86.0 84.1 89.5 100 86.6 100 88.1 84.€

ot
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was less than four per cent. Driver educatlon teachers

were only slightly more lnvolved 1in system-wide or

school safety committee membership than 1n sponsoring
student safety organizations. Involvement in each of
these areas was less than ten per cent.

2. Ninety-one per cent of the driver educatlon
teachers taught practice driving on the street, 86 per
cent taught the classroom phase, 33.3 per cent taught
on a multiple car off-street driving range, and 5.1 per
cent were involved in teachlng 1n a driving simulator.
Involvement in off-street driving ranges and.driving
simulators was, for the most part, limited to the larger

school systems.

Training
Table 37 pointed out that:

1. Approximately 28 per cent of the driver
education teachers in metropolitan schools had a laster's
degree in or with emphasis in traffic safety educatlon as
compared to less than two per cent for the driver
education teachers in non-metropolitan schools., It 1s
interesting to note that 79.7 per cent of the drilver
education teachers in non-metropolitan schools had an
undergraduate teaching minor or its equivalency in
driver and traffic safety education as compared to 49
per cent for the driver education teachers in metro-

politan schools. These figures are greater than the



TABLE 37.--Driver Education Teacher.

Athletlc Classification Non Non
Training Total Public Public Metro Metro
A B C D
4 T 9 3 T % T 7 7

Have a Master's degree 1n

or with emphasis in driver

and trafflic safety edu-

cation. 18.5 24.5 12.2 8.9 8.2 18.5 20.5 28.1 1.4

Have an undergraduate

teaching minor or the

equivalency of a teaching

minor 1n driver and traffic

safety education. 60.0 53.3 66.0 77.6 59.7 60.3 43.8 h9.0 79.7

As part of preparation for
a driver education teacher
have taken the following

courses for college credit.

Driver Education I -
Basic Course 99.5 100 100 100 92.3 99.5 100 100 98.7

Driver Education II -
Advanced 60.0 69.1 51.1 A41.4 49,8 60.0 56?2 66.3 48.7

Psychological Factors in
Traffic Safety. 37.2 43.2 41.3 12.8 19.3 37.4 30.1 4y.7 23.8

Safety Education 36.1 44,8 24.2 23.4 30.0 36.4 20.5 48,2 14,6
First Aild 61.3 63.3 53.8 68.7 s5k.5 61.9 30.1 bl.0 56.4
Automobile Mechanics 19.7 18.6 17.7 23.4 30.9

19.7 21.9 20.2 18.9
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Alcohol Education

Innovations in Driver
Education

Traffic Engineering
Traffic Communications

Police and Court Tréffic
Administration

Have read materials in the
past 3 years from organ-
izations interested in
safety patrols.

Have training for school
safety patrol responsi-
bilities.

29.1

15.6
20.2
13.1

13.4

1.4

1.1

26.6

17.3
23.4
16.5

18.6

34,

12.
20.
10.

34.3

16.4
8.9
6.0

8.9

19.7

12.4
13.7
7.7

11.2

10.3

5.6

29.

15.
20.
13.

13.

30.1

43.8
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correspohding figures for heads of driver education as
shown in Table 25.

2. Data revealed that 7.7 per cent of the driver
education teachers in Class D schools had not taken the
basic course in driver educatlion. These driver educatlon
teachers were in public, non-metropolitan, school
systems. Of the courses required in the State of
Michigan for speclal approval to teach driver education,
99.5 per cent had taken the basic course, 60 per cent
had taken the advanced, and 37.2 per cent had taken the
course in psychologlical factors.

3. Driver education teachers indicated they had
very little training for school safety patrol responsi-
bilities nor had they had much involvement in reéding

materials related to school safety patrols.

Time Involvement

Data gleaned from Table 38 revealed that only 36.6
per cent of the driver education teachers taught driver
education during the regular school day while 69.1 per
cent taught driver educatlion on Saturdays, or before or
after the regular school day, and 84.8 per cent taught
driver education during the summer. About 15 per cent
of the driver education teachers who taught during the
regular school day taught for six hours. Of the driver
education teachers who taught on Saturdays, or before or

after the regular school day, 22.4 per cent taught no



TABLE 38.--Driver Education Teacher.

Athletic Classification Hon Non
Time Involvement Total Public Public Metro Metro
' A D »
% 7 3 7 7 4 4 3 1
Teach driver education
during the regular school
day. 36.6 51.0 5.9 31.3 32.6 36.4 43.8 37.4 35.2
Hours of regular school
day spent teaching driver
education.
One hour 7.8 10.8 6.0 13.7 7.9 6.2 10.6
Two hours 5.3 2.7 2.1 18.8 11.6 5.4 14.7
Three hours .9 3.6 7.3 .5 23.3 .8 1.2
" Four hours 5.0 8.8 5.1 4.3 6.1
Five hours 2.9 2.9 3.8 2.8 2.6 20.5 3.2 2.5
Six hours 14.7 25.9 15.0 22.9
Teach driver education on
Saturdays, or before or
after the regular school
day. 69.1 78.7 47.9 +57.8 88.0 69.0 76.7 69.7 68.0
Hours a week spent
teaching driver education
on Saturdays, or before or
after the regular school
day.
0~ 5 hours 22.4 24,2 18.9 11.5 44,2 22.0 43.8 15.7 34.3
6-10 hours 16.2 19.6 16.3 b,0 10.7 16.5 18.5 12.0
11-15 hours 16.0 19.1 7.0 19.6 14.2 15.9 20.5 18.9 10.9
16-20 hours 13.3 15.8 2.8 22.8 8.6 13.3 12.3 16.6 7.2

601



TABLE 38.--Continued.

Athletle Classification Non Non
Time Involvement Total Public Public Metro Metro
' A B C D
1 7 1 7 7 4 4 7 4
21~-25 hours 1.0 2.9 5.2 1.0 ' 2.8
26~30 hours .3 5.2 <3 .9
Teach driver education in
the summer. 84.8 80.0 93.5 95.5 71.2 Bu.5 100 81.3 91.0

Number of weeks spent
teaching driver edu-
cation during summer.

Zero weeks 15.0 20.0 6.5 4.5 25.8 15.3 18.7 8.5
Two weeks .3 5.2 .3 .9
Three weeks .3 5.6 .3 .9
Four weeks 6.1 10.8 6.3 9.6

Five weeks .2 7.5 4,3 6.6

Six weeks 16.7 16.9 20.2 8.9 18.9 16.6 20.5 17.2 15.8
Seven weeks 3.4 - 4,3 14.3 6.9 3.4 9.4
Eight weeks 20.5 20.4 17.6 27.1 18.5 20.0 6.6 13.7 32.7
Nine weeks 11.3 9.8 18.0 8.5 €.0 11.6 12.5 9.3
Ten weeks 16.6 11.0 24.6 27.7 13.3 16.3 32.9 16.6 16.6
Eleven weeks 1.2 9.0 : 1.3 .9 1.9
Twelve weeks 1.3 5.6 1.4 1.0 1.9
Fourteen weeks .8 3.3 .8 2.1
Twenty weeks 2.1 3.6 2.1 3.2

011



TABLE 38.--Ccntinued.

Athletic Classification Non Non
- Time Involvement Total Publiec Public Metro Metro
A B C D

A S SR SN SN S S S

Number of hours a week
spent teaching driver
education during the
summer.

Zero hours

Four hours

Seven hours
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Fifteen hours
Twenty hours
Twenty-three hours
Twenty-four hours
Twenty-five hours
Twenty-six hours
Thirty hours
Thirty-three hours
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Forty-eight hours
Fifty hours
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more than five hours a week. Summer programs in which
driver education teachers were more frequently involved
were the eight, six, and ten week programs. More driver
education teachers taught for thirty hours a week during

the summer than for any other time category listed.

Junlor High School Principal

Attention in this section was focused upon the
responsibllities, training, and time involvement of
Junior high school principals in traffic safety edu-
cation determined by a scientifically designed sample.

Responsibillities

Data 1n Table 39 revealed that:

l. A greater percentage of the Junior high
school principals in Class C schools were involved in
policy declsion making concerning pedestrian safety
and‘passenger safety than any of thelr contemporaries.
However, Junior high school principals in Class B
schools were involved to a greater degree in declsion
making on bicycle safety. With the exception of the
Junior high school principals in public schools being
involved more often 1in pollcy decislion making on bilcycle
safety, the junior high school principals in non-public
schools had a greater percentage of involvement in
declsion making concerning pedestrian safety, and

passenger safety. In all instances of policy making



TABLE 39.--Junior High School Principal.

Athletic Classification Non Non
Responsibilities Total Public Public Metro Metro
A B C D
¥ ¢ % % 1 37 7 A 4

Make policy decisions con-
cerning safety for students.88.1 87.0 89.8 93.2 80.6 88.8 89.5 87.6 89.1

Make policy decisions on :
pedestrian safety. 69.2 66.9 66.7 88.8 61.7 69.1 70.9 67.2 73.4

Make policy decisions on
bicycle safety. 63.2 59.8 73.0 69,7 42.8 63.5 59.1 56.9 76.3

Make policy decisions on
passenger safety. 47.8 U2,1 46.7 68.6 67.1 U7.6 51.1 by, 3 55.2

In charge of school safety
patrol for building. T 3.4 5.9 .3 6.8 2.3

Teaching of traffic safety
education required by
school system in all grades
for which you are respon-

sibile. 19.9 19.6 24.4 19,1 5.4 20.1 17.7 18.0 23.9

Require traffic safety

education to be taught

in grades for which you

are responsible. 7.9 9.2 4.4 8.9 T.T 8.0 6.8 h.7 14.6

£ETT



Require pedestrian safety
to be taught. 2.6 2.7 8.9 2.4 6.8

Require bicycle safety
to be taught. 3.3 2.7 2.8 8.9 2.4 18.1

Require passenger safety
to be taught. 1.1 8.9 T 6.8

Supervise traffic safety
education. b7 5.5 4.4 3.4 b5 6.8

IR
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decisions concerning the aforementioned areas, the Junilor
high scheool princlpals in non-metropolitan schools
indicated a higher percentage of involvement than did
the junior high schocl principals in metropolitan schools.
2. Less than one per cent of the Jjunlor high
school principals were 1in charge of the school building
safety patrol.
3. Only about eight per cent of the Junior high
school principals required traffic safety education to
be taught 1n all grades for which they were responsible
while 19.9 per cent indicated the school system required
traffic safety education to be taught 1n all grades for
which they were responsible. With but one exception,
the percentage of Junior high school principals 1n each
classification who required pedestrian, bicycle, and
passenger safety to be taught was the same or less than
the percentage of junlor high school principals in each
classification who required traffic safety education be
taught in all grades for which they were responsible.
The lone excepfion was the percentage of Junlor high
school principals in non-public schools who required
that bicycle safety be taught. Junior high school
principals in Class D schools did not require pedestrian,
bilcycle, or passenger safety to be taught. Junlor high
school principals in non-publiec schools more often

required pedestrian, bicycle, and passenger safety to
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be taught than did the junior high school principals
in public schools. Approximately 18 per cent of the
Junior high school principals in non-public schools
required bicycle safety to be taught as opposed to
about two per cent of the Junlor high school princi-
pals in publile schools.

4, Supervision of traffic safety education by
Junior high school principals was less than five per
cent. Junior high school principals in Class D schools

did not perform any supervision whatscever in traffic

safety educatlon.

Training
Data in Table 40 revealed that:

1. Approximately 24 per cent of the junior high
school principals had taken a general safety education
course for college credit. Data further revealed that
Junior high school principals in non-public schools had
not taken a general safety education course for college
credit. Fewer Junlior high school principals in non-
public schools received preparation in general safety
education from sources other than formal college courses
than did other junior high school principals.

2. Junior high school principals reported they
had no training for school safety patrocl responsibilities.

Less than one per cent of the Junior high school princi-



TABLE 40.-~Junior High School Principal.

Training

Athletic Classification

Total Public
A B C D

Non
Publice

Metro

Non
Metro

% % % % % %

%

%

%

Took a general safety
education course for
college credit.

Recelved general safety
education from other
than formal college
courses.

Have read a general safety
education book.

Have training for school
safety patrol respon-
sibilities.

Have read materials in the
past 3 years from organ-
izatlons interested in
‘safety patrols.

24 .y 26.7 22.5 20.6 16.2 25.9

72.1 78.5 60.2 75.6 50.5 T74.5

75.4 84.2 64.8 57.2 68.5 76.6

No response

35.4

57.0

6.8

2b .7

73.5

76.8

23.7

69.2

72.3

2.3

L1t
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pals had read materials in the past three years from

organizations interested 1n school safety patrols.

Time Involvement

Information gleaned from Table 41 indicated that
approximately two-thirds of the junior high school
principals devoted less than one per cent of their

time to traffic safety actlvities.

Junlor High School Teacher

Data in this section was provided by means of a
sclentiflically designed sample. The area of concern
was the responsibilities, training, and time involvement
of Junior high school teachers 1in traffic safety edu-

catlion.

Responsibillities

Data from Table 42 indicated that:

1. Very few, less than one per cent, of the junior
high school teachers were required to teach trafflc safety
education in their grade. However, 19.9 per cent of the
Junior high school teachers did teach traffic safety, 17.1
per cent taught pedestrian safety, 1ll.4 per cent taught
bicycle safety, and 8.7 per cent taught passenger safety.
Junior high school teachers in public schools were more
often involved in the teaching of pedestrian and bicycle
safety than were Junlior high school teachers in non-

public schools; however, junior high school teachers in



TABLE 41.--Junior High School Prineipal.

Athletlic Classification Non Non
Time Involvement Total Public Public Metro Metro
A B C D
T T 7 7 A 7 % % 7
Per cent of time devoted
to traffic safety edu-
cation.
Less than 1 per cent 66.9 67.3 63.4 68.2 75.7 67.0 65.0 T71.7 57.0
2 to 3 per cent 23.4 25.2 25.0 13.8 17.1 23.0 28.3 20.7 28.8
Il to 5 per cent 6.2 4.7 8.6 1l1.4 6.6 5.1 8.3
6 to 10 per cent 1.0 2.8 5.4 2.1 2.k .9
11 per cent and above iy 3.4 6.8 1.3
None .8 3.0 1.8 .9 2.6

61T



TABLE 42.--Junlor High School Teacher.

Athletic Classification Non Non
Responsibilities Total ‘ Public Publie Metro Metro
A B. C D
% % % 3 i 7 2 2 z
Required to teach traffic
safety education 1in your
grade. 7 3.1 3.0 9.0 .7 .6
Teach traffic safety
education. 19.9 13.8 31.7 18.5 32.5 20.4 13.6 16.2 27.6

Teach pedestrian safety. 17.1 13.8 25.6 10.8 29.9 17.4 13.6 15.4 20.7

Teach bicycle safety. 11.4 s.,4 22.0 10.8 25.0 11.5 10.3 6.4 21.9
Teach passenger safety. 8.7 2.0.18.3 10.8 26.1 8.3 13.6 5.9 14.7
In charge of the school

safety patrol for the

building. .5 7.8 .3 3.3 1.6
Sponsor student organ-

izations concerned with

safety in school. 4,9 4.4 12.9 7.8 3.5 21.6 6.4 1.6

Member of system-wide or
school safety committee. 1.3 9.0 18.3 2.0

021
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non-public schools were more often involved in the
teaching of passenger safety than were Junior high
school teachers in publlic schools. Data in Table 11
indicated that six per cent of the Junior high school
teachers had a safety resource person to whom they
could turn for assistance. However, no junior high
school teacher sought assistance from the resource
person "very often," .2 per cent indicated "fairly
often," 2.8 per cent "not very often," and 3 per cent
"hardly ever." Table 11 further revealed that 2.8
per cent of the junior hiligh school teachers were
provided with a planned, coordinated traffic safety
curriculum while 1.9 per cent followed the curriculum
closely.

2. Table 10 revealed that 18.6 per cent of the
Junior high schools had a safety patrol for the school
building. Table U2 indicated that less than one per
cent of the Jjunlor high school teachers were in charge
of the school bullding safety patrol.

3. Junior high school teachers were involved to
some degree, less than five per cent, in sponsoring
student safety organizations and holding membership 1in

a system-wlde or school safety committee.

Training
Data in Table 43 indicated:



TABLE #43.--Junior High School Teacher.

Athletle Classification Non Non
Training Total Public Public Metro Metro
A B C D
T % 4 % E4 z z 7 f
Took a general safety
education course for
college credit. 19.5 22.6 15.9 16.9 11.9 20.3 8.6 21.6 15.0
Received general safety |
education from other
than formal college
courses. 60.8 57.8 64.1 62.8 70.1 59.9 72.8 59.0 6b4.7
Have read a general safety
education book. 69.9 64.7 T4.5 T79.5 75.0 68.6 86.4 70.4 69.0

Have training for school
safety patrol responsi-
bilities.

Have read materials in the
past 3 years from organ-
izations interested in
safety patrols.

No response

No response

AN
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1. Approximately 20 per cent of the junlor high
school teachers took a general safety education course
for college credit. However, only 8.6 per cent of the
Junior high school teachers in non-public schools took
a general safety education course for college credit
as compared to 20.3 per cent for Junior high school
teachers in public schools.

2. A higher percentage of Jjunior high school
teachers 1n non-public and non-metropolltan schools
recelved preparation in general safety education from
sources other than formal college courses than did
thelr counterparts.

3. No Junior high school teacher indicated they
had recelived training‘for school safety patrol respone-
sibilities or read any material in the past three

years from organizations interested in school safety

patrols.

Tlme Involvement

Data found in Table 44 revealed that approximately
90 per cent of the junior high school teachers devoted
less than one per cent of their time to traffic safety
education activities. About 90 per cent of the junior
high school teachers in public schools devoted less than
one per cent of thelr time to traffic safety activities
as compared to 78.7 per cent of the junior high school

teacheré in non-public schools.



TABLE 44.--Junior High School Teacher.

Athletic Classification Non Non
Time Involvement Total , Public Public Metro Metro
A B C D
z z 2 7 T 4 4 z 2
Per cent of time devoted
to traffic safety
activities.
Less than 1 per cent 71.9 68.0 75.8 78.2 76.5 71.7 4.4 70.1 75.6
2 to 3 per cent 7.8 12.9 2.0 | 8.5 10.5 2.3
k to 5 per cent 1.3 9.0 18.3 2.0
6 to 10 per cent .8 3.2 .8 1.1
11 per cent and above .2 3.4 3.0 .7
None 17.9 19.1 19.0 12.8 16.0 19.0 4.3 16.3 21.5

hel
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Elementary School Principal

This sectlon was concerned with the responsi-
bilities, training, and time involvement of elementary
school principals in traffic safety education determined

by a scientifically selected sample.

