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PURPOSE 
 
 
 
 
 
 
At the request of the Superintendent of Schools, staff was asked to analyze the 
status of District schools in light of recent vandalism and break-in incidents.  
Recommendations were requested to be developed to guide in the setting of 
priorities. 
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VANDALISM AND BREAK-INS 
IN CLAY COUNTY SCHOOLS 

 
 
The term school vandalism refers to willful or malicious damage to school or 
district grounds and buildings or furnishings and equipment.  Specific 
examples include glass breakage, graffiti and general property destruction.  
The term school break-in refers to an unauthorized entry into a school or 
district building when the school is closed (e.g. after hours, on weekends, on 
school holidays). 
 
 
Schools are unique environments; the factors underlying school vandalism and 
break-ins differ from those underlying similar acts elsewhere.  School break-
ins typically fall into one of three categories: 
 
$  Nuisance break-ins, in which youth break into a school building, 

seemingly as an end in itself.  They cause little serious damage 
and usually take nothing of value. 

 
$  Professional break-ins, in which offenders use a high level of skill 

to enter the school, break into storage rooms containing expensive 
equipment, and remove bulky items from the scene.  They commit 
little incidental damage and may receive a lot of money for the 
stolen goods. 

 
$  Malicious break-ins entail significant damage to the school’s 

interior.  Offenders sometimes destroy rather than steal items of 
value. 

 
While school vandalism and break-ins generally comprise many often-trivial 
incidents, in the aggregate, they pose a serious problem for schools and 
communities and the police and fire departments charged with protecting 
them. 
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Reports are required for all vandalism and break-in occurrences in Clay 
County.  Since 2001, there have been 286 occurrences.  63% of all school 
break-ins involved forced entry.  37% therefore, required no forced entry 
(mainly due to doors or windows left unlocked or open).  95% of all 
vandalism suspects were/are between the ages of 7 and 19 years old. 
 
 
Vandalism costs are usually the result of numerous small incidents.  Recent 
estimates reveal that the cost of school vandalism are both high and 
increasing.  District records indicate that costs to the district were $44,547.00 
in F.Y. 2003-04, $68,580.00 in F.Y. 2004-05 and $63,567.00, to date, in F.Y. 
2005-06. 
 
 
Not all incidents of vandalism and break-ins have the same effect on the 
school environment.  The monetary cost (where the repair charges are high), 
and the social cost (where the event has a significant negative impact on 
student, staff and community morale). 
 
 
Those who vandalize or break into schools are typically young and male, 
acting in small groups.  Vandalism and break-ins are most common among 
Junior High School students, and become less frequent as students reach High 
School. 
 
 
While the majority of students do not engage in vandalism, they do not 
generally harbor negative feelings toward those who do.  Participating in 
vandalism often helps a youth to maintain or enhance his or her status among 
peers.  Other motivators that contribute to vandalism include: 
 
$  Acquisition vandalism is committed to obtain property or money. 
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$  Tactical vandalism is used to accomplish goals such as getting 
school cancelled. 

$  Ideological vandalism is oriented toward a social or political cause 
or message, such as a protest against school rules. 

$  Vindictive vandalism is done to get revenge. 
$  Play vandalism occurs when youth intentionally damage property 

during the course of play. 
$  Malicious vandalism is used to express rage or frustration. 
 
 
Most vandalism occurs, quite naturally, when schools are unoccupied.  Before 
and after school hours, on weekends, and during holidays.  Local factors, such 
as the communities’ use of school facilities after hours, will also determine 
when vandalism is most likely to occur in any one school. 
 
 
Research has studied why some schools are more crime-prone than others.  A 
school’s attractiveness as a vandalism target may also be related to its failure 
to meet some student’s social, educational and emotional needs.  Students may 
act out to express their displeasure or frustration.  Schools with either an 
oppressive or a hand-off administrative style, or those characterized as 
impersonal, unresponsive and non-participatory, suffer from higher levels of 
vandalism and break-ins.  Conversely, research supports that in schools with 
lower vandalism rates; 
 
$  parents support disciplinary policies; 
$  students value teacher’s opinions; 
$  teachers do not express hostile or authoritarian attitudes toward 

students; 
$  teachers do not use grades as a disciplinary tool; 
$  teachers have informed, cooperative, and fair dealings with the 