Responsibillities

Table 45 indicated that:

1. About 83 per cent of the elementary school
principals were involved in making policy decisions
concerning safety of students for whom they were
responsible. Elementary school principals in Class C
schools were 1lnvolved to an overall greater degree in
the making of policy decislons concerning pedestrian
safety, blcycle safety, and passenger safety than were
thelr counterparts. Elementary school principals in
non-public schools were involved 1n these policy making
declsions 1n an overall greater degree than were the
elementary school principals 1in public schools. Also,
the elementary school principals in non-metropolitan
schools were more involved than were the elementary
school principals in metropclitan schools.

2. Elementary school principals were in charge of
the school safety patrol for their own building in 14.2
per cent of the cases. The highest percentage was
indicated for Class C schools. The elementary school

principals in public. schools and the elementary school



TABLE U45.--Elementary School Prinecipal.

Athletic Classification Non Non
Responsibilities Total ‘ Publie Public Metro Metro
A B C D
A 4 1 7 z ES 7 T 7

Make policy decisions con-
cerning safety for students.83.1 77.1 87.4 92.0 98.4 81.6 97.7 79.0 91.7
Make policy decisions on
pedestrian safety. ' 75.9 T4.4 69.1 92.0 75.7 76.1 73.8 70.3 87.5
Make policy decisions on
bicycle safety. 76 .4 71.9 84.9 B84.2 63.5 76.0 80.6 72.1 85.4
Make policy decisions on
passenger safety. 52.2 44,7 L48.8 81.2 61.2 50.6 68.1 41.5 74 .7
In charge of school safety
patrol for building. 14,2 12.4 13.4 23.0 11.4 15,2 4.1 11,1 20.6
Teaching of traffic
safety education required
by school system in all
grades for which you are
responsible. 54,9 58.0 51.3 53.9 44,3 53,4 70.2 60.4 43.4
Require traffic safety
education to be taught
in all grades for which
you are responsible. 3.6 3.3 2.9 6.9 3.5 3.9 3.2 4.3

9cT



Require pedestrian safety
to be taught.

Require bicycle safety
to be taught.

Require passenger safety
to be taught.

Supervise traffic safety
education.

42.1

42,3

32.9

34.3

45.8

48.4

36.1

43.5

33.6

36.4

21.4

29.2

48.3 27.8

39.7 17.3

45.9 17.3

1903

9-0

41.7

4y .1

33.5

36.3

45.9

24,6

26.4

14.5

46.3

by, 7

35.0

41.6

33.4

37.3

28.5

19.0

IXA
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princlipals in non-metropolitan schools were more often
in charge of the school safety patrol for thelr own
building than were their counterparts.

3. Data indlicated that less than four per cent
of the elementary school princlpals required traffic
safety education to be taught in all grades for which
they were responsible while nearly 55 per cent
indicated that the school system required traffic safety
education to be taught in all grades for which they
were responsible. However, the percentage rose sharply
for those elementary school principals who réquired
pedestrian, bicycle, and passenger safety be taught in
thelr schools without mention of particular grades.

4y, Elementary school principals in public and
metropolitan schools were more often involved in the
supervision of traffic safety education than were
elementary school principals in non-public and non-
metropolitan elementary schools. Elementary échool
principals in Class D schools were involved to a much
lesser degree in the supervision of traffic safety
education than their counterparts. It may also be
noted that elementary school principals in Class D
schools did not require traffic safety education to

be taught in the grades for which they were responsible.
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I'raining
Table 46 revealed that:

l. Twenty-three per cent of the elementary school
princlpals had a general safety education course for
college credit; however, 80.3 per cent had received
preparation in general safety education from sources
other than formal college courses and 79 per cent had
read a general safety educatlion book. Elementary school
principals in public and non-metropolltan schools
indlcated a higher percentage of involvement in the
aforementioned areas than did the elementary‘school
principals in non-public and metropolitan schools.

2. Less than five per cent of the elementary school
principals had training for school safety patrol respon-
sibilities, while 14.2 per cent had read material
concerning school safety patrols in the past three
years. Elementary school principals in non-public
schools indicated no training for school safety patrol
responsibilities and alsco indicated the lowest
percentage of elementary school principals who had
read material concerning school safety patrols 1n the
past three years. It was interesting to note the
difference between the school safety responsibilities
as indicated in Table 45 and the amount of training
the elementary school principals had for thils respon-

sibility as is indicated in Table 46. Data indicated



TABLE 46.~-Elementary School Principal.

Training

Total

Athletic Classification

A

B

C

D

Public

Non

Public

Metro

Non
Metro

[

%

z

4

7

z

4

z

Took a general safety
education course for
college credit.

Received general safety
education from other
than formal college
gourses.

Have read a general safety
education book.

Have training for school
safety patrol respon-
sibilities.

Have read materials 1in the
past 3 years from organ-
izations interested in
safety patrols.

23.0

80.3

79.0

4.9

14,2

24,7

82.0

78.7

4.3

12.4

24 .4

76.0

86.4

3.9

13.4

16.8

79.2

67.1

7.7

23.0

18.0

85.5

81.2

7.1

11.4

24.5

82.6

79.1

5.“

15.2

8.3

58.0

77.17

b1

22.3

7.7

4.7

4.6

11.1

24.5

85.8

88.0

5.5

20.6

OET
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nearly 15 per cent 1nvolvement in the area of respon-
sibilities wlth less than five per cent 1involvement in

the area of training.

Time Involvement

Table U7 showed that 44.3 per cent of the elemen-
tary school principals devoted two to three per cent
of their time to traffic safety education activities.
Data for elementary school principals 1n Class D
schools indicated that 12.2 per cent devoted no time

whatsoever on traffic safety education activities.

Elementary School Teacher

Data presented in thls section was concerned with
elementary school teachers iIn the area of traffic safety
education and their responsibilities, training, and time
involvement. Data was furnished by means of a scientif-

ically designed sample.

Responsibllities

Data from Table 48 indicated:

1. Less than.30 per cent of the elementary school
teachers were required to teach traffic safety education
in their grades. A higher percentage of elementary
school teachers in public and metropolitan schools were
required to teach traffic safety education in their
grades than were elementary school teachers in non-

public and non-metropolitan schools. However, more



TABLE 47.--Elementary School Principal.

Athletic Classification Non Non
Time Involvement Total Public Public Metro Metro
A B C D
z 4 % % 1 kA % 7 %
Per cent of time devoted
to traffic safety edu-
cation.
Less than 1 per cent 35.5 30.4 31.8 53.3 51.8 36.2 28.0 35.7 35.0
2 to 3 per cent 4y.3 s50.3 U45.5 29.5 21.6 43.2 54.9 45.3 42.2
4 to S per cent 7.2 19.2 11.3 1k.s5 7.3 6.0 3.5 15.0
6 to 10 per cent 6.8 10.0 3.4 3.4 7.5 7.0 6.3
11 per cent and above 2.4 3.7 2.5 2.2 b,1 3.0 1.2
None 2.3 2.9 12.2 1.8 7.0 3.3 .3

2e1



TABLE 48.--Elementary School Teacher.

Athletic Classification Non Non
Responsibilities Total Public Public Metro Metro
A B C D
4 7 4 . 7 1 T

Required to teach traffic
safety education in your
grade. 28.7 29.3 25.0 35.0 24.1 29.1 25.2 30.8 2h.0
Teach traffic safety
education. 84.4 88.3 80.5 74.3 87.1 90.0 34.9 81.0 91.6
Teach pedestrian safety. 83.7 88.3 80.5 69.6 87.1 89.3 34,9 81.0 89.6
Teach bicycle safety. 80.6 88.3 77.3 58.1 76.5 86.2 31.1 78.6 84.8
Teach passenger safety. 60.7 64.9 52.6 54.7 68.0 64.0 31.1 61.3 59.4
In charge of the school
safety patrol for the
building. 11.1 9.3 11.9 13.7 16.9 10.8 13.5 6.4 21.1
Sponsor student organ-
izations concerned
with safety in school. 10,2 9.3 13.2 3.9 19.1 9.8 14,1 6.2 18.8
Member of system-wide or
school safety committee. 4,3 5.4 2.7 1.5 7.2 by 4.0 5.6 1.6

£ET
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than 80 per cent of the elementary school teachers
taught traffic safety education. All areas of traffic
saf'ety education--pedestrian, bicycle, and passenger
safety--were taught. Of these areas, passenger safety
was taught the least. Elementary school teachers in
non-public schools indicated the least involvement in
the aforementioned areas. Data 1n Table 13 revealed
that 52 per cent of the elementary school teachers

had a safety resource person to whom they could turn
for asslistance. HoWever, no elementary school teacher
sought assistance from the safety resource person
"very often," 8.2 per cent indicated "fairly often,"
23.2 per cent "not very often," and 20.5 per cent
"hardly ever." Table 13 further revealed that 22.5
per cent of the elementary school teachers were
provided with a planned, coordinated, trafflc safety
curriculum while 18.9 per cent followed the curriculum
closely.

2. Approximately 13.5 per cent of the elementary
school teachers 1in non-public schools were in charge of
school bullding safety patrols as compared to 10.8 per
cent of the elementary school teachers in public schools.

3. Elementary school teachers were involved to
some degree in sponsoring student safety organizations

in schools and holding memtership in a system-wide or

school safety committee. Elementary school teachers 1n
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non-publlc and non-metropolitan schools were 1nvolved
to a greater degree 1n sponsoring student safety
organizations than were elementary school teachers in
public and metropolitan schools. However, elementary
school teachers in publlic and metropolitan schools

were more often members of system-wide or school safety

commlttees than were elementary school teachers in non-

public and non-metropolitan schools.

Training
Table 49 indicated that:

l. Fifty-elght per cent of the elemehtary school
teachers recelved preparation in general safety education
from non-formal college courses rather than general
courses taken for college credit. An evér higher per-
centage, nearly 70 per cent, of the elementary school
teachers had read a general safety education book.
Elementary school teachers 1n public and metropolitan
schools i1ndicated a higher percentage of involvement 1n
these areas than did the elementary school teachers in
non-public and nonAmetropolitan schools.,

2. Table 48 indicated that 11l.1 per cent of the
elementary school teachers were in charge of the school
building safety patrol. Data from Table 49 revealed
that less than one per cent of the elementary school
teachers had tfaining for school safety patrol respon-

sibilities. Approximately 11 per cent of the elementary



TABLE 49.--Elementary School Teacher.

Training

Total

Athletic Classification

A

B

C D

Publie

Non
Public

Metro

Non
Metro

%

4

%

z %

[

%

%

3

Took a general safety
education course for
college credit.

Recelved general safety
education from other
than formal college
courses.

Have read a general safety
education book.

Have training for school
safety patrol respon-
sibilities.

Have read materials in the
past 3 years from organ-
izations interested in
safety patrols.

14.0

58.0

69.0

10.9

16.7

63.7

68.0

9.3

12.8

11.9

9.2 6.9

48.1 46.7

73.6 71.8

3.9

13.7 13.5

14.7

59.3

70.8

10.6

8.2

,47.0

53.2

13.5

18.1

61.0

70.5

6.4

5.2

51.7

65.9

20.4

9E T
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school teachers had read material concerning school

safety patrols in the past three years.

Time Involvement

Data gleaned from Table 50 revealed that
approximately 55 per cent of the elementary school
teachers devoted less than one per cent of theilr time
to traffic safety activities; however, nearly 39
per cent devoted two to six per cent of their time to

traffic safety activities.

School Bus Drivenr

This section was concerned with the respon-
sibilities, training, and time involvement of school
bus drivers in traffic safety education. Data was

determined by a sclentifically selected sample.

Responsibilities

From Table 51 data indicated that driving a school
bus was the only means of employment for 71.1 per cent

of the school bus drivers,

Tralning
Table 52 indicated that:

1. About 85 per cent of the school bus drivers
attended school bus driver education classes conducted
by the State Universities of Michigan; however, more
school bus drivers in public schools had attended than

had school bus drivers in non-public schools. Approx-



TABLE 50.--Elementary School Teacher,

Athletic Classification . Non Non
Time Involvement Total Public Public Metro Metro
A B C D
T % 7T 7 k4 % % 7 %
Per cent of time devoted
to traffic safety
activities.
Less than 1 per cent 52.8 53.8 44,5 66.0 48.3 s54.0 b1.9 hg .5 59.7
2 to 3 per cent ©31.2 29.5 35.5 27.7 35.7 30.4  38.4  31.4  30.7
4 to 5 per cent 7.5 10.3 4.5 3.9 4.1 6.8 13.7  11.1
| 6 to 10 per cent 2.9 2.3 6.6 3.2 3.0 2.6
11 per cent and above 1.0 b,2 1.2 3.2

None 2.0 h,7 11.9 1.6 6.0 1.7 2.7

gET



TABLE 51.--School Bus Driver.

| Athletic Classification Non Non
Responsibilities Total Public Public Metro Metrc
A B C D
4 % % 4 s 7 3 4 z
Dfiving a school bus--only
means of employment. 71.1 94.6 59.3 27.7 17.9 74.1 22.3 82.5 50.8

6¢€1



TABLE 52.--School Bus Driver.

Athletic Classification Non Non
Training Total Public Public Metro Metro
A B C D
A R A N A A 1
Drivers attending the
school bus driver edu-~ .
cation classes conducted
by the State Universities
of Michigan. 84.7 89.4 B80.6 77.6 T6.9 86.7 50.4 86.2 B2.0
Training in school bus
driving before driving
a school bus. 48.9 78.0 19.5 12.7 51.0 13.8 61.9 25.7
Training in school bus
driving while driving
a school bus. 75.5 84.9 70.2 66.3 37.8 76.8 54.0 81.4 65.0
Have takén basic Red Cross
First Aid Course. 61.6 74.5 51.7 uU2.8 3U.3 62.¢ 55.8 68.1 50.0
Have taken advanced Red
Cross First Aid Course. 5.7 8.3 3.3 2.6 6.0 8.3 1.1
Have taken National Safety
Council's Driver Improve-
ment or Defensive Driving i
Course. 29.5 30.7 37.0 16.3 20.3 28.1 53.1 33.5 22.3

Ohl



Have attended a college
or university. 6.0

Took a general safety
education course for
college credit while
in college. 1.9

Took a driver education
course for college credit
while in college. 2.0

Have read a driver edu-
cation textbook.

10.9 14.0 20.3 5.2

5.1 4.6 1.7

3.6 4.6 6.8 1.7

81.5 90.0 67.1 76.7 76.9 82.5

21.0

6.7

7.6

62.2

3.8

2.0

1.4

85.5

10.2

1.9

3.1

4.5

Wt
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imately 51 per cent of the school bus drivers in public
schools received training in school bus driving prior

to actual driving as compared to 13.8 per cent for the
school bus drivers in non-public schools. Slightly

more than 75 per cent of the school bus drivers received
in-service tralning. School bus drivers from Class D
schools received no training in school bus driving prior
to actual driving. A higher percentage of public

school bus drivers had training in both pre- and in-
service training than had non-public school bus drivers.

2. Approximately 62 per cent of the school bus
drivers had taken the Basic Red Cross first ald course
while only 5.7 per cent had taken the Advanced Red Cross
Course. School bus drivers in Class D and non-public
schools had not taken the Advanced Red Cross Course.

3. Less than 30 per cent of the school bus drivers
had taken the Natlonal Safety Council's Driver Improvement
or Defensive Driving Course. Slightly more than 53 per
cent of the school bus drivers in non-public schools had
taken these courses as opposed to 28.1 per cent of the
school bus drivers in public schools.

, Less than ten per cent of the school bus drivers
have attended a college or university. Of these, only
1.9 per cent took a general safety education course for
college credit. While Class D schools had the highest

percentage of school bus drivers who attended a college
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or university, non of these drivers took a general
safety education course for college credit. Less than
two per cent of the school bus drivers who attended a
college or university took a driver education course

for college credit. More than 80 per cent of the school

bus drivers had read a driver education textbook.

Time Involvement

Table 53 revealed that for the time categories
listed, the highest percentage of involvement, approx-
imately 31 per cent, was the four hour category. Only
8.9 per cent were employed as school bus drivers for

more than eight hours.

Summary
In thils chapter the analysis of the data was

presented. The chapter was divided into thirteesn
sections, one for each of the thirteen job classifi-
catlons chosen for study. Each of the thirteen
sections was composed of three tables. The first
table in each section was concerned with responsi-
bilities held, the second table was concerned with
training, and the third with time involvement. Several
comparisons were made within and between tables.

In the following chapter the summary, conclusions,

and recommendations may be found.



TABLE 53.--School Bus Driver.

Athletic Classification Non Non
Time Involvement Total Publiec Publie Metro Metro
AR SN S S S S— -
Hours a day employed as
a bus driver.
One hour 5.2 11.4 9.9 13.9 4.4 17.4 3.2 8.7
Two hours 12.4 4.9 16.1 25.0 32.3 11.6 25.0 10.6 15.4
Three hours 14.8 8. 22.4 19.0 26.7 15.2 6.7 8.1 26.7
Four hours 30.9 42,1 8.1 34.4 15.5 31.0 28.6 37.5 19.1
Five hours 16.1 12.1 31.7 8.0 8.0 16.0 18.3 10.9 | 25.4
Six hours 4.5 7.8 3.6 4.5 4.0 6.6 .6
Sevgn hours 7.4 9.0 10.3 7.9 10.2 2.5
Eight hours 6.2 10.4 3.6 6.5 8.8 1.5
" Nine or above 2.7 5.0 2.8 4,2




CHAPTER V

SUMMARY, CONCLUSIONS, AND
RECOMMENDATIONS

In the preceding chapter the analysls of the data
was presented. 1In this chapter may be found (1) a
summary of the study, (2) conclusions based upon the

data, and (3) recommendations for further research.

Summary

Statement of the Problem

It was the purpose of this study to determine the
status of traffic safety education wofkers in Michigan
grade, Junior high, and high schools. More specifically
the study was concerned with three 1important factors
relating to traffic safety education workers. These
three factors were (1) responsibillities held, (2)
training, and (3) time involvement.

Methods, Techniques,
and Data Used

For the purpose of this study a traffic safety
education worker was defined as being any person who

may be involved, either full or part time, at the
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administrative, supervisory, or operational level and
whose actlivities iInfluence the field of traffic accident
prevention. The following persons were designated as
traffic safety education workers: school board members,
superintendents of schools, high school principals, high
school teachers, driver education teachers, heads of
driver education, heads of school bus operations, heads

of safety education, Junior high school principals,

Junior high school teachers, elementary school principals,
elementary school teachers, and school bus drivers.

A population of 732 Michigan high schools was
defined as the population of interest. These schools
included public, parochial, and private schools. A
sample of 120 high schools was selected to provide the‘
data.

The first step in conducting interviews in a
school was to interview the principal of the designated
high school. The next step was to obtain the names of
the other traffic safety education workers.

The principal provided the names of the superin-
tendent of schools, head of safety education, head of
driver education, and the head of school bus operations.
A 1list of the high school teachers, driver education
teachers, and members of the board of educatlion was
provided by the high school principal and one person
from each group was selected through random selection

procedures.
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The Junlor high school and the elementary school
was selected from a 1list provided by the high school
principal. Thils list was made up of the junior high
schools and elementary schools that sent 50 per cent of
their students into the designated high school. The
Junior high school and the elementary school was chosen
through random selection procedures.

The junior high schocl principal and the elementary
school principal, as part of theilr interview, furnished
a list of the teachers in thelr respective schools.
These teachers, one Junior high and one elémentary, were
chosen by random selection procedures.

The school bus driver was also chosen through
random selection procedures from a list provided by
the head of school bus operations.

Questlonnaires were developed and professional
interviewers were used to gather the data. No more
than four attempts were made to contact the interviewees.
Interviews were conducted only in those schools that
willingly participated. Of the 120 high schools chosen
for the study, only three saw fit, for reasons unique

to each school, not to participate In the study.

The Major Findings

The following summary of the major findings was
presented in thirteen sections, one for each of the

thirteen job classifications chosen for study.
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1. High School Principals. More than three-fourths

of the high school principals made policy decisions con-
cerning the safety of students for whom they were
responsible. Nearly 55 per cent made policy decisions
on passenger safety, 53 per cent on pedestrian safety,
and 32 per cent on bicycle safety. Less than ten per
cent of the high school principals supervised traffic
safety education activities. Approximately 54 per cent
of the hlgh school principals made policy decisions
concerning driver education while 55 per cent supervised
the driver education program. Less than tén per cent of
the high school principals required traffic safety edu-
cation to be taught in all grades for which they were
responsible while 11.1 per cent of the high school
principals indicated the school system required traffic
-safety educatlion to be taught in all grades for which
they were responsible. Approximately 27 per cent of

the hlgh school principals had taken a general safety
education course for credit while 39 per cent took a
driver education course for credit. High school princi-
pals indicated they had no training for thelr involvement
with school safety patrol activities and that they had
done very little reading in the area of school safety
patrols. Less than two per cent of the high school
principals were involved with school building safety
patrols. Slightly more than two-thirds of the high school
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principals devoted less than one per cent of their time
to traffic safety education activities.

2. Superintendent of Schools. Approximately 53

per cent of the school superintendents required that
traffic safety education be taught 1n all elementary
grades in the school system, 21.4 per cent requiped it
in all Jjunior high school grades, and 19.6 per cent in
all high school grades in the system. Nearly 28 per
cent of the schocol superintendents made policy decislions
concerning school safety patrols while less than two

per cent had school safety patrol training. About 74
per cent of the school superintendents received prepa-
ration in general safety education from sources other
than formal college courses, whlle 20 per cent had taken
general safety education courses for college credit.
Twenty-~five per cent of the school superintendents took
a driver education course for college credit.

3. Board of Education Members. Approximately 92

per cent of the school board members made policy
decislons concerning the safety of students for whom they
were responsible, 78 per cent made policy decisions on
bus transportation, 77 per cent on passenger safety, and
69 per cent on pedestrian safety. Involvement in the
aforementioned areas was greater than in any of the areas
listed. Less than one per cent of the almost 60 per cent

of the board of educatlon members who attended college
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took a general safety education course for college
credit. Slightly more than half of the school board
members have read either a general safety book or a
driver education textbook. School board members who
attended college indicated they had not taken a driver
education course for college credit. More than 70 per
cent of the school board members devoted less than one
per cent of thelr time to traffic safety educatilon
activities.

b, Heads of Driver Education. Eighty per cent

of the heads of driver educatlion were responsible for
one high school. Nearly 88 per cent of the heads of
driver educatlon made policy decisions concerning the
driver educatlon program while slightly less than
three~fourths made on-the-spot observations of driver
education teachers. Slightly more than 72 per cent of
the heads of driver educatlion were teaching driver
education at the time of the interview. Of this 72

per cent, 71.1 per cent taught on the street driving,
12.2 per cent taught on multiple car off-street driving
ranges, and 3.3 per cent taught 1n a driving simulator,.
Approximately 87 per cent had taught driver education.
Training in school safety patrol activities was slightly
less than the percentage of involvement with school
safety patrol activitles. Of the courses required for

special approval to teach driver educatlion in the State
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of Michigan, approximately 87 per cent of the heads of
driver education had taken the basic course, only 51.1
per cent had taken the advanced course, and only 30 per
cent had taken the course in psychological factors.
Heads of driver education in non-publlic schools had no
college preparation in automobile mechanics, traffic
engineering, traffic communications, and police and
traffic court administration. Only 20 per cent of the
heads of driver education taught driver edﬁcation
during the regular school day, 52.2 per cent taught on
Saturdays, or before or after the regular school day,
and 64.4 per cent taught driver education during the

summer.

5. Heads of Safety Education. Approximately 14
per cent of the heads of safety educatlon provided a
planned, coordinated, curriculum for elementary and
Junlor high grades and elght per cent for high school
grades. Twenty-five per cent of the heads of safety
education were avalilable as a resource person for
elementary school teachers, 33.3 per cent for junior
high school teachers,and 50 per cent for high school
teachers. About 86 per cent of the heads of safety
educatlion in public schools were involved in making policy
decisions concerning the safety of students as compared
to 43 per cent of the heads of safety education in non-

public schools. Heads of safety education in public
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and non-metropolitan schools had a higher percentage of
involvement in the formulation of policy concerning
pedestrian, bilcycle, and passenger safety than did the
heads of safety education in non-public and metropolitan
schools. About 86 per cent of the heads of safety
education in non-public schools and 93.1 per cent of

the heads of safety education 1n public schools indicated
they had taught school. None of the heads of safety
education in public schools had a Doctor's degree in
safety education while 14.3 per cent of the heads of
safety educatlion in non-public schools had‘a Doctor's
degree 1in safety education. Only 16.7 per cent of the
heads of safety education have taken a course in the
organization and administration of safety education,
while only 41.7 per cent of the heads of safety edu-
cation took a general education course for college
credit. None of the heads of safety education devoted
more than 50 per cent of thelr time to traffic safety
education activities.

6. Heads of School Bus Operations. Involvement by

heads of school bus operations in hiring schoocl bus
drivers, planning routes and schedules, and making on-the-
spot observations of school bus drivers was less than four
per cent for each of the aforementioned areas. Fifty per
cent of the heads of school bus operations in non-public

schools and 78.3 per cent of the heads of school bus
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operations in publlic schools attended school bus driver
educatlion courses conducted by the State Unlversitiles

of Michigan. About 17 per cent of the 68.4 per cent of
the heads of school bus operatlions who had attended a
college or unlverslty took a general safety course for
college credit while 20 per cent took a driver education
course for credit. Approximately 42 per cent of the
heads of school bus operations devoted one to three hours
a day as head of school bus operations while 29.5 per
cent devoted eight hours or more a day.

7. High School Teachers. Less than four per cent

of the high school teachers were required to teach traffic
safety education in thelr grade. However, 21 per cent
indicated they taught traffic safety educatlion, 14 per
cent taught passenger safety, 12 per cent taught pedes-
trian safety, and four per cent taught blcycle safety.
Data revealed that 3.8 per cent of the high school
teachers had a safety resource person to whom they could
turn for assistance. However, no senlor high school
teacher sought assistance from the resource person "very
often," 2.6 per cent indicated "fairly often," 1.7 per
cent "not very often," and 10.8 per cent '"hardly ever."
Data further revealed that 3.8 per cent of the high school
teachers were provided with a planned, coordinated,
traffic safety curriculum while 3.8 per cent followed the

curriculum closely. Less than one-fourth of the high
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school teachers had taken a general safety education
course for college credit. None of the hlgh school
teachers were 1in charge of the school bullding safety
patrol nor had any training or had read any materilal

in the last three years concerning school safety patrol
activities. Slightly more than 90 per cent of the

hilgh school teachers devoted less than one per cent of
their time to traffic safety education activities.

8. Driver Education Teacher. Ninety-one per cent

of the driver education teachers taught driving on the
street, 86 per cent taught the classroom phase, 33.3 per
cent taught on a multiple car off-street driving range,
and 5.1 per cent were lnvolved in teaching in a driving
simulator. Involvement in off-street driving rahges

and driving simulators was, for the most part, limited
to the larger school systems. Only 36.6 per cent of

the driver educatlon teachers taught driver education
during the regular school day while 69.1 per cent

taught driver education on Saturdays, or before or after
the regular school day, and 84.8 per cent taught driver
education during the summer. Less than flve per cent of
the driver educatlon teachers were involved 1n school
patrol activitlies whlle less than two per cent indicated
any training in school patrol actlvities. Of the courses
required in the State of Michigan for speclal approval

to teach driver education, slightly less than 100 per
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cent of the driver education teachers had completed the
basic course, only 60 per cent had taken the advanced
course, and only 37.2 per cent had taken the course in
psychological factors. Only 18.5 per cent of the
driver education teachers had a Master's degree in or
with emphasis in driver and traffic safety education
while 60 per cent had an undergraduate teaching minor
or 1lts equivalency 1in traffic safety education.

9. Junior High School Principals. Less than eight

per cent of the junior high school principals required
traffic safety education to be taught 1in the.grades

for which they were responsible while 19.9 per cent
indicated that the school system required traffic safety
education to be taught. Less than two per cent of the
Junior high school princlipals required passengerlsafety
to be taught. Only 24.4 per cent of the junior high
school principals took a general safety education course
for college credit. None of the Jjunlior high school
principals in non-public schools took a general safety
education course for college credit. Less than one per
cent of the Junior high school principals were involved
in school patrol activities and none of the junlior high
school princlpals indalcated that they had any training in
the area of school safety patrol actlivities. Seventy per
cent of the Junior high school principals devoted less
than one per cent of their time to traffic safety

activitles.
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10. Junior High School Teachers. Less than one

per cent of the junior high school teachers were required
to teach traffic safety education in their grade; however,
19.9 per cent indicated they did teach traffic safety,
17.1'per cent taught pedestrian safety, 11.4 taught
bicycle safety, and 8.7 per cent taught passenger safety.
Junior high school teachers in public schools were more
often involved in the teachlng of pedestrian and bicycle
safety than were Junior high school teachers in non-
publlic schools; however, Junlor high school teachers 1in
non-public schools were more often involved in the
teaching of passenger safety than were Junior high school
teachers in public schools. Data indicated that six per
cent of the junior high school teachers had a safety
resource person to whom they could turn for assistance.
However, no Jjunior high school teacher sought asslstance
from the resource person "very often," .2 per cent
indicated "fairly often," 2.8 per cent '"not very often,"
and 3 per cent "hardly ever." Data further indicated
that 2.8 per cent of the junior high school teachers

were provided with a planned, coordinated, traffic safety
curriculum while 1.9 per cent followed the curriculum
closely. Less than 20 per cent of the Junior high school
teachers took a general safety educatlon course for
college credit. Junior high school teachers indlcated

they had no training for school safety patrol activitiles
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nor had they read any material 1In the last three years
concerning school safety patrols. Junior high school
teacher 1involvement 1in school safety patrol actlvities
was less than one per cent. Approximately 90 per cent
of the Junior high school teachers devoted less than
one per cent of their time to traffic safety education

activitles.

1ll1. Elementary School Principals. Less than four

per cent of the elementary school principals required
traffic safety education to be taught in all.grades for
which they were responsible while nearly 55 per cent
indicated that the school system required traffic safety
education to be taught. Approximately 34 per cent of
the elementary school principals supervised traffic
safety education activities. Data indicated that 14.2
per cent of the elementary school principals were in
charge of the school building safety patrol. Data further
indicated that only 4.9 per cent of the elementary school
principals had training for school safety patrol
activities while 14.2 per cent indicated they had read
material relating to school safety patrols in the last
three years. Only 23 per cent of the elementary school
principals took a general safety educatlon course for
college credit. Slightly more than 50 per cent of the
elementary school principals devoted two to six per cent

of their time to traffic safety education activities.
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12. Elementary School Teachers. Approximately 29

per cent of the elementary school teachers were required
to teach traffic safety education while 84 per cent did
teach trafflic safety education. All areas of traffic
séfety education, pedestrian, bicycle, and passenger
safety were taught. Of these areas, passenger safety
was taught the least. Elementary school teachers in
non-public schools indicated the least involvement in
the aforementioned areas. Data revealed that 52 per
cent of the elementary school teachers had a safety
resource person to whom they could turn for asslistance.
However, no elementary school teacher sought assistance
from the safety resource person "very often," 8.2 per
cent indicated "fairly often," 23.2 per cent "not very
often," and 20.5 per cent "hardiy ever." Data further
Indicated that 22.5 per cent of the elementary school
teachers were provided with a planned, cocordinated,
traffic safety curriculum while 18.9 per cent followed
the curriculum closely. Less than one per cent of the
elementary school teachers had any trailning in school
safety patrol activities while 11.1 per cent indicated
they were in charge of school building safety patrol
activity. Fourteen per cent of the elementary school
teachers took a general safety education course for
college credit. Approximately 55 per cent of the

elementary school teachers devoted less than one per
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cent of their time to traffic safety education

activities.

13. School Bus Drivers. Seventy-one per cent

of the school bus drivers indicated that driving a
school bus was thelir only means of employment. Approx-
imately 85 per cent of the school bus drivers had
attended the school bus driver education classes
conducted by the State Universities of Michigan. About
49 per cent indicated they received training in school
bus driving prior to actual driving while slightly more
than 75 per cent indicated they received in-service
training. Nearly 82 per cent of the school bus drivers
had read a driver education textbook. Approximately
six per cent of the school bus drivers were over slixty

years of age.

Conclusions

The following are the conclusions based upon the
findings of the study.

1. Data 1ndicated tha'. a lack of communicatilon
and adherence to policy existed in the hlerarchy of the
school system. Pollcies required by a school superin-
tendent may not, for example, be required by a high
school principal. Thils was no. uncommon among
superintendents, principals, and teachers in the high

school, Junilior high, and elementary grades.
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2. Preparation of traffic safety education
workers who held safety patrol responsibilities was
not great. Less than ten per cent of each of the
traffic safety education workers who had safety patrol
responsibilities indicated they had had training in
safety patrol activities.

3. Very 1little time 1s allotted to traffic safety
education activity. With the exceptlion of the heads of
éafety education, heéds of driver education, and driver
education teachers, the majJority of trafflic safety
education workers devoted less than one per cent of their
time to traffic safety education activities.

4, The majority of the heads of driver education
and driver educatlon teachers are not well prepared. No
more than 30 per cent of the heads of driver education and
37 per cent of the driver education teachers had completed
the current course requlrements for special approval to
teach driver education in the State of Michigan.

5. Most driver education is taught at times other
than during the regular school day. Twenty per cent of
the heads of driver education and 36.6 per cent of the
driver education teachers taught driver education during
the regular school day.

6. The majority of the heads of safety education
lackéd college or university preparation 1n safety

education. Only 41.7 per cent had taken a course in
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general safety education for college credit while only
16.7 per cent had taken a course in the organization and
administration of safety education for college credit.

7. Not all heads of safety education and driver
education have teachling experience in thelr respective
areas. Approximately eight per cent of the heads of
safety education and 13 per cent of the heads of driver
education have had no such teachlng experience.

8. Traffic safety education was taught more often
in the elementary school. Data indicated that elementary
school teachers were involved to a higher degree 1n the
teaching of pedestrian, bicycle, and passenger safety

than were the junlor and senlior high school teachers.

Recommendations

Interpretations of the data resulting from the study
are presented here in the form of recommendations.

1. It is incumbent upon school systems to develop
and maintain effectlive channels of communications. Data
tended to indicate that an effective means of communi-
cation did not exist 1n most school systems.

2. School systems should provide in—serviée
training in safety patrol activities for all traffic
safety education workers who are involved with safety
patrol activities. Data seemed to indicate that the
majority of persons 1lnvolved in safety patrol activities

had no training for that responsibility.



162

3. Persons who make pollicy decisions concerning
the safety of students for whom they are responsible
have a course 1n general safety education whether it
be for college credlit or in-service preparation. Data
indicated that many of these persons have not had
preparation 1n this area.

k., Data indicated no more than 30 per cent of
the heads of driver education and 38 per cent of the
driver educatlion teachers had completed the current
course requirements for speclal approval to teach
driver education in the State of Michigan. Therefore,
the Michigan State Department of Education should
require all teachers who are granted special approval
to teach driver education to have complied with
current requirements.

5. Heads of safety education and driver education
should have teachlng experience in their respective
areas; Teaching experience 1is necessary for these persons
if they are to provide assistance and leadership. Approx-
imately elght per cent of the heads of safety education
and 13 per cent of the heads of driver education had no
such teaching experience.

6. Only those persons who have college or
university preparation in safety education should be
appointed as head of safety education. Data revealed

only U41.7 per cent of the heads of safety education
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had taken a course in safety édgcation for college
credit whille only 16.7 per cent had taken a course

in the organization and administration of safety edu-
cation. Leadership in the development of safety
education programs 1s not llikely to come from inade-
quately prepared heads of safety education.

7. Well prepared teachers are the key to a
successful and effective safety program. The Michiligan
State Department of Education should, therefore, require
a course in general safety education which includes
traffic safety (pedestrian, bicycle, and passenger
safety) for teacher certification. Data tended to
indicate only a small number of school teachers have
taken a course in general safety educatlon for college
credit.