Principal; and 
$  staff consistently and fairly enforce school rules. 
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Certain physical attributes of school buildings and grounds are also research 
based as to their vulnerability to vandalism and break-ins.  In general, large, 
modern, sprawling schools have higher rates of vandalism and break-ins than 
smaller, compact schools.  The modern, sprawling schools have large 
buildings scattered across campus, rather than clustered together.  A school’s 
architectural characteristics may also influence the quality of administrative 
and teacher-student relationships that are developed, which can affect the 
school’s vulnerability. 
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CURRENT PREVENTION PRACTICES 
IN CLAY COUNTY SCHOOLS 

 
 
The approach to vandalism and break-in prevention to district and school 
facilities is focused as follows:  
 
 1.  Contracted security during Christmas and Graduation time. 
 
 2.  Security perimeter/passive infrared detection at district facilities 

and  13 schools. 
 
 3.  CCTV system installation - this is being achieved at the rate of 

one school per year.  We are into our third year of this program. 
 
 4.  On-campus housing for after-hour security.  This program is being 

discontinued through attrition. 
 
 5. Extra security coordination with law enforcement.  This includes 

increasing the frequency of patrols and even surveillance. 
 
 6.  Installing warning signs. 
 
 7.  Storing valuables in secure areas. 
 
 8.  Proper outdoor lighting. 
 
 9.  Reducing vandalism through construction material selection. 
 
 10.  Expedient damage repair. 
 
 11.  Room and building key security. 
 
 12.  Maintaining an inventory of valuable equipment. 
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SPECIFIC CONSIDERATIONS TO 
SCHOOL VANDALISM AND BREAK-INS 

 
 
1. Controlling Access To Deter Unauthorized Entry 
 
  Gates, deadbolt locks on doors and windows, door and window shutters,  

and doors that open only from the inside are effective means of securing 
school buildings.  Access can also be deterred by limiting the number of 
entry points in school buildings.  Moveable gates can be used indoors to 
secure sections of the building, while also permitting community use of 
facilities after hours.  Such measures can also delay intruders’ efforts to 
get away.  The potential effectiveness of this response decreases with 
inconsistent or improper use of the hardware. 

 
Intruder alarms, motion sensors, heat sensors and glass-break sensors are 
useful for quickly detecting unauthorized entry.  Because putting alarms 
and sensors throughout the school is likely to be cost-prohibitive, 
focusing on passageways to different parts of the building, and on areas 
where valuable equipment and records are stored, is most effective.  
Alarm signals should be sent to law enforcement, off-campus security 
posts and the school principal.  However, alarm systems are prone to 
high rates of false alarms, which not only cost the school if a fine is 
imposed, but also waste police resources.  Faulty or inappropriately 
selected equipment, poor installation and user error are the main causes 
of false alarms. 

 
 
2.  Posting Warning Signs 
 

Access-control signs are an important part of “rule setting” in that they 
establish the types of activities prohibited both during and after school, 
and notify potential intruders that they are under surveillance. 
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3.  Storing Valuables In Secure Areas 
 

Storing high-value audio-visual equipment and computers in rooms 
equipped with high-quality locks, in the inner section of the building, 
makes them harder to access.  Further, using carts to move expensive 
equipment to a central storage room can reduce the number of rooms 
that need to be secured.  Bolting computers to lab and office desks 
makes their removal more difficult and time-consuming.  Removing 
signs indicating the location of expensive equipment is also advisable. 

 
 
4.  Reducing The Availability Of Combustibles 
 

Most arson fires are started with materials found on-site.  For this 
reason, indoor and outdoor trash cans should be emptied regularly, and 
any flammable chemicals in science labs and maintenance storage areas 
should be properly secured. 

 
 
5.  Adjusting Indoor Or Outdoor Lighting 
 

There is no consensus on whether well-lit school campuses and building 
interiors or “dark” campuses are superior in terms of crime prevention.  
Obviously, lighting adjustments alone are not effective deterrents, but in 
combination with other prevention measures, both approaches have 
shown positive results.  Well-lit campuses and buildings will offer some 
protection to custodial staff and others who may legitimately be on 
campus after dark.  On the other hand, a “lights out” policy makes it 
more difficult for potential intruders to manipulate locks and hinges at 
entry points, and if intruders do enter the building, observers can easily 
spot any lights that should not be on.  Not only have some schools 
benefited from decreased vandalism-related costs, but they have also 
realized significant energy savings. 
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6.  Obstructing Vandals Through Physical Barriers 
 

Target-hardening measures such as using stronger finishes and materials, 
or placing objects out of reach or in an enclosure, makes it harder to 
damage property.   These can also include toughened glass or glass 
substitutes, graffiti-repellent paint or coatings, concrete or steel outdoor 
furniture, tamper-proof hardware out of reach from the ground; and door 
hinges with non-removable pins.  Computer labs and classes that use 
expensive equipment should be located within permanent facilities and 
on the second floor to impede access and removal. 