8. The Michigan State Department of Education
should require that a comprehensive, coordinated
curriculum gulde in safety educatlion be developed and
implemented in grades K-12. Data seemed to indicate
that most safety education, including traffic safety
education, taught in Michigan schools today is not
part of a comprehenslive, coordinated program.

9. Driver education, if it 1s to be considered
an integral part of the school curriculum, should be
taught during the regular school day. Driver educatlon

will continue to be looked upon as a "frill" by many
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people 1f it 1is taught on Saturdays, or before or after
the regular school day. Only 36.6 per cent of the
driver education teachers taught driver education during
the regular school day, while 69.1 per cent taught
driver education on Saturdays, or before or after the
regular school day, and 84.8 per cent taught driver
education during the summer.

10. The Michigan State Department of Education
should not allow persons over 60 years of age to be
employed either full or part time as school bus drivers.
At the present time, Michigan does not have any
retirement age for school bus drivers. Data revealed
that approximately six per cent of the school bus
drivers were over 60 years of age.

11. All school bus drivers receive training in
school bus driving prior to actual driving. Less than
50 per cent indicated they received training prior to

actual driving.

Recommendation For Further Study

It is recommended that an in-depth study of each
of the thirteen traffic safety education workers in
Michigan grade, Junior high, and high schools be
conducted to determine the effectiveness of their

involvement in traffic safety education actlvities.



BIBLIOGRAPHY

165



BIBLIOGRAPHY

Books

Aaron, James E., and Strasser, Marland K. Driver and
Traffic Safety Education. New York: The Macmillan
Company, 1966.

American Automoblle Association. Teachlng Driver and
Traffic Safety Educatlon. Washington: McGraw-Hill
Book Company, 1965.

Baker, J. Stannard, and Stebbins, William R. Jr. Dictionary
of Highway Traffic. Evanston: Traffic Institute,
Northwestern University, 1960.

Florio, A. E., and Stafford, G. T. Safety Education.
New York: McGraw-Hill Book Company Inc., 1962.

Little, Arthur D. Inc. ' The State of the Art of Traffic Safety.
Cambridge: Automoblle Manufacturers Association, 1966.

Strasser, Marland K., and others. Fundamentals of Safety
Education. New York: The Macmlllan Company, 1964,

Publicatlions of the Government,
Learned Socletles, and
Other Organizations

Booz, Allen, and Hamllton, Inc. Safety Speclalist
Mangower Requlrements. Washlington: Volume I-IV,
1960.

Insurance Institute For Highway Safety. 2lst Annual Driver
Educatlion Achievement Program. Washington: Insurance
Institute For Highway Safety, 1967.

Insuranc. Institute For Hlghway Safety. National Highway
Safety Standards. Washlington: Insurance Institute
For Highway Safety, 1967.

Michigan Department of Public Health. Michigan Health
Statlstics. Lansing: Michigan Department of Public
Health, 1967 edition. ,

166



167

Michigan State University. Michigan Statistical Abstract
East Lansing: Graduate School of Buslness
Administration, 1968.

National Commission on Safety Educatlion. A School Safety
Education Program. Washington: National Education
Association, 196606.

National Commission on Safety Education. Accldent Research
For Better Safety Teachling. Washington: National
Education Association, 1964.

National Commisslon on Safety Education. Bicycle Safety
In Action. Washington: National Education
Associlation, 1964,

National Commission on Safety Education. Checklist of
Safety and Safety Education in Your School. Washington:
National Education Association, 1953.

National Commission on Safety Education. Pollcles and
Practices for Driver and Trafflc Safety Education.
Washington: Natlonal Educatlion Assoclation, 1964.

National Commission on Safety Education. Selection,
Instruction, and Supervision of School Bus Drivers.
Washington: National Education Association, 1961,

Natlonal Commission on Safety Education. Seven Steps To
Traffic Safety. Washington: National Education
Association, 1960.

National Commission on Safety Education. Who Is Liable
for Pupil Injuries? Washlngton: National
Educatlon Association, 1963.

National Safety Councll. Accident Facts. Chicago: National
Safety Council, 1969 edition.

Physicians For Automotive Safety. How Safe Is Pupil
Transportation? Springfield: Physiclans For
Automobile Safety, 1967.

President's Committee For Traffic Safety. Education.
Washington: U.S. Government Printing Office, 1960.

Periodicals

Dodge, Eleanor J. "Sound Approaches For Teaching Safety
In Elementary Schools," Safety, Vol. 2, No. 1,
September, 1966.



168

Wasson, Nevin E. "Supervision in Safety Education," Safety,
Vol. 1, No. 4, March, 1966.

"The 1968 Metropolitan Life Awards For Research in Accident
Prevention," Traffic Safety Research Review, Vol. 68,
No. 12, December, 1963.

Unpublished Materials

Central Michigan University. "New School Bus Driver
Conference." Mt. Pleasant. 1967. (Mimeographed)

Central Michigan University. "School Bus Driver
Education." Mt. Pleasant: Field Services.
1966-67. (Mimeographed)

Central Michigan University. "School Bus Driver
Education.”™ Mt. Pleasant: Off Campus Education.
1967-68. (Mimeographed) ‘

Michigan State University. "How To Improve Driver
Education In Michigan." East Lansing: Highway
Traffic Safety Center. 1966.

Patterson, Ronald D. "Recommended Practices and Procedures
For The Improvement of Programs For The Selection And
Education of School Bus Drivers." Unpublished
Doctoral Dissertation, New York University, 1959.



APPENDICES

169



APPENDIX A

SAMPLE OF
MICHIGAN HIGH SCHOOCLS

170



Appendix A

SAMPLE OF MICHIGAN HIGH SCHOOLS
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1. Denby H. S. Letrolt 8 01 A 1 Public Metro
2. Mumford Detroit 8 02 A 1 Publie Metro
3. Pershing Detroit 8 03 A 1 Public Metro
4., Lee M,Thurston H.S. Detroit P.0. & oh A 1 Public Metro
5. Edsel Ford H.S. veurborn 8 (o132} A 2 Public Metro
6. Qarosse Pointe H.S. Grosse Pointe 8 a6 A 2 Publie Metro
7. Lincoln Park H.D. Lincoln Park B8 a7 h 2 Public Metro
8. Southgate H.S. Southpate 8 08 A ? Public Metro
9. John Glenn Wayne ] 09 A 2 Public Metro
10. Ploneer H.S. Ann Arbor 7 01 A 3 Publice Metro
11. Ypsilanti H.S. ¥Ypsilanti 7 02 A 3 Public Metro
12. Central H.S. Kalamazoo [ 01 A 5 Public Metro
13. Centerline H.S. Centerline 8 10 A 6 Public Metro
14, Roseville H.S. noseville 8 11 A 6 Public Metro
15. Adlai Stevenson H.S. Utica 8 12 A 6 Public Metro
16, Warren Woods H.S. Warren P.O. 8 13 A & Public Metro
17. Clarkston H.S. Clarkston 8 14 A 7 Public Metro
18. Lake Orion H.S. Lake Orion 8 15 A 7 Public Metro
19. Northern H.S. Pontlac 8 16 A 7 Public Metro
20. Southfield H.S. Southfield 8 17 A 7 Public Metro
2l1. Howell H.S. Howell 5 01 A 8 Fublic Hon<Metro
22. Grand Haven Grand Haven 4 01 A 9 Public Metro
23. E.Grand Raplds H.S., Grand
: Rapids P.O. & 02 A 9 Public Metro
24, cCcatholie Central Grand Kapids &4 03 A 9 Parochial Metro
25. Southwestern ' Flint 3 01 A 10 Public Metro
26. Bridgeport Comm.H.S. Bridgeport 3 02 A 11 I'ublic Metro
27. Midland H.S. Midland 3 03 A 12 Public Non=-Metro
28. Traverse City H.S. Iraverse City 2 01l A 15 Public Non~Metro
29. Holy Redeemer Detroit 8 18 B 1 Parochial Metro
30, Sacred Heart Letroit 8 19 B 1 Parochial Metro
31. Lowrey H.S. . bearborn 8 20 B 2 Public Metro
32. Harper Woods H.S. Harper Woods 8 21 B 2 Public ‘Metro
33. St. Alphonsus Dearborn 8 22 B 2 Parochial Metro
34, Columbia
Central H.S. Brooklyn 7 03 B 3 Public " Metro
39. Hudson Area H.S,. Hudson i Q4 B 3 Fublic Hon=Hetro
36. Western H.S. Parma 7 05 B 3 Fublic Metro
37. Harper Creek H.S. Battle Creek 7 06 B 4 Public Non-Metro
38. Marshall H.S. Marshall 7 07 B 4 Public Hon=Metro
39. Constantine H.S. Constantine 6 02 B 5 Publie Non-Metro
40. Gull Lake H.S. Richland 6 03 B 5 Public Metro
‘41, wWatervliet H.S. Watervliet 8 o4 B 5 Publie Non-Metro
42. Chippewa Valley H.S. Mt. Clemens a 23 B 6 Public Metro
k3. Saint Clement Centerline 8 24 B 6 Paroé¢hial Metro
44, Marian High Birmingham 8 25 B 7 Parochial Metro
45, Eaton Rapids H.S. Eaton Rapids & 02 B 8 Public Non-Metro
U6, Stockbridge H.S. Stockbridge 5 03 B 8 Publiec Metro
k7. Carson City H.S. Carson City ] oy’ B 9 Public Non-Metro
48. Greenville H.S. Greenville 4 5 B 9 Public Non-metro
49, Lowell H.S. Lowell 4 06 B 9 Public Metro
50. Springlake H.S. Springlake 4 07 B 9 Public Metro
51, Zeeland H.S. Zeeland 4 08 B 9 Publie Metro
52. Calvin Christian
High Orandville ' 4 09 B 9 Private Metro
53. Bentley H.S. FPlint P.O. 3 o4 B 10 Public Metro
S54. North Branch Area
H.S. North Branch 3 05 B 10 Public Metro
55. Birch Run H.S. Birch Run 3 06 B 11 Public Metro
56. Ithaca H.S. Ithaca 5 06 B 11 Public Non~Metro
57. Sandusky H.S. Sandusky 3 0 B 11 Public Non-M2tro
58. Garber Jr.&Sr. H.S. Essexville 3 0 B 12 Public Non-Metro
59. S8tandish Sterling
H.8. - Standish 3 09 B 12 Public Non=-Metro
60. Manidtee 2 02 B 13 Publio Non-Metro

Manistee H.S.
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‘SAMPLE OF MICHIGAN HIGH SCHOOLS-=-Continued
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61. Reed City High
School Reed City 2 03 B 13 Fublice llon=Metro
62. Ovid-Elsie H.S. Ovid 5 07 B 14 Public Metro
63. Manistique H.S. Manistique 1 01 B 16 Publice Non-Metro
64. Ishpeming H.S, Ishpeminy: 1 2 s 17 Public Hon-Metro
65. Calumet H.S. Calumet 1 U3 B 18 Fublic Non=ietro
66. St. Cecella Detroit 8 26 C 1 Parochial Hetro
67. St. Gregory Letroit 8 27 C 1 Parochial Metro
68. St. Florian Hamtramck 8 28 C pay Parochial Metro
69. Addison Comm., H.S. Addiscon ¥ fole] [} 3 Fublice Hon=-lietro
70. Vandercook Lake
H.S. Jacksor. F.O. 7 0 c 3 l'ubliic lMetro
71. Summerfield H.S. Petersburyg 7 1c c 3 tuhlic tetro
72. St. Mary Jackson 7 11 (a4 3 Parochial Metro
73. Pittaford Kural
H.S. Pittsford- 7 12 c 4 Fublic Hon-Metro
74. Bloomingdale H.S. Bloomingdale 05 c 9ES Public Hon=Metro
75. Gobles n.o. Gogiles [0 06 C 5 Fublic Hon=Metro
76. Capac Comm. H.S. capac 3 29 C [ Public Hon=Metro
77. Novi H.S. Novi 8 30 c 7 Public Metro
78. St. Mary Royal Oak 8 31 c 7 Parochial Metro
79. DeWitt H.S. DeWitt 5 08 c 8 Public Metro .
80. Perry H.S. Perry 5 oo c 6 Fublie Hon-Metro
81. Hopkins H.S. Hopkinc 4 10 ¢ 9 Public Hon=letro
82. Mt. Mercy Academy Grand Raplds 4 11 S a Farochial Metro
83. Breckenridye
Sr. & Jr. Breckenrldye 4 10 Cc 11 Fublic Hon<Metro
B4. Hemlock Public
Schools Hemlock 3 10 Cc 11 Public Hetro
85. 8t. Charles H.S. St. Charles 3 11 c 11 fublic lletro
86. Beaverton H.S. Beaverton 3 12 C 12 Fubllc Hon=-HMetro
87. Whittemore-Prescott Whittemore 3 13 C Ay Fuklic lion-Metro
88. Evart H.S. ) Evart 2 oy c 13 Public ion-lFetro
89. HNorth Muskegon H.S. N. Muskercn 4 12 Cc 13 Put:lic lletro
90. Boyne City H.S.
{(May be merged
wilh East Jordan)  Buyne Cltiy 2 05 C 14 I'ublic licn-lietro
91. St. Francls Xavier Petoskey 2 06 Cc 14 Parochial HNon-Metro
92. Mancelona H.S. ‘Mancelona 2 o7 Cc 15 Public Hon-Metro
93. Crystal Falls H.S., Crystal Falls 1 o4 c 18 Public Hon-Metro
94, Stambaugh H.S. Stambaugh 1 05 c 18 Public lNon-Metro
95. 8t. Phillip Neri Detrolt 8 32 D 1 Parochial Metro .
96. Our Lady Star of: Grosse Pointe
the Sea Woods 8 33 D 2 Parochial Metro
97. Boysville Macon 7 13 D 3 Parochial Hon-letro
98. Waldron H.S. Waldron 7 14 D Yy Public Hon-Hetro
99. Lawton Comm.Schools Lawton 6 o7 D 5 Public Non-Metro
100. Holy Cross Farine City 8 34 D 6 Parochial Non-Metro
101. 8t. Frederick Pontlac 8 35 D 7 Parochlal Metro
102. 8t. Michael Maple Grove 5 11 D 8 Parochial Non-Metro
103. 8S. Peter & Paul
Academy Ionia 4 13 D 9 Parochial Non-Metro
104, St. Matthew Flint 3 14 D . 10 Parochial Metro
105. Owendale-Gagetown Owendale 3 15 D 11 Public Non-Metro
106. Our Lady of Lake :
Huron High Harbor Beach 3 16 D 11 Parochial Non-Metro
107. Hale Area H.S. Hale 3 17 D 12 Public Non~Metro
108. Bear Lake H.S, Bear Lake 2 08 b 13 Public Non-Metro
109. Pine River Tustin 2 69 D 13 Publie Non-Metro
110. Boyne Falls H.S. Boyne Falls 2 i0 D 14 Public Non=Metro
111. Johannesburg Cent.
H.S. Johannesburg 2 11 D 14 Public Non-Metro
112. Cheboygan High Cheboygan 2 12 D 14 Paroochial Non-Metro
113. Elsworth Comm. H.S. Elsworth 2 13 D 15 Public Non=-Metro
2
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SAMPLE OF MICHIGAN HIGH SCHOCLS--Continued
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114. Northport Pub.
Schools Northport 2 14 D 15 Public Non-Metro
115. Les Cheneaux Comm.
H.S. Cedarvilie 1 06 L 16 Public lion-Metro
116. Pickford H.S. Pickford 1 07 L 16 Public Non-Metro
117. Burt Twp. School Grand Marais 1 08 U 17 Public Non~Metro
118. Powers-Spalding
H.S. Powersa 1 09 D 17 Public Hon~Metro
119. Baraga Twp. H.S. Baraga 1 10 U 18 Public Non-Metro
120. Jeffers H.S. Painesdale 1 11 L 18 Public Non-Metro



APPENDIX B

A LIST OF METROPOLITAN AND NON-METROPOLITAN COUNTIES
AND A MAP SHOWING THEIR LOCATION
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METROPOLITAN -~ NON-METROPOLITAN COUNTIES

Note: All cities within a Metropolitan County are con-
sidered a Metropolitan City. Likewise, all cities

in a Non-metropolitan County are considered a

Non-metropolitan City.

METRO COUNTIES

Clinton
Eaton
Genesee
Ingham
Jackson
Kalamazoo
Kent
Lapeer
Macomb
Monroe
Muskegon
NDakland
Ottawa
Saginaw
Washtenaw
Wayne

NON-METRO COUNTIES

Alcona
Alger
Allegan
Alpena
Antrim
Arenac
Baraga
Barry

Bay
Benzie
Berrien
Branch
Calhoun
Cass
Charlevoilx
Cheboygan
Chippewa
Clare
Crawford
Delta
Dickinson
Emmet
Gladwin
Gogeblic

NON-METRO COUNTIES (contd)

Grand Traverse
Gratiot
Hillsdale
Houghton
Huron
Ionia
Iosco

Iron
Isabella
Kalkaska
Keweenaw
Lake
Leelanau
Lenawee
Livingston
Luce
Mackilinac
Manistee
Marquette
Mason
Mecosta
Menominee
Midland
Mlssaukee
Montcalm
Montmorency
Newago
Oceana
Ogemaw
Ontonagon
Osceola
Oscoda
Otsego
Presque Isle
Roscommon
Sanilac
Schoolcraft
Shiawassee
St. Clair
St. Joseph
Tuscola
Van Buren
Wexford
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METROPOLITAN COUNTIES

denotes

All other counties

Metropolitan County.
are non-
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PROBABILITY SAMPLE

ATHLETIC CONFERENCE - POPULATION SAMPLE

ENROLLMENT CLASSES PERCENTAGES PERCENTS

Class A 249 249

Class B 30% 30%

Class C 249 24%

Class D 22% 22%

100% 1009%

N=732 N=120

SCHOOL TYPE

Public 78% 80%
Parochial 20% 18%
Private 2% 2%

MICHIGAN EDUCATION ASSOCITATION - GEOGRAPHIC REGION

Region 1 8% 7%
Region 2 8% 8%
Region 3 7% 8%
Region 4 3% 3%
Region § 7% 6%
Region 6 7% 7%
Region 7 6% 7%
Region 8 6% 5%
Region 9 0% 10%
Region 10 5% 3%
Region 11 8% 7%
Region 12 hz 5%
Region 13 6% 5%
Region 14 L4y 5%
Region 15 3% 3%
Region 16 2% 3%
Region lg _ H; ﬁ;
Reglion 1

100% 100%
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BASIC INTERVIEWING INSTRUCTIONS
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CHART 1: RANLOM-NUMBERS USED TO SELECT PERSON FROM LIST TO INTERVIEW

If Total Interview Ifr Inter- Iir Inter- If Inter-~
Number on Person Total view Total view Total view
List 1is.. Listed No. No. 1s No. No. 1s No. No. 1is No.
1 1 51 4 101 16- 151 11
2 2 52 45 102 17 152 116
3 3 53 7 103 101 153 100
y 4 54 39 104 67 154 82
5 2 55 51 105 95 155 18
6 3 56 31 106 16 156 84
7 4 57 29 107 39 157 128
8 2 58 2 108 97 158 91
9 9 59 19 109 64 159 127
10 7 60 42 110 17 160 36
11 3 61 16 111 101 161 92
12 11 62 1 112 18 162 ' 94
13 1 63 9 113 55 163 91
14 i 64 17 ©114 114 164 54
15 9 05 10 115 83 . 165 13
16 8 " 66 55 116 9y 166 78
17 5 67 36 117 42 167 59
18 7 68 57 118 2y 168 113
19 6 69 23 119 i 46 169 51
20 18 70 50 120 89 170 14
21 4 71 61 121 79 171 135
22 20 72 4y 1z2 111 172 39
23 9 73 42 123 41 173 75
24 21 Th 56 124 116 174 135
25 22 75 38 125 110 175 31
26 16 76 48 126 30 176 98
27 16 77 he 127 37 177 60
28 9 78 11 128 69 178 140
29 6 79 39 129 65 179 131
30 17 80 37 130 113 180 166
31 7 81 66 131 106 181 130
32 27 B2 25 132 5 182 153
33 22 83 4o 133 87 183 111
34 19 84 27 134 2 184 88
35 : 7 85 4y 135 13 185 167
36 14 86 25 136 113 186 113
37 19 87 81 137 35 187 2y
38 y 88 75 138 132 188 103
39 24 89 84 139 8 ) 189 156
4o 28 90 22 140 113 190 166
41 21 91 56 141 24 191 111
42 6 ' g2 13 142 58 192 54
43 11 93 16 143 35 193 3
by ) 34 94 8o 144 21 194 79
is 17 95 39 145 83 195 91
46 36 96 63 146 79 196 186
47 17 97 4o 147 20 197 96
48 8 98 60 148 142 198 91
49 1 99 62 149 121 199 29
50 49 100 81 150 117 200 20
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SAFETY EDUCATION STUDY
Michigan State University

BASIC INTERVIEWING INSTRUCTIONS

Step 1: The first step in conducting interviews in a school distriet is to interview
the principeal of the designated high school. Use Master Questionnaire
(white cover sheet). This interview will provide you with information for
later steps in the study. The principal of each school was sent a letter
explaining the purpose of the study and esking for his cooperation. Remind
him of the letter.

Step 2: Pick the name of a high school teacher that you will interview. Do this from
the list of high schocl teachers who teach in the particular school desig-
nated for study. You should have obtained this list from the principal dur-
ing his interview, Pick the high school teacher you will interview in this
way:

&. Number the names of the High school teachers on the list. D20 NOT
INCLUPE THE NAMES OF THE PRINCIPAL OR SUPERINTENDENT.

b. When you have determined the total number of high school teachers
on the list, go to Chart 1, which is attached to these instructions.
Chart 1 has numbers from 1 to 200, indicating the total number of
teachers on your list. After each of these numbers is a number we
picked at random. That second number tells you the teacher on your
list that you must interview. For example, if there are 30 high
school teachers on your list, you must interview the 17th teacher
on the list., (Check Chart 1 to see that you understand the table
with this example.) If there are 121 teachers on the 1list, you
would interview the 79th teacher on the list. (Find this example
in Chart 1, too.) If you have any questions about this procedure,
call your field supervisor.

c. Now, select the high school teacher you are supposed to interview.

Step 3: Pick the name of the school board member you are to interview. You obtained
the names of all school board members from the principal in your first in-
terview. (See page 8 of Principal's questicnnaire) Number the names in or-
d;r,bthen pick une according to the proceaure ror using Chart 1, as explain-
ed above.

Step 4: Pick the name of the driver education teacher you are to interview. You
obtained the names of all driver education teachers from the principal in
your first interview. (See page 7 of Principal's questionnaire). Number
the names in order, then pick cne according to the procedure for using
Chart 1, as explained above.

Step 5: Interview the following persons, using the questions specified below:
Questionnaire 2 (Blue) High school teacher (You picked in Step 2)
Questionnaire 3 (Pink) fchool Board Member (You picked in Step 3)

Questionnaire 4 (Yellow) Superintendent (Principal named him on page 7,
question 58 of master questionnaire.)



Step 6:

Step T:

Step 8:

Step 9:

Step 10:;

Step 11:

-2-

Questionnaire 5 (Yellow- Head Driver Education (If there is one, princi-
Green) pal will have named him on page 4 of principal's

questionnaire.) You want to interview the head
of driver education for the whole school system.
If there is one, he is named in the principal's
questionnaire on page L4, question 36. If not,
interview the head of driver education for the
sampled high school. He is listed on page 4,
question 35, of the principal's questionnaire.
If the principal did not name a head of driver
education in either of these questions, do not
conduct a "head of driver education" interview in
this school district.

Questionnaire 6 (Light Head, Safety Education. If there is one, the
Pink) principal will have named him on page 3, ques-
tion 25, of the principal's questionnaire. Quite
often there will not be such a person in the
school system. If not, do not conduct a "head of
safety education" interview in this school district.

Questionnaire 7 (Tan) Head, School Bus QOperations. Principal will have
: named this person on page 7 of the principal's
questionnaire.

Questionnaire 8 (Light Driver Education Teacher. (You picked in Step L)
Blue)

Pick a junior high school from the list of Junior highs that the high school
principal said “"feed into" the high school you are studying. (See list on
page 6 on principal's questionnaire.) Number the junior highs, then look

at Chart 1 to determine which junior high you are to interview in.

Interview the following:

Questionnaire 9 (Green) Junior High Principal (of the junior high you
just picked)

After you have interviewed the Junior High Principal, you will have a ros-
ter of the junior high teachers. Pick one junior high teacher for inter-
viewing, using Chart 1.

Interview the following:
Questionnaire 10 (Cream) Junior High Teacher (The one you just picked)

Pick an elementary school from the list of elementary schools that the high
school principal said "feed into™ the high school that you are studying.
(Use 1ist high school prinmcipal gave you on page 6 of his questionnaire.)
Number the elementary school, then look at.Chart 1'to determine which ele-
mentary school you are to interview in.

Interview the following:
)

Questionnaire 11 (Gray) Elementary School Principal (of the school you
Just picked.) '
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Step 12: After you have interviewed the Elementary School Principal, you will have &
roster of the elementary school teachers. Pick on elementary teacher for

interviewing, using Chart 1.
Step 13: Interview the following:
Questionnaire 12 (Gold) Elementary Teacher (The one you just picked)

Step 14: After you have interviewed the head of school bus operations (Step 5), you
will have a roster of the bus drivers. Pick one bus driver for interviewing,

using Chart 1.
Step 15: Interview the following:

Questionnaire 13 (Light Bus Driver (The one you just picked)
Green)

Step 16: Put all of the completed questionnaires for a given school in a single
packet, then send them back to your field supervisor. Make as many as four
calls on each person in an attempt to complete these interviews. It is
important that we get interviews from every type of person in every school.
It should be possible to get interviews with almost all of these persons
during school hours. but occasionally you may have to arrange for an inter-
view after working hours, possibly even in the evening.
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MASTER QUESTIONNAIRE (HIGH SCHOOL PRINCIPAL)
SAFETY EDUCATION STUDY
Highway Traffic Safety Center
Michigan State University
East Lansing, Michigan
cl-4 Project Number
C5 1 Card Number
cé M.S.U. Continuing Education Regions
C7-G School Number Within Region
C9-10 01 School Job Title

Cll Athletic Classification

1__ Class A
2 Class B
3 Class C
4 Class D

Cl4 Type of School

1 Public

2 Parochial

3 Private

Cl5 Geographic Area

1  Metro County

2 Non-Metro County

High School Name

QUESTIONNAIRE 01

High School Principal's Name

Hello, I'm

. I'm a professional interviewer doing a study

for the Highway Traffic Safety Center at Michigan State University.

Your school has been chosen as one of 120 Michigan schools that are being studied
on a safety-education project. Ve would appreciate it if we could have 20 to 30

minutes of your time.

\START INTERVIEW ON NEXT PAGE]

-
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Cl6 To begin with, which grades attend school in this building?

1 10-12
2 9-12
3 __8-12
6 7-12
5__6-12
6___1-12

7 -12

8___Other (Specify)

I |

Cl17 Which grades are you responsible for as principal?

1 10-12

2__9-12

3___G-12

4 7-12

5 6-12

6__ Other (Specify)
C18 In your school system, what grades are considered as senior high school

grades?

1 10-12

2 ___9-12

3 £-12

4 7-12

5___9ther (Specify)

Cl9 1In your school system, what grades are considered as junior high or middle
school grades?

1 _7-9
2 6-9
3__5-9
& 7-8
5___6-3
6__5-8
7___Other (Specify)

C20 How long have you been a principal?

1 1 year

2___2-5 years

3 6-10 years

11-15 years

5 16-20 years

6 21-25 years
7___206-30 years

8 more than 30 years

C21 Do you make policy decisions concerning the safety of students for whom
you are responsible?

1 Yes
2 No |[If No, skip to Question 25




3

C22 Do you make policy decisions on pedestrian safety?
1 Yes 2 No

C23 Do you make policy decisions on bicycle safety?
1 Yes 2 No

€24 Do you make policy decisions on passenger safety?
1 Yes 2 No

C25 Does your school system have a person designated as coordinator or super-
visor of safety education?
1 Yes 2 No

Name
there is his office?

C26 Have you designated some person as safety education coordinator or super-
visor for the grades you are personally responsible for?
1 Yes 2 No

C27 Do you have a school safety patrol for this building?
1 Yes
2 No {If No, skip to Question 32!

C28 Do you have a designated person responsible for the school safety patrol?
1  Yes 2 No

C29 VWhat is the title of the person responsible for the school safety patrol?
1 Superintendent
2___Asst, Superintendent
3] Principal
4 Asst. Principal
5___Coordinator (Supervisor) of Safety Education
6 Counselor
7 Tcacher
G___Other (Specify)

IIf the Principal names himself, ask Questions 30 and 31

C30 Have you had any specific training for the responsibility?
1 Yes 2 No

C31 Have you read any materials in the past3 years from organizations interested

in safety patrols...such as the American Automobile Association, the
National Commission on Safety Education or the National Safety Council?

1 Yes 2 No
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€32 1Is driver education taught in this high school?
1 Yes
2 No [If No, skip to yuestion 30|

C33 Do you make any policy decisions concerning the driver education program?
1 Yes 2 No

C34 Do you supervise the driver education program?

1 Yes 2 No

C35 1Is there a person designated as head of driver education for this high
school? -
1 Yes 2 No

Name
Vhere is his office?

C36 Is there a person designated as coordinator or supervisor of driver educa-
tion for your whole school system?
1 Yes 2 No

Name
Vhere is his office?

C37 Does your vhole school system require the teaching of traffic safety edu-
cation.,,.whether pedestrian, bicycle or passenger...in all grades which
you are responsible for?

1  Yes IIf Yes, skip to Question 39|
2 No

€383 Do you require traffic safety education...whether pedestrian, bicycle,
or passenger...to be taught in all grades which you are personally
responsible for?

1 Yes
2 No 'If No, skip to Question 44

C39 1s pedestrian safety education required to be taught?
1 Yes 2 No

c40 Is'biczcle safety education required to be taught?

1 Yes 2 __ No
C4l 1Is passenger safety aducation required to be taught?

1 Yes 2 No



C42

C43

C44

C45

C46

C47

C48

C49

€50

Cc51

5
Is this a planned coordinated curriculum?
1___ Yes 2__No
Do you supervise the teaching of traffic safety education?

1 Yes 2 No

In addition to your duties as principal, are you also a teacher?

1 Yes 2 No

What percentage of your time as principal is devoted to the administration
or supervision of traffic safety education?

II—‘

less than 1 percent
2 2 to ) percent

3 4 to 5 percent

4 6 to 10 percent

5 11 percent and above
6 None

Have you ever taken a general safety education course for college credit?

1 Yes
2  No !If No, skip to Question 48

How many years has it been since you took this course?

1 0~5 years

2 6-10 years

3 11-15 years

4 16-20 years

5 21-25 years

6 _more than 25 years

Have you received any general safety education from sources other than
formal college courses?

1 Yes 2 No

Have you ever read a general safety education book...either hardback or
paperback?

1 Yes 2 No

Have you ever taken a driver education course?

1 Yes
2 No {If No, skip to Question 52

How many years has it been since you took this cours~?

1 0-5 years

Z:::6-10 years
3___11-15 years
4___16-20 years
5_ 21-25 years

6 _more than 25 years



C52 Have you ever read a driver education textbook?

1 Yes 2 No

€53 How many junior high schools feed more than 50% of their students into
your high school?

|If a junior high school is located in the senior
high school building, include it.

Number of junior high schools

Could you give me the names of these junior high schools?

Include the one in the senior high school building,
if there is one.

C54 Are any of these junior high schools parochial or private schools from
which over 507% of the students enter your high school?

Indicate above which ones ared

Number of Parochial and Pr<fvate junior high schools involved.

€55-56 How many elementary schools feed 507 or more of their students into your
high school?

If an elementary school is located in the senior
high school building, include it,

Number of elementary schools.

Could you give me the names of these elementary schools?

Include the one in the senior high school building,
if there is one,
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€57 Are any of these clementary schools parochial or private schools from
which over 50% of the students enter your high school?

[Indicate above which ones arg]

Number of parochial and private elementary schools involved.
€53 Sex of person interviewed:

1 Male

2 Female

Now, who is your superintendent of schools?

Name

tthere is his office?

Could you tell me the name of the person in your school system who has
primary responsibility for the operation of your school bus program?

Name

Where is his office?

We also want to interview one of your high school teachers. Can you pro-
vide me with a list of all of your high school teachers in this particular
high school?

IGET LIST AND ATTACH IT TO THIS QUESTIONNAIREj

€59-61 Number of high school teachers.

Also, we want to interview one of your driver education teachers. Can you provide
mehwith the names of all your driver education teachers in this particular high
school?

C62-63 Number of driver education teachers.
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Finally, we want to interview a school board member...chosen randomly,..from your
school district., Could you provide me with a list of your school board members?

Cc64 Number of school board members.

I1f the principal is also the superintendent, or designates himself as the person
rimarily responsible for safety education, driver education, or school bus opera-
tions, also ask him the questions on those questionnaires.

ut this advice on bottom of this questionnaire.




QUESTIONNAIRE 02

HIGH SCHOOL TEACHER QUESTIONNAIRE
SAFETY EDUCATION STUDY
Highway Traffic Safety Center
Michigan State University
East Lansing, Michigan
Cl-4 Project Number
c5 l Card Number
Co M.S.U. Continuing Education Regions
c7-8 School Number within Region
C9-10 02 School Job Title

cli Athletic Classification

1 Class A
2 Class B
3__Class C
4 Class D

o]

Cl12-13 M.E.A. Region

Cl4 Type of School

1 Public
2 Parochial
3 Private

Cl5 Geographic Area

1 Metro County
2 Non-Metro County

High School Name

High School Teacher's Name

Hello, I'm . I'm a professional interviewer doing a study
for the Highway Traffic Safety Center at Michigan State University.

Your school has been chosen as one of the 120 Michigan schools that are being studied
on a safety-education project. We would appreciate it if we could have about 20
minutes of your time.

BTART INTERVIEY ON NEXT PAGE;
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Clé To begin with, what grade do you teach most?

7

e

9

10

11

12

Other (Specify)

~

Cl7 How long have you been a high school teacher?

1 1 year

2 2-5 years

3 ___6-10 years
4 11-15 years
5____16-20 years
6__ _21-25 years
7 26-30 years

3 more than 30 years

Cl8 Are you required to teach traffic safety education,..whether pedestrian,
bicycle or passenger safety...in your grade?

1 Yes 2 No

Cl19 Do you teach any traffic safety education?

1 Yes
2 No [If No, skip to Question 27|

C20 Do you teach pedestrian safety?

1 Yes 2 No

€21 Do you teach bicycle safety?

1 Yes 2 No

C22 Do you teach passenger safety?

1 Yes 2 No

c23 Does your school system have a planned traffic safety curriculum which
you can follow?

1 Yes
2 No [If No, skip to Question 25!

C24 Do you usually follow it closely?

1 Yes 2 No

€25 Is there a resource person...whether safety education coordinator or super-
visor...in the school system or in the building whom you can turn to for
assistance?

1 Yes
2~ No [If No, skip to Question 27| :




€26

c27

c28

c29

€30

c31

C32

C33

C34

3

How often do you ask this resource person for assistance...very often,
fairly often, not very often, or hardly ever?

1 very often
2 fairly often
3  not very often

hardly ever
Is there a school safety patrol for this building?

1 Yes
2 No (If No, skip to Question 31}

Are you,..by chance...in charge of it?

1 Yes
2 No |(If No, skip to Question 3

Have you had any specific training for this responsibility?

1l Yes 2 No

Have you read any materials in the past 3 years from organizations inter-
ested in safety patrols...such as the American Automobile Association,

the National Commission on Safety Education or the National Safety Council?

1 Yes 2 No

Are you a sponsor for any kiud of student organization or activity that
is...either wholly or partially...concerned with pedestrian, bicycle or
passenger safety in your school?

Yes 2 No

—— T c—

Do you serve on any kind of system-wide or school committee which has as
cne of its responsibilities, pedestrian, bicycle or passenger safety?

1l Yes 2 No

What percentage of your time as a teacher is devoted to traffic safety
activities?

1 less than 1 percent
2 2 to 3 percent
3 4 to 5 percent

|

|

4 6 to 10 percent
5 11 percent and above
6 none

Have you ever taken a general safety education course for college credit?

1  Yes
2 No I/If No, skip to Question 3€




4
¢35 How many years has it been since you took this course?

1 0-5 years

2 0-10 years

3 11-15 years

4  16-20 years

5 21-25 years

6 more than 25 years

C36 Have you received any general safety education from sources other than
formal college courses?

1 Yes 2 No

C37 Have you ever read a general safety education book...whether hardback or
softback?

C38 Sex of person interviewed:

1 Male

2 Female



QUESTIONNAIRE O3

MEMBER BOARD OF EDUCATION QUESTIONNAIRE
SAFETY EDUCATION STUDY
Highway Traffic Safety Center
Michigan State University
East Lansing, Michigan
Cl-k Project Number
€5 1 Card Number
c6 MSU Continuing Education Regions
c7-8 School Number Within Region

C9-10__ 03 School Job Title
Cll Athletic Classification

1___Class A
2_ _Class B
3__Class C
4L __Cless D

Cl2-13___MEA Region
Cl4 Type of School

1___Public
2___Parochial
3___Private

Cl5 Geographic Area

1 Metro County

2___Non-Metro County
High School Name

Name of School Board Member

Hello, I'm . I'm a profegsional interviewer doing a study
for the Highway Traffic Safely Center &t Michigan State University.

Your school has been chosen as one of 120 Michigan schools that are being studied
on a safety-education project. We would appreciate it if we could have 20 to 30
minutes of your time.




c16

C17

c18

C19

c20

c2l

caz

c23

caly

€25

c26

c27

Does your

2=

Board of Education make policy decisions concerning the safety of

students for whom you are responsible?

1__Yes
2__No

Does your

1 Yes

Does your

1__ Yes
Does your
1__ Yes
Does your
1__ Yes
2__No
Does your
1__ Yes
Does your

l__ Yes
2__No

Does your
1__ Yes

Does your

1__Yes

Does your
l1__ Yes

ek

Does your

1___Yes

2 No

Does your

ILf No, skip to Question 20|

Board make policy decisions on pedestrian safety?
2__No

Board make policy decisions on bicycle safety?
2__No

Board make policy decisions on passenger safety?
2__No

school system use school safety patrols?

If No, skip to Question 23

Board make policy decisions concerning safety patrols?
2 No

school system use adult crossing guards?

iLf No, skip to Question 24

Board make pclicy decisions concerning adult erossing guards?
2 No

school system offer driver education?

iHf No, skip to Question 26

Board make policy decisions concerning the driver education program?

2 No

school system provide bus transportation for students?

Ef No, skip to Question 28

Board make policy decisions concerning pupil transportation?



c28

c29

€30

€3l

€32

€33

C3k4

-3-

How many regular school board meetings do you have per month?

11
2_2
3.3
"

5 more than four

For what length of time does the Board generally meet?

1 __1 hour
2__ 2 hours
3 3 hours
-__h hours
5_ 1

more than four hours

What percentage of your time as a School Board Member is concerned with traffic
safety education?

1 less than 1 percent
2 2 to 3 percent
3___% to 5 percent

4 6 to 10 percent
5

6 1

1l percent and above
none

Have you ever attended a college or university?

1__Yes
2__No |IIf No, skip to Question 36

Did you take a general safety education course for college credit while in
college?

1__ Yes
2__No IIf No, skip to Question 34

How many years has it been since you took this course?

1l O0-5 years

2 6 10 years
3___11-15 years

L 16-20 years
5___21-25 years
___more than 25 years

Did you take a driver education course for college credit while in college?

1__ Yes
2__No - [f No, skip to Question 38




c35

36

c37

38

€39

lya
How many years has it been since you took this course?

1 O0-5 years

2 6-10 years

3 1ll1-15 years

L  16-20 years
5__21-25 years

6 more than 25 years

Have you received any general safety education from sources other than formal
college courses?

1__ Yes 2__No

——

Heve you ever read a general safety education book...either hardback or paper-
hack?

1 Yes 2 No

Have you ever read a driver education textbook?

1 Yes 2 No

Sex of person interviewed:

1l Male

2___Female



QUESTIONNAIRE Oh

SUPERINTERDENTS QUESTIONNAIRE

SAFETY EDUCATION STUDY
Highway Traffic Safety Center
Michigan State University
East Lensing, Michigan

Cl-4 Project Number

C5 1l Card Number
cé6

||

M.8.U. Continuing Education Regions
c7-8 School Number within Region

€9-10 04  School Job Title

Cll Athletic Classification

1 Class A
2 Class B
3 Class C
4 Class D

Cl2-13 M.E.A, Region
Cl4 Type of School
Public

Parochial
Private

w N

Cl5 Geographic Area

1 Metro County
2 Non-Metro County

School District Name

Superintendent's Name

Hello, I'm _ . I'm a professional interviewer doing
& study for the Highway Traffic Safety Center at Michigan State University.

Your school has been chosen as one of 120 Michigan schools that are being studied
on a safety-education project. We would appreciate it if we could have 20 to 30
minutes of your time.

SIART INTERVIEW ON NEXT PAGE




016-17

€18-19

c20-22

ca3

c2u

c25

ca’

ca27

c28

C29

C30

2
How manv high schools-.are ou responsible for as superintendent?
Numbe:x of high schools

How many junior high or middle schools are you responsibie for as
superintendent?

Number of junior high or middle schools

How many elementary schools are you responsible for as superintendent?
Number of elementary schools

How long have you been a superintendent?

1 1 year
2~ 2-5 years

3 "~ 6-10 years

L7 11-15 years

5 ~ 16-20 years

6 _21-25 years

T "~ 26-30 years

8 more than 30 years

Do you make policy decisions concerning the safety of students for whom
you are responsible?

1 Yes
2 No [If No, skip to Question 24

Do you make policy decisions on pedestrian safety?

1 Yes 2 No

Do you make policy decisions on bicycle sefety?

1 Yes 2 No

Do you make policy decisions on passenger safety?

1 Yes 2 No

Do you use school safety patrols in your school system?

1 Yes
2 No [f No, skip to Question 34

Do you personally maeke any policy decisions concerning the school
safety patrols?

1 Yes 2 No

Have you assigned someone ... including yourself ... to be in charge
of the safety patrol for the school system?

1l Yes _ ‘
2  No If No, skip to Question H'




C3l

Cc32

C33

C3k

€35

C3 6

C37

c38

€39

chko

3
What is the title of the person responsible for the school safety patrol?

___Asst. Superintendent
3___ Principal

L Asst. Principal

5___Coordinator or Supervisor of Safety Education
f5__ Counselor

T Teacher

8 Other (Specify)

1 Superintendent
2

Tf the Superintendent nemes himself, ask Questions 32 and 33

Have you had any specific training for this responsibility?

1 Yes 2 No

Have you read any materials in the past 3 years from organizations inter-
ested in safety patrols ... such as the American Automobile Association,
the National Commission on Safety Education or the National Safety
Council?

1 Yes 2 No

Do you use adult crossing guards in your school system?

1 Yes
2 No If No, skip to Question 30

Do you personally make any policy decisions concerning the adult crossing
guards?

1 Yes 2 No

Is driver education taught in this school system?

1 Yes
2 No If No, skip to question 39

Do you personally make any policy decisions cconcerning the driver edu-
cation program?

1l Yes 2 No

Do you supervise the driver education program?

1 Yes 2 No

———— c——

Does your school system provide bus transportation for students?

1  Yes
2 No If No, skip to Question L}

Do you perscnally meke any policy decisions concerning bus transportation?

1 Yes 2 No



chl

ch2

ch3

chy

chs

ché

cu8

ckg

€50

L

Do you require traffic safety education ,.. whether pedestrian, bicycle
or passenger safety ... to be taught in all elementary grades of the
school system?

1 Yes
2 ©No If No, skip to Question LY

Is this a planned coordinated curriculum?

1 Yes 2 No

Do you personally supervise the traffic safety education ... whether
pedestrian, bicycle or passenger safety ... that is taught in the

elementary grades?
1 Yes 2 No

Do you require traffic safety education ... whether pedestrian, bicycle
or passenger safety ... to be taught in all junior high or middle school
grades of the schcol system?

1 Yes
2 No If No, skip to Question L7

Is this a planned coordinated curriculum?

1 Yes 2 No

mm—

Do you personelly supervise traffic safety education ... whether pedes-
trian, bicycle or passenger safety ... that is taught in Junior high or
middle school grades of the school system?

1l Yes 2 No

Do you require traffic safety education ... whether pedestrian, bicycle
or passenger safety ... to be taught in all high school grades of the
school system?

1 Yes
2 No If No, skip to Question 50

Is this a planned coordinated curriculum?

1 Yes 2 No

Do you personally supervise traffic safety education ... whether pedes-
trian, bicycle or passenger safety ... that is taught in the high school
grades of the school srstem?

1 Yes 2 No

In addition to your duties as Superintendent, are you also a teacher?

1 Yes 2 No



>

(51 What percentage of your time as Superintendent is devoted to the admin-
istration or supervision of traffic safety education?

1 less than 1l percent
2 2 to 3 percent

3__ 4 to 5 percent

L6 to 10 percent

5 T 11 percent and above
6 None

Cc52 Have you ever taken a general safety education course for college credit?

1l Yes _
2 No If No, skip to Question Sk

C53 How many years has it been since you took this course?

1l O0-5 years

2___6-10 years

3 11-15 years

VT __16-20 years

5 T 21a 25 years
6___more than 25 years

C54 Have you received any general safety education from sources other than
formal college courses?

1 Yes 2 No

C55 Have you ever read a general safety education book ... either hardback
or paperback?

1 Yes 2 No

C56 Have you ever taken a driver education course for college credit?

1 Yes
2 No {If No, skip to Question 58§

C5>7 How many years has it been since you took this course?

1l __0-5 years

2 6-10 years

3~ 11-15 years

4™ 16-20 years

5 ___ 21-25 years

6 _more than 25 years

cs8 Have you ever read a driver education textbook?

1 Yes 2 No

C53 Do you receive any services from the intermediate school district con-
cerning traffic safety?

1 Yes 2 No

C60 Sex of person interviewed:

1 Male
2 Female



QUESTIONNAIRE 05

HEAD OF DRIVER EDUCATION QUESTIONNAIRE

SAFETY EDUCATION STUDY

Highway Tr

affic Safety Center

Michigan State University
East Lensing, Michigan

cl-k Project Number

c5_ 1 Card Number

cé MSU Continuing Education Regions
c7-8 School Number within Region

€9-10__05 School Job Title

Cl1l1 Athletic Classification

1
2
3
L

__Class A
___Class B
___Class C
__Cleass D

Cl2-13 MEA Region

Clk  Type of School

1

Public

2__ Parochial
3___Private

Cl15 G

l*

2

High Schoo
Head of Dr

Hello, I'm

eographic Area

Metro County
___Non-Metro County

1 Name

iver Education Name

I'm a professional interviewer doing & study for

the Highway Traffic Safety Center at Michigan State University.

Your school has been chosen as one of 120 Michigan schools that are being studied
y-education project. Ve would appreciate it if we could have about 20
minutes of your time.

ETART INTERVIEW ON NEXT PAGE)

on a safet
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C16-17 How many high schools are in your school system?
_____Number of high schools
C18-19 How many high schools are you responsible for as Head of Driver Education?
____ Number of high schools

C20-21 How many driver education teachers are you responsible for as Head of
Driver Educatlon?

Number of Teachers
C22 Have you had any driver education teaching experience?

1 Yes
2 No IIf No, skip to Question 3H

C23 How many years have ynu been a driver education teacher?

1 1 year
27 2-5 years
3 6-10 years
L™ 11-15 years
5___16-20 years
6
7
8 |

|

___ 2125 years
~ 26-30 years
___more than 30 years

C2lk  Are you presently teaching driver education?

1 Yes
2 No IIf No, skip to Question 34

C25 Do you teach driver education during the regular school day?

1 Yes
2 M |If No. skip to Question 27t

C26 How many hours of the regular school day do you spend teaching driver educationt

Number of hours [Po not record fractions of an houn

C27 Do you teach driver education on Saturdays, or before, or after the regular
school day?

1l ___ Yes
2__ No {If No, skip to Question 29




-3~

(28 How many hours a week do you spend teaching driver education on Saturdays,
or before, or after the regular school day?

___p-s hours

___6-10 hours
__11-15 hours
___16-20 hours
___21-25 hours
___26-30 hours
____31-35 hours
___36-40 hours

9 more than 4O hours

VIS o

(LN [ g ¥ U

Q0 -

€29 Do you teach driver education during the summer?

1 Yes
2  No iIf No, skip to Questicn 34

C30-31 How many weeks do you usuglly teach driver education during the summer?

Number of weeks |[Do not record fractions of a weeH

C32-33 How many hocurs a week do you teach driver education during the summer?

Number of hours |Do not record fractions of an houd

C34 Do you teach on the multiple car off-street driving range?

1 Yes 2 No

C35 Do you teach in a driving simulator?

1 Yes 2 No

— Arr———

€36 Do you teach practice driving on the street?

1 Yes 2 No

C37 Do you teach the classroom phase of driver education?

1 Yes 2 No

€38 Do you make any policy decisions concerning the driver education program?

1 Yes 2 No

C39 Do you personally make on-the-spot observations of your driver education
teachers?

1l Yes 2___No

ChO Do you provide any in-service education for your driver education teachers?

1l Yes
2 No jIf No, skip to Question 42}




chy

ch2

ch3

clils

ch5

ch6

ch7

cls

chg

L

Are you responsible for the administration and organization of this in-
gservice education program?

1 Yes 2 No

Are you in charge of the school safety patrol for the entire school system?

1 Yes IIf Yes, skip to Question uhf
2 No

Are you...by chance...in charge of the school safety patrol?

1 Yes
2 No IIf No, skip to Question L6

Have you had any specific training for this responsibility?

1l Yes 2__ No

Have you read any materials in the past 3 years from organizations interested
in school safety patrols...such as the American Automobile Association, the
National Commission on Safety Education or the National Safety Council?

1__Yes 2__ No

What percentage of your time as Head of Driver Education is devoted to the
administration or supervision of traffic safety education?

__less than 1 percent
2 to 3 percent

4 to 5 percent

6 to 10 percent

11 to 25 percent

__26 to 50 percent

__51 to 75 percent

___76 to 99 percent

100 percent

gV Fwe -

\O Q0 -3

Do you have a Master's degree in...or with major emphasis in...driver and
traffic education?

1 Yes 2 No

|

Do you have an undergraduate teaching minor...or the equivalency of a teach-
ing minor...in 4river and traffic education?

1 Yes 2 No

Wt eee———

As a part of your preperation as Head of Driver Education, have you taken
any of the following courses for college credit?

Driver Education I - basic course

1__ Yes
2 No IIf No, skip to Question 51}




-5-
€50 How many years has it been since you tock this course?

1 0«5 years

2 6-10 years
3 11-15 years
4 16-20 years
5

6

N

21-25 years
more than 25 years

€51 Driver Education II - advanced course

1 Yes
2 No IIf No, skip to Question 53

C52 How many years has it been since you tock the course?

1 0-5 years

2 6-10 years
3 11-15 years
L 16-20 years
2

6

21-25 years
more  than 25 years

C53 Psychological Factors in Traffic Safety

l Yes
2 No {If No, skip to Question 55|

C54 How many years has it been since you ﬁook this course?

0-5 years

-10 years
__11-15 years
___16-20 years

— 21-25 years
___wore than 25 years

v an

C55 safety Education

1 Yes
2___No IIf No, skip to Question 57

C56 How many years has it been since you took this course?

1 0-5 years

2 6-10 years
3 1l1-15 years
4 T16-20 years
5

6

21-25 years
more than 25 years

C57 First Aid

1 Yes 2 No




c58

€59

c60

c6l

c62

€63

Ccél

c65

Automobile Mechanics

1 Yes 2 No

———— —

Alcohol Education

1 Yes 2 No

Innovations in Driver Education

1 Yes 2 No

— —

Traffic Engineering

1 Yes 2 No

Traffic Communications
1 Yes 2 No
Police and Court Traffic Administration

1 Yes 2 No

Do you receive any services from the intermediate school district concerning
driver education?

1 Yes 2 No

Sex of person interviewed:

1 Male
e Female



NUESTIONNAIRE 06

HEAC OF SAFETY EDUCATION OUESTIONNAIRE

SAFETY EDUCATION 3TUDY
Highway Tratfic Safety Center
Michigan State University
East Lansing, Michigan

cl-4 Project Number
€5 1 Card Number

cé M.S.U, Continuing Education Regions
c7-8 School Number Within Region
€9-1006 School Job Title

€11 Athletic GClassification

1___Class A
2__Class B
3__Class C
L__Class D

C12-13 .E.A, Region
Cl4 Type of School
l Public
2 Parochial
3 Private

C15 Geographic Area

| Metro County
2 Non-Metro County

High School Name

Head of Safety Education Name

Hello, I'm . I'm a professional interviewer doing
a study for the Highway Traffic Safety Center at Michigan State University.

Your school has been chosen as one of 120 Michigan schools that are being
studied on a safety-education project. Ve would appreciate it if we could
have 20 to 30 minutes of your time. '

START INTERVIEW ON NEXT PAGE -]




C16-17 How many high schools are you responsible for as Head of Safety Education?
Number of high schools

€i18-19 How many junior high or middle schools are you responsible for as Head
of Safety Education?

Number of junior high or middle schools

€20-22 How many elementary schools are you responsible for as Head of Sufety
Education

Number of elementary schools

€23 How long have you been Head of Safety Ecucation?

! year
2-5 years
-10 years
11-15 years
16=20 years
21-25 years
7 26-30 years
8 more than 30 years

I
2
3
I
5
6

C24 Have you had any teaching experience?

1 Yes
2 No | IF No, skip to Question 28 !

C25 Are you presently teaching?

1 Yes
2 No | If No, skip to Question 27 i

C26 How many hours a day do you teach?

Number of hours (Do not record fractions of an hour!

€27 How long have you been a teacher?

1___ 1 year
2 2=-5 years

3 _6-10 years
L 11-15 years

5 16-20 years
6 21-25 years
7 26-30 years
8 more than 30 years

€28 Do you personally make any policy decisions concerning the safety of
students for whom you are responsible?

1 Yes
2 No |If No, skip to OQuestion 32!




€29

c30

c3l

€32

€33

C34

€35

c36

€37

€38

€39

ck4o

3

Do you make policy decisions on pedestrian safety?

] Yes 2 No

Do you make policy decisions on bicycle safety?

1 Yes 2 No

Do you make policy decisions on passenger safety?

i Yes 2 No

Do you use school safety patrols in your school system?

| Yes
2 No {If No, skip to Question 39}

Are you personally responsible for the school safety patrol?

i Yes
2 No Uf No, skip to Question 39|

Do you make policy decisions concerning the school safety patrol?

1 Yes 2 No

Do you conduct training sessions for the safety patrol members?

1 Yes 2 No

Do you personally make on-the-spot observations of the safety patrol?

1 Yes 2 No

Have you had any specific training on school safety patrols?

1 Yes 2 No

Have you read any materials in the past 3 years from organizations interested
in safety patrols ... such as the American Autouwobile Association, the
National Commission on Safety Education, or the National Safcty Council?

] Yes 2 No

Do you use adult crossing guards in your system?

1 Yes
2 No [{If No, skip to Question 45

Who is responsible for the adult crossing guards [,, your school system or
a local police agency?

1 School system
2 Local police agency



C41 Do you coordinate the adult crossing guard activities with the local police
department?

i Yes 2 No

C42 Do you make any policy decisions concerning adult crossing guards?

] Yes 2 No

C43 Do you conduct training sessions for the adult crossing guards?

1 Yes 2 No

ckss Do you personally make on-the-spot observations of the adult crossing guards?

] Yes 2 No

Ch5 1Is traffic safety education ... whether pedestrian, bicycle or passenger
safety ... taught in all elementary grades of the school system?

] Yes 2 No

Ck6 Are you personally responsible for the traffic safety education program in the
elementary schools?

| Yes
2 No If No, skip to OQuestion 51

Ch7 Have you provided a planned, coordinated traffic safety education curriculum
for all elementary school teachers to use?

] Yes 2 No

t48 Are you available as a traffic safety education resource person for all
elementary school teachers?

1 Yes 2 No
C49 Do you do any teaching of traffic safety education in the elementary grades?

1 Yes 2 No

C50 Do you personally make on-the-spot observations of the teaching of traffic
safety education in the elementary school grades?

| Yes 2 No

€51 1Is traffic safety education ... whether pedestrian, bicycle or passenger
safety ... taught in alt junior high school grades of the school system.
l__Yes 2__ No

C52 Are you responsible for the traffic safety education program in the
junior high school grades?

l Yes
2 No |If No, skip to Question 57




€53

csh

C55

€56

c57

c58

€59

céo

c61

€62

cé3

5

Have you provided a planned, coordinated traffic safety education curriculum
for all junior high teachers to use?

1 Yes 2 No

Are you available as a traffic safety education resource person for all
junior high teachers?

1 Yes 2 No

Do you do any teaching of traffic safety education in the junior high grades?

i Yes 2 No

Do you personally make on-the~spot observations of the teaching of traffic
safety education in the junior high grades?

| Yes 2 No

Is traffic safety education ... whether pedestrian, bicycle or passenger ...
taught in all high school grades of the school system?

| Yes 2 No

Are you responsible for the traffic safety education program in the high
schools?

| Yes
2 No IIf No, skip to Nuestion (63

Have you provided a planned, coordinated traffic safety education curriculum
for all high school teachers to use?

1 Yes 2 No

Are you avallable as a traffic safety education resource person for all high
school teachers?

I Yes 2 No

Do you do any teaching of traffic safety education in the high school grades?

] Yes 2 No

Do you personally make on~-the-spot observations of the teaching of traffic
safety education in the high school grades?

} Yes 2 No

Are you a sponsor for any kind of student organization or activity that is
. either wholly or partially ... concerned with pedestrian, bicycle or
passenger safety in your school system?



6

¢64 Do you serve on any kind of system-wide or school committee which has as one

c65

c66

cé7

c69

c70

e

of its responsibilities, pedestrian, bicycle or passenger safety?

Yes 2 No

What percentage of your time as Head of Safety Education is devoted to the
administration or supervision of traffic safety education?

less than | percent
2 to 3 percent

L to 5 percent

6 to 10 percent

11 to 25 percent

26 to 50 percent

51 to 75 percent

76 to 99 percent
100 percent

\0

Do you have a Doctor's degree in safety education?

1 Yes WIf Yes, skip to fuestion 63 {
2 No

Do you have a Master's degree in safety education?

1 Yes ilf Yes, skip to OQuestion 69|
2 No

Do you have an undergraduate teaching minor in safety education?

] Yes 2 No

Have you ever taken a general safety education course for college credit?

1 Yes
2 No {if No, skip to fuestion 71

How many years has it been since you took this course?

I___0-5 years
2___6-10 years
3 11-15 years
Iy 16-20 years
5 __ 21-25 years
rore than 25 years

Have you ever taken a course for college credit on organization &nd
administration of safety education?

1 Yes
2 No {if No, skip to duestion 73}




c72

€73

c7h

c75

€76

7

How many years has it been since you took this course?

1 0=-5 ycars

2 6-10 years

3 11=15 years

L 16-20 years

5 21=-25 years

6 more than 25 years

Hove you received any general safety education from sources other than
formal college courses?

] Yes 2 No

Have you ever read a general safety education book ... either hardback or
paperback?

1 Yes 2 No

Do you recieve any services from the intermediate school district concerning
traffic safety?

1 Yes 2 No

Sex of person interviewed:
1 Male
2 Female



QUESTIONNAIRE O7

HEAD C\F SCHOOL BUS OFERATIONS QUESTIONNAIRE
SAFETY EDUCATION 8TUDY
Highway Traffic Safety Center :
Michigan State University -
East Lensing, Michigan
cl-k Project Number
€5 1 Card Number
c6 MSU Continuing Education Regions

c7-8 School Number Within Region
€9-10 07 School Job Title

Cll Athletic Classification

l1__ Class A
2__Class B
3__Class C
4 Class D

Cl2-13__ MEA Region

Clks Type of School

1___ Public
2____Parochial
3__ Private

Cl5 Geographic Area

1 Metro County
2 _ Non-Metro County

High School Neme

Head of School Bus Operations Name

Hello, I'm . I'm a professional interviewer doing a study for
the Highway Traffic Safety Center at Michigan State University.

Your school has been chosen as one of the 120 Michigan schools that are being
studied on a safety-education project. We would appreciate it if we could have
about 20 minutes of your time.

START INTERVIEW ON NEXT PAGE




Cl6é To begin with, how old are you?

1 21-25
2 26 -30
a 31-35

€17 How many years have you been the head of School Bus Operations?

l year
2-5 years
___6-10 years
11 ~-15 years
16 20 years
21-25 years
—__26-30 years
___pore than 30 years

(D-QG\\J'I-F"LA)F\)!-‘

Cl8 In addition to your duties as Head of School Bus Operations...do you also
drive a school bus?

1l Yes
2__ No ff No, skip to Question 21

Cl9 How many years have you been driving a school bus?

1 1 year

2 2-5 years
3___6-10 years
ITON . 11-15 years
5__ " 16-20 years
6
T___

__21-25 years
T 26-30 years
more than 30 years

C20 How many hours a day do you drive a school bus?

Number of hours Do not record fractions of an houn

C21 How many hours a day are you employed as Head of School Bus Operations...
not including hours spent driving the bus?

Number of hours [Po not record fractions cf an hourj

22-23 About how many school busses are you responsible for as Head of School Bus
Operations?

Number of busses
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c2hk-25 About how many bus drivers are you responsible for as Head of Schocl Bus
Operations?

Number of drivers

C26 Does the school system have any official printed policies concerning school
bus operations?

1 Yes 2 No

€27 Do you personally make any policy decisions concerning school bus operations?

1 Yes 2 No

€28 Are you responsible for the hiring of school bus drivers?

1 Yes 2 No

—— —————

C29 Do you plan the school bus routes and schedules?

1 Yes 2 No

C30 Do you perscnally make on-the-spot observations of your school bus drivers?

1 Yes 2 No

C31 Do you work actively with school administrators and teachers to improve the
school transportation service?

1 Yes 2 No

B ——

C32 Do you keep school transportation records?
1 Yes 2 No

C33 Are you available to assist in investigating or in making & report on a
school bus accident?

1 Yes 2 No

—— e

¢34 Are you responsible for the maintenance of the school bus fleet?

l Yes 2 No

C35 Do you personally provide pre-service training for your school bus drivers?

1 Yes 2 No

—— eos—

€36 Do you personally provide in-service training for your school bus drivers?

1 Yes 2 No

—— ——

C37 Have you attended any of the School Bus Nriver Education classes conducted
by the State Universities of Michigan?

1 Yes
2__No {If No, skip to Question 39|




c38

€39

cho

chl

che

ch3

chl

chs5

ch6

clk7

L

How many years has it been since you have attended one of these courses?

Number of years (9 years and above, record as 9

Have you taken the basic Red Cross First Aid Course?

1l Yes
2_No {If No, skip to Question 4J

How many years has it been since you took the course?

Number of years [ _years and above, record as A

Have you taken the advanced Red Cross First Aid Course?

1 Yes
2 No |[If No, skip to Question L3

How many years hag it been since you took the course?

Number of years Q_years and above, record as 9

Have you taken the National Safety Council's Driver Improvement or Defen-
sive Driving Course?

1l Yes 2 No
Have you ever attended a college or university?

1 Yes

2 No Lf No, skip to Question LY

Did you take a general safety education course for college credit while in
college?

1 Yes
2 No If No, skip to Question 47

How many years has it been since you took this course?

___0-5 years

___6-10 years

- 11-15 years
___16-20 years
__21-25 years

- more than 25 years

o Fld D

Did you take a driver education course for college credit while in college?

1 Yes
2 No IIf No, skip to Question L9
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ck8 How many years has it been since you took the course?

1 0~5 years
2___6-10 years
3 __11- 15 years
4 16-20 years
S
6 1

T 21-25 years
___more than 25 years

cl9 Have you ever read a driver education textbook?

1 Yes 2 No

C50 Do you receive any services from the intermediate school district concerning
traffic safety?

1 Yes 2 No

C51 ©Sex of person interviewed:

1 Male
2 Female

Also, we want to interview one of your bus drivers., Can
you provide me with a list of bus drivers who service
high school.

The name of the high school will be found on the fron
lpage of the Questionnaire.

[GET LIST. ATTACH IT TO THIS QUESTIONNAIRE]

C52-53 Number of bus drivers servicing sample high school



' QUESTIONFAIRE 08

DRIVER EDUCATIORN TEACHER_QHESTIONNAIRE
' SAFETY EDUCATION STUDY
Highway Traffic Safety Center : : {
Michigan State University ,
East lLansing, Michigan
c1-4 Project Number -
€5 1 Card Number
cé M.S.U. Continuing Education Regions
c7-8 School Number within Region
C9-10 0B 8School Job Title

€1l Athletic Classification

1 Class A

2 Class B

3 Class C

4L " Class D ,
012".1.3 M.E.A- Region

Cl4 Type of 3chool

1 Publie
2___?arochial
3 Private

Cl5 Geographic Area

1 Metro'COunty
2 _ Non=Metrc County

High School Name

Driver Education Teacher's Name

Hello, I'm . I'm a professional interviewer dcing
a study for the Highway Traffic Safety Center at Michigan State University.

Your school has been chosen &s one of 120 Michigan schools that are being studied
on a safety-education project. We would eppreciate it if we could have about 20
minutes of your time,

o’

BTART INTERVIEW ON NEXT PAGH




c16

C17

c18

C19

€20

c21

caz

ce3

c2h

2

How long have you been a high school teacher?

1 1l year

2 2-5 years
3 6-10 years
4~ 11-15 years
5__ 16-20 years
6 21-25 years
7___
8

— 26-30 years
___more than 30 years

How long have you been teaching driver education?

1 _1 year

2__ 2-5 years

3___6-10 years

4 11.15 years

5 . ~ 16-20 years

6 ___21-25 years

T " 26-30 years

8 more than 30 yesars

Are you in charge of the school safety patrol for the entire school system?

1 Yes [f Yes, skip to Question 21
2 No

Is there a school safety patrol for this building?

1 Yes
2 No 'If No, skip to Question 23

Are you ... by chance ... in charge of it?

1 Yes
2 No {[f No, skip to Question 23

Have you had any specific training for this responsibility?

1 Yes 2 No

Have you read any materials in the past 3 years from organizations interested
in school safety patrols ... such as the American Automobile Association,
the National Commission on Safety Education or the National Safety Council?

1 Yes 2 No

Are you a sponsor for any kind of student organization or activity that is ...
either wholly or partially ... concerned with pedestrian, bicycle, or
passenger safety?

1l Yes 2 No

Do you serve on any kind of system-wide or school committee which has as one
of its responsibilities, pedestrian, bicycle, or passenger safety?

1 Yes e No



C25

c27

ce8

c29

C30-31

C32-33

c3k

€35

€3>

C37

3

Do you teach driver education during the regular school dasy?

1 Yes
2 No If No, skip to Question 27

How many hours of the regular school day do you spend teaching driver
education?

Number of hours [Do not record fractions of an houn|

Do you teach driver education on Saturdays, or before, or after the regular
school day?

1 Yes
2 No [If No, skip to Question 29

How many hours a week do you spend teaching driver education on Saturdays,
or before, or after the regular school day?

1 _0-5 hours

2 6-10 hours

3 1l1-15 hours

b ____16-20 hours

5 21-25 hours

6 ___26-30 hours

T ___31=35 hours

8 ___36-L0 hours

9 more than 4O hours

Do you teach driver education during the summer?

1 Yes
2 _No [If No, skip to Question 3k

How many weeks do you teach driver education during the summer?

Number of weeks [Do not record fractions of a week

How many hours a week do you teach driver education during the summer?

Number of hours f{Do not record fractions of an houn

Do you teach on a multiple car off-street driving range?
l__Yes 2 _No

Do you teach in a driving simulator?

i1__Yes 2__ Fo

Do you teach practice driving on the street?

l__Yes 2__ No

Do you teach the classroom phase of driver education?

1l Yes 2 No



L

¢38 Do you have a Master's degree in ... or with major emphasis in ... driver
and traffic education?

1 Yes {If Yes, skip to Question LQ
2 No

C39 Do you have an undergraduate teaching minor ... or the equivalency of a
teaching minor ... in driver and traffic education?

1 Yes 2 No

As a part of your preparation as a Driver Education Teacher, have you taken
the following courses for college credit?

cko Driver Education I - basic course

1l Yes
2 No If No, skip to Question 43

chkl How many years has it been since you took this course?

1 0-5 years

2_ ~ 6+10 years

3 ___11-15 years

Y ____15-20 years

5 21—25 years

" _more than 25 years

clh2 Driver Education II - advanced course

1 Yes
2 No [If No, skip to Question Ll

ch3 How many years has it been since you took this course?

1___0-5 years

2 «10 years

3 ___11-15 years

L™ 16~20 years

5 21-25 years
6___more than 25 years

Chl Psychological Factors in Traffic Safety

1 Yes
2 No [If No, skip to Question L)
cls How many years has it been since you took this course?
1 __0-5 years
2__ | " 6-10 years
3 ___11-15 years
L~ 16-20 years
5 21-25 years

p————

___more than 25 years

O\




clé

ch7

cu8

ch9

Cc50

C51

C52

€53

csb

€55

Safety Education

1l Yes
2 No [If No, skip to Question L3

How many years has it been since you took this course?

1 0-5 years

2___6-10 years
3___11-15 years

L 16-20 years
5___21-25 years
6___more than 25 years

First Aid

1 Yes 2 No

Automobile Mechanics

1 Yes 2 No

Alcohol Education

1 Yes 2 No

Innovations in Driver Education

1 Yes 2 No

Traffic Engineering

l Yes 2 No

Traffic Communications

1 Yes 2 No

——

Police and Court Traffic Administration

1 Yes 2 No

Sex of person interviewed:

1 Male

2_ Female



QUESTIONNAIRE 09

JUNIOR HIGH SCHOOL PRINCIPAL QUESTIONNAIRE

SAFETY EDUCATION STUDY
Highway Traffic Safety Center
Michigan State University
Eest Lansing, Michigan

Ccl-k Project Number

C5 1 Card Number

cé M.S.U. Continuing Education Regions
cr-8 School Number within Region
€9-10 _ 09 School Job Title

Cll Athletic Classification

l__Cless A
2_Class B
3___Class C
4 " Class D

————

Ci2-13 M.E.A. Region

Clhk Type of School

1l Public
2 Parochial
3  Private

Cl5 Geographical Area

1l  Metro County

‘wp——

2 Non-Metro County

Junior High School Name

Junior High School Principal's Name

Hello, I'm _ _+ I'm & professional interviewer doing a
study for the Highwey Traffic Safety Center at Michigan State University.

Your school has been chosen as one of the 120 Michigan schools that are being
studied on a safety-education project. We would appreciate it if we could have
tbtout 20 minutes of your time.

BTART INTERVIEW ON NEXT PAGH
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C16 To begin with, which grades attend school in this building?

1__K-5
2 k-6
3__X-7
-
5__K=9
6_ -12

c17 Which grades are you responsible for as principal?

1l K-5
2~ k-6
3 K-7
k-8
5 K-9
6 K-12

7__Other (Specify)

c18 About how many students are you responsible for as principal?

1 0-250

2 251-&50
3__1451-750

L 651 850

5__ ~ 851-1050

6 1051—1250
7__1251-1L450

8 1h50 and above

C19 How long have you been a principal?

___1st year

T 2- 5 years

C-lO years
11-15 years
lv-20 years

21 25 years
____2:=30 years
___more than 30 years

(I)N]O\\H-C‘UJNH

c20 Do you make policy decisions concerning the safety of children for whom you
are responsible?

1l Yes
2  No [If No, skip to Question 24 |

ca21 Do you make policy decisions on pedestrian safety?
1 Yes 2 No
ca22 Do you make policy decisions on bicycle safety?

1 Yes 2 No



€23

c24

c25

c26

ca7

c28

€29

C30

C3l

3
Do you make policy decisions on passenger safety?

1 Yes 2 No

Have you designated some person as safety education coordinator or super-
visor for the grades which you are responsible for?

1 Yes 2 No

Do you have a school safety patrol for this building?

1 Yes
2 No IIf No, skip to Question 34

Have you assigned someone ... including yourself ... to be responsible for
the school safety patrol? -

1 Yes
2 No |[If No, skip to Question 30

What is the title of the person responsible for the school safety patrol?

|...I

.___Superintendent
___Asst, Superintendent
___Principal
____Asst. Principal
___Coordinator or Supervisor of Safety Education
____Counselor
____Teacher

Other (Specify)

iIf the Principal nemes himself, ask Questions 28 and 29}

VAN I~ FVIR\ 0]

-3

Have you had any specific training for this responsibility?

1 Yes 2 No

Have you read any materials in the past 3 years from organizations interested
in safety patrols ... such as the American Automobile Assoclation, the
National Commission on Safety Education or the National Safety Council?

1 Yes 2 No
Does the school system require the teaching of traffic safety education ...

whether pedestrian, bicycle or passenger safety ... in all grades which you
are responsible for?

1l Yes [f Yes, skip to Question 34
2 No

Do you reguire traffic safety education ... whether pedestrian, bicycle, or
passenger safety ... to be taught in all grades which you are personally
responsible for?

1l Yes
2  No {f No, skip to Question 37}




L
c32 Is pedestrian safety education required to be taught?
1_Yes 2__ No
C33 Is bicycle safety education required to be taught?
1 Yes 2__No
c3k Is passenger safety education required to be taught?
1l Yes -'2__ No - .

C35 Is this a planned coordinated curriculum?

1 Yes 2 No

€36 Do you supervise the teaching of traffic safety education.

1 Yes 2 No

C37 In addition to your duties as Principal, are you also a teacher?

1 Yes 2 No

————

c38 What percentage of your time as Principal is devoted to the administration
or supervision of traffic safety education?

1l less than 1 percent
2- 2 to 3 percent
3 b to 5 percent
4" to 10 percent
5__ 11 percent and above
6 1 __none
€39 Have you ever taken & general safety education course for colXlege credit?
1l Yes
2 No [If No, skip to Question 41|
cho How many years has it been since you took this course?
1 _0-5 years
2__ =10 years
3 11-15 years
o ___ L -20 years
5 T 2]1- 25 years
G i ___more than 25 years

chl Have you received any general safety education from sources other than formal
college courses?

1 Yes 2 No

S——reas
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ch2 Have you ever read a general safety education book ... either hardback or
paperback?

1 Yes 2 No

ch3 Is this junior high school & public, parochial, or private school?

1 Public
2 Parochial
3 Private
cLl Sex of person interviewed:
1l Male
2 Female

1so, we want to interview one of your junior high teachers. Can you provide me
ith a list of all of your junior high school teachers in this particular junior
igh school?

GET LIST. ATTACH IT TO THIS QUESTIONNAIRE.

Chs-L7 Number of junior high school teachers




QUESTIONNAIRE 10

t

JUNIOR HIGH SCHOOL TEACHER QUESTILONNAIRE
SAFETY EDUCATION STUDY ’
RHighway Traffic Safety Center
Michigar: State University
East Lansing, Michigan
cl-4 Project Number
€5 1 Card Number
H) M.B.U, Continuing Education Regions
Cc7-8 School Number within Region
€9-10 10 School Job Title

Cll Athletic Classification

1__ Class A
2 _Class B
3 _ Class C
4 _Class D

Cl4 Type of School

1 Public
2 Parochial
3 Private

Cl5 Geographic Area

1  Metro County

2___Non-Metro County

Junior High School Name

Junior ‘High School Teacher's Name

Hello, I'm . I'm a professional interviewer doing a study
for the Highway Traffic Safety Center at Michigan State University.

Your school has been chosen as one of the 120 Michigan schools that are being studied
on a safety-education project. 'Ve would appreciate it if we could have about 20
minutes of your time.

START INTERVIEW ON NEXT PAGH ) -

ST PN : : 1
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cl6 To begin with, what grade do you teach most?

16
27
38
L9

5 Other (Specify)

Cl7 How long have you been a junior high teacher?

1 1 year

2 2-5 years

3 6-10 years

11-15 years

16-20 years

6 21-25 years
7___26-30 years

s _more than 30 years

Cl3 Are you required to teach traffic safety education...whether pedestrian,
bicycle or passenger safety...in your grade?

1 Yes 2 No

|

Cl9 Do you teach any traffic safety education?

1 Yes .
2 No |[If No, skip to Question 27

C20 Do you teach pedestrian safety?

1 Yes 2 No

C21 Do you teach bicycle safety?
1 Yes 2 No
C22 Do you teach passenger safety?

1 Yes 2 No

C23 Does your school system have a planned traffic safety curriculum which
you can follow?

1 Yes
2 No !If No, skip to Question 25|

C24 Do you usunlly follow it closely?

1 Yes 2 No

—— s

C25 1Is there a resource person...whether safety education coordinator or super-
visor...in the school system or in the building whom you can turn to for
assistance?

1 Yes

2__No |If No, skip to Question 27 '




Cc26

c27

Cc238

c29

c30

Cc3l

c32

C33

Cc34

3

How often do you ask this resource person for assistance...very often,
fairly often, not very often, or hardly ever?

very often
fairly often
not very often

4 - hardly ever
Is there a school safety patrol for this building?

1 Yes
2__No |If No, skip to Question 31

Are you...by chance...in charge of it?

1 Yes
2 No |If No, skip to Question 31|

Have you had any specific training for this responsibility?

1 Yes 2 No

Have you read any materials in the past 3 years from organizations inter-
ested in safety patrols,..such as the American Automobile Association,

the National Commission on Safety Education or the National Safety Council?

1 Yes 2 No

Are you a sponsor for any kind of student organization or activity thac
is...either wholly or partially concerned with pedestrian, bicycle or
passenger safety in your school? '

1 Yes 2 No

Do you serve on any kind of system-wide or school committee which has as
one of its responsibilities, pedestrian, bicycle or passenger safety?

1 Yes 2 No

What percentage of your time as a teacher is devoted to traffic safety
activities?

less than 1 percent
2 2 to 3 percent

3 4 to 5 percent

4 6 to 10 percent

5 11 percent and above
6  none

L

Have you ever taken a general safety education course for college credit?

1 Yes
2 No |If No, skip to Question 36




C35

Cc36

c37

c38

4
How many years has it been since you took this course?

1 __0-5 years

____6-10 years
3__ 11-15 years
. 16-20 years
21-25 years

more than 25 years

Have you received any general safety education from sources other than
formal college ceourses?

1

|i-<

es 2 No

Have you ever read a general safety education book...whether hardback or
softback?

1 Yes 2 No

Sex of person interviewed:

1 Male

2 Female

ey



cl-L

cé
c7-8

1
2
3
4

1l
2

3

-
4

2

C5__1

QUESTIONNAIRE 11

ELEMENTARY SCHOCL PRINCIPAL QUESTIONNAIRE

SAFETY EDUCATION STUDY
Highway Traffic Safety Center
Michigan State University
East Lansing, Michigan

Project Number
Card Number
MSU Continuing Education Regions

School Number Within Region

C9-10_ 11 School Job Title

Cl1l Athletic Classification

__Class
___Class
Class
Class

oaw»

Cl2-13 MEA Region

Cl4 Type of School

Public

Parochial
Private

Cl5 Geographic Area

Meiro County

Non-Metro County

Elementary School Name

Hello, I'm

Elementary School Principal's Name

. I'm a professional interviewer doing a study

for the Highway Traffic Safety Center at Michigan State University.

Your school has been chosen as one of the 120 Michigan schools that are being
studied on a safety-education project. We would appreciate it if we could have
about 20 minutes of your time.

START INTERVIEW ON NEXT PAGH




a6

C17

€18

C19

c20

: 021

-2

To beg'n with, which grades attend school in this building?

2]
3
E )
5 K-9
6
7

" Other (Specify)

Which grades are you responsible for as principal?

1__K-5
2__ k-6
3___K-7
L
5

L]

K-8
K'9
6 K-12
7 Other (Specify)

Atcut how many students are you responsible for as principle?

1__ 0-100

2___101-200

3___201-300

L™ 301-400

2 L01- 200
501-600

7___601-700

8___701-800

9__ ~ 801 and above

How long have you been a principal?

1 1l year

2 2-5 years
3___6-10 years
4" 11-15 years
5 . ~__16-20 years
6__21-25 years
7

8 1

~__26-30 years
____more than 30 years

Do you make policy decisions concerning the safety of children for whom you are

responsible?

1l Yes
2__No E;ANO, skip to Question 24

Do you make policy decisions on Qedestrian safety?

E



ce2

c23

cal

c25

c26

ca7

c28

—3~
Do you make policy decisions on bicycle safety?

1 Yes 2 No

Do you make policy decisions on passenger safety?
l Yes 2 No

Have you designated some person as safety education coordinator or supervisor
for the grades which you are responsible for?

1 Yes 2 No

Do you have a school safety patrol for this building?

1 Yes

2 No {Lf No, skip to Question gg

Have you assigned someone...including yourself...to be responsible for the
school safety patrol?

1 Yes

2 No IIf No, skip to Question 30

What is the title of person responsible for the school safety patrol?

1 Superintendent

2___Asst. Superintendent

3___Principal

4 Asst. Principal

5__ Coordinator or Supervisor of Safety Education
6___Counselor

T___Teacher

8  Other (8pecify)

Lf_the Principal names himself, ask Questions 28 and 29

Heve you had any specific training for this responsibility?
1l Yes 2 No

Have you read any materials in the past 3 years from organizations interested
in safety patrols...such as the American Automobile Association, the National
Commigsion of Safety Education or The National Safety Council?

1l Yes 2  No

Does the schonl system require the teaching of traffic safety education...
vwhether pedestrian, bicycle, or passenger...in all grades which you are respon-
sible for?

1___Yes If Yas, skip to Question 33
2 _ No i



C3l1

Cc32

€33

c3k

€35

c36

c37

c38

€39

cko

-l

Do you require traffic safety education...whether pedestrian. bicycle, or pas-
senger...to be taught in all grades which you are personally responsible for?

1 Yes

2 MNo If No, skip to Question 37|

Is pedestrian safety education required to be taught?

1 Yes 2 No

Is bicycle safety education required to be taught?

1 Yes 2 No

Is passenger safety education required to be taught?

1 Yes 2 No

Is this a planned coordinated curriculum?

1 Yes 2__ No

Do you supervise the teaching of traffic safety education?

1 Yes 2 No

In addition to your duties as Principal, are you also a teacher?
1 Yes 2 No

What percentage of your time'as Principal is devoted to the administration or
supervision of traffic safety education?

l___less than 1 percent
2 2 to 3 percent

3__4 to 5 percent

4~ 6 to 10 percent
5 11 percent and above
6 ___nhone

Have you ever taken a general safety education course for college credit?

1 Yes
2  No If No, skip to Question Ll

How many years has 1t been since you took this course?

0-5 years

1

2___6-10 years
3__11-15 years

4™ 16-20 years

5 ___21-25 years
€___more than 25 years’

b -



o

Have you received any general safety education from sources other than formal
college courses?

1 Yes 2 No

ch2 Have you ever read a general safety education book...either hardback or softback

1 Yes 2 No

Ci3 Is this elementary school public, private or parochial?

1 Public
2 Private
3 Parochial

Ccils Sex of person interviewed:

1 Male
2 Female

Also, we want to interview one of your elementary teachers
Can you provide me with a list of all of your elementary
teachers in this particular elementary school?

GET LIST. ATTACH IT TO THIS QUESTIONNAIRE.

Chs-l7 Number of elementary school teachers.




QUESTIONNAIRE 12

ELEMENTARY SCROOL TEACHER QUESTIONNAIRE
SAFETY EDUCATION STUDY
Highway Traffic Safety Center
Michigan State University
J East Lansing, Michigan
Cl-4 Project Number
€5 1 cCard Number
Co______M.S.U. Continuing Education Regions
Cc7-8 School Number within Regiocn
C9-10 12 School Job Title

cl1 Athletic Classification

1__Class A
2_Class B
3 Class C
4 Class D

Cl4 Type of School

1 Public
2 Parochial
3 Private

Cl5 Geographic Area

1  Metro County

2 Non-Metro County

I Elementary School Name

Elementary School Teacher's Name

Hello, I'm . I'm a professional interviewer doing a study
for the Highway Traffic Safety Center at Michigan State University.

Your school has been chosen as one of the 120 Michigan schools that are being
studied on a safety-education project. Ve would appreciate it if we could have
about 20 minutes of your time.

START INTERVIEW ON NEXT PAGE




2

Cl6 To begin with, what grade do you teach?

1_ K
2 1
3__ 2
4 3
5 4
65
7__6
] Other (Specify)

Cl7 How long have you been an elementary school teacher?

1___1 year

2-5 years

-10 years

11-15 years
5___16-20 years
6___21-25 years

7___ 26-30 years

9] More than 30 years

| 4

ClC  Are you required Lo teach traffic safety education...whether pedestrian,
bicycle or passenger safety...in your grade?

1 Yes 2 No

Cl9 Do you teach any traffic safety education?

1 Yes

2 No [If No, skip to Question Zﬂ

C20 Do you teach pedestrian safety?

1 Yen 2 No

c21 Do you teach bicycle safety?
1 VYes 2 No
ca22 Do you teach passenger safety?

1 Yes 2 No

Cc23 Does your school system have a planned traffic safety curriculum which
you can follou?

1 Yes
2 No [If No, skip to Question 25

C24 Do you usually follow it closely?

1 Yes 2 No




c25

C26

c27

Cc28

c29

Cc30

Cc31

c32

Cc33

3

Is there a resource person...whether safety education coordinator or super?
visor...in the school system or in the building to whom you can turn for
assistance?

1 Yes

2 No |If No, skip to Question gﬂ

How often do you ask this resource person for assistance...very often,
fairly often, not very often, or hardly ever?

1 very often
2 ___fairly often
3 ___not very often
4H__ | ___hardly ever

Is there a school safety patrol for this building?

1 Yes

2 No |If No, skip to Question 3!

Are you,..by chance...in charge of it?

1 Yes

2 No |If No, skip to Question 3g

Have you had any specific tfaining for the responsibility?

1 Yes 2 No

Have you read any materials in the past 3 years from organizations inter-
ested in safety patrols...such as the American Automobile Association,
the National Commission on Safety Education or the National Safety Council?

1 Yes 2 No

Are you a sponsor for any kind of student organization or activity that
is...either wholly or partially concerned with pedestrian, bicycle or
passenger safety in your school?

1 Yes 2 No

Do you serve on any kind of system-wide or school committee which has as
one of its responsibilities pedéstrian, bicycle or passenger safety?

1 Yes 2 No

What percentage of your time as a teacher is devoted to traffic safety
activities?

less than 1 percent

2 2 to 3 percent

3 4 to 5 percent

4 6 to 10 percent -

S___11 percent and above

6 | ___none . .




C34

Cc35

C36

C37

c3s
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Have you cever taken a general safety education course for college credit?

1 Yes

2 No IIf No, skip to Question 3@

How many years has it been since you took ‘the general safety education
course?

0-5 years

«10 years

11-15 years

4  16-20 years
5___21-25 years

6 more than 25 years

Have you received any general safety education from sources other than
formal college courses?

1l Yes 2 No

Have you ever read a general safety education book...whether hardback or
softback?

1 Yes 2 No

Sex of person interviewed:

1 Male
2 Female




SCHOOL BUS DRIVER OQUESTIONNAIRE

SAFETY EDUCATION STUDY
Highway Traffic Safety Center
Michigan State University
East Lansing, Michigan

cl-4 Project Number

C5 | Card Number

c7-8 School Number within Region
C9-10_13 School Job Title

€11 Athletic Classification

1___Class A
2__Class B
3__Class C
L __Class b

C12-13 M.E.A. Region
CT4 Type of School

1 Public
2 Parochial
3 Private

C15 Geographic Area

1 Metro County
2 Non-Metro County

High School Name

cé M.S.U. Continuing Education Regions

OUESTIONNAIRE 13

School Bus Driver's Name

Hello, t'm

University.

!'m a professional interviewer
doing a study for the Highway Traffic Safety Center at Michigan State

Your school has been chosen as one of the 120 Michigan schools that

are being studied on a safety-education project.
it if we could have about 20 minutes of your time,

[START INTERVIEW ON NEXT PAGE]

We wculd appreciate



cl1é6

c17

c18

ci9

€20

c21

c22

€23

To begin with, how old are you?

1__21-25
2___26-30
3__31-35
4 36-40
5 h1-h5
6__146-50
7__51-55
8 56-60

9___over 60
How many years have you been a school bus driver?

1 year

2-5 years

6-10 years

ll ~15 years
l6-20 years
___21-25 years
____26~30 years
___more than 30 years

m\:a\\n:un-—

Is driving the school bus your only employment?

1 Yes 2 No

How many hours a day are you employed as a school bus driver?

__Number of hours pPo not record fractions of an hour|

Have you attended any of the School Bus Driver Education classes conducted
by the State Universities of Michigan?

1 Yes 2 No |lf No, skip to Question 22

How many years has it been since you have attended one of these courses?

Number of years |9 years and above record as 9

Did you take any training in school bus driving before you began driving
a school bus?

) Yes 2 No

After you began driving, have you been regutarly receiving any training in
school bus driving?

| Yes 2 No

Have you taken the basic Red Cross First Ald Course?

! Yes -
2 No }f No, skip to Nuestion 2

How many years has it been since you took the course?

Number of years |9 years and above, record as Q

3




c26

c27

c28

€29

€30

c31

€32

€33

Have you taken the advanced Red Cross First Aid Course?

] Yes
2 No r_ f No, skip to Ouestion 28 |

How many years has it been since you took the course?

Number of years |9 years and above, record as 9|

Have you taken the National Safety Council's Driver Improvement or
Defensive Driving course?

| Yes 2 No

Have you ever attended a college or university?

1 Yes
2 No | If No, skip to Questlion 34|

Did you take a general safety education course for college credit while
in college?

} Yes
2 No if No, skip to Nuestion 32

How many years has it been since you took this course?

0-5 years

-10 years
11-15 years
16=-20 years
___21-25 years
more than 25 years

l,,-m_

U\U‘I

Did you take a driver education course for college credit while in college?

1 Yes

2 No jIf No, skip to Question 34 |

How many years has it been since you took this course?
I____0=5 years

2___ 6-10 years

3 11=15 years

b 16-20 years

5 21-25 years

more than 25 years

Have you ever read a driver education textbook?

1 Yes 2 No

Sex of person interviewed:

1 Male
2 Female