 
 
7. Repairing Damage Quickly And Improving The Appearance Of 

School Grounds 
 

Clean, well-maintained buildings free of debris and garbage and with 
attractively landscaped grounds are less at risk for vandalism and break-
ins.  Consistent maintenance may serve as an “occupation proxy”, giving 
the appearance that the school is under steady surveillance by those 
concerned about keeping it safe.  Thus, it follows that any damage 
incurred, either through vandalism or normal wear and tear, should be 
repaired quickly. 

 
 
8.  Increasing The Frequency Of Security-Staff Patrols 
 

Increasing the frequency with which security patrols school grounds and 
buildings increases the likelihood that a potential intruder will be seen.  
It can be useful for police to make sporadic checks of school grounds 
while  on their normal patrol. 
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9.  Using Closed-Circuit Television 
 

The strategic placement of closed-circuit television (CCTV) may deter 
potential offenders.  When vandalism and break-ins occur, CCTV 
footage can be used to identify the perpetrators.  Though the initial 
financial outlay may be significant, over the long term, CCTV may be 
less expensive than funding a full-time security patrol. 

 
CCTV can serve as a deterrent against acts of vandalism, graffiti, fights 
or gang-related activities, drug use, and thefts. 

 
 
10.  Providing Caretaker Or School Security Housing On School 

Grounds 
 

The continuous presence of a caretaker on school grounds can deter 
potential intruders.  A mobile home on the school grounds can provide 
rent-free housing to a responsible adult in exchange for a designated 
number of hours patrolling the property. 

 
 
11.  Holding Offenders Accountable 
 

Very few perpetrators of school vandalism are prosecuted.  Courts are 
generally lenient with offenders, and in most cases, the damage from an 
individual incident is minor and does not warrant harsh penalties.  
However, creative and well-publicized interventions to hold offenders 
accountable can have both a specific and a general deterrence effect. 

 
Restitution programs include a set of administrative and legal procedures 
to get money from offenders to pay for repair or replacement of 
damaged property.  Publicizing the results of these efforts is important to 
maintain their deterrent effect. 
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12.  Educating School Staff 
 

Not only should school staff be familiar with fire safety procedures, but 
they should also be aware of the various strategies enacted to protect 
school property.  The strategies should be included in pre-school year 
and pre-summer in-service training.  Creating procedures for handling 
emergencies and telephone numbers of those to be contacted when 
suspicious activity is observed, ensures that teachers will have ready 
access to those details. 

 
 
13.  Controlling Building And Room Keys 
 

Intruders sometimes enter school buildings by using stolen or duplicate 
keys.  The distribution of keys to building entrances and equipment 
storage rooms should be limited, and periodic key checks should be 
performed to ensure that the owners of keys have control of them. 

 
 
14.  Maintaining An Inventory Of Equipment 
 

Missing equipment sometimes goes unreported because school officials 
do not know when it has been stolen.  Diligent inventory checks cannot 
only help in maintaining control of school assets, but can also help in 
preparing loss estimates if property is damaged or stolen. 

 
Establishing a complete detailed cost of each incident is not only 
important for restitution through the courts, but also for valuable 
understanding of vandalism and break-in cost for district analysis. 
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15.  Changing the Organizational Climate 
 

Social measures are not generally effective forms of crime prevention.  
However, because schools have closely structured social systems and 
clear authority systems, responses that affect the school environment can 
be effective.  In particular, schools can seek to make the environment 
more positively reinforcing, reduce the misuse of disciplinary 
procedures, and work to improve administrative-teacher, teacher-student 
and custodian-student relations. 

 
16.  Providing Rewards For Information Concerning Vandalism Or 

Break-Ins 
 

Offender-focused responses require that vandals and intruders be 
identified and apprehended.  Police investigations of vandalism incidents 
can be enhanced by high-quality information provided by students and 
community residents.  As seen with traditional “crime stopper” 
programs, setting up telephone or internet-based tip-lines, offering 
rewards for information and guaranteeing anonymity encourage students 
and residents to come forward  with specific information. 

 
 
17. Creating “School Watch” Programs 
 

Similar to “neighborhood watch” efforts, community residents can 
conduct citizen patrols of school property during evenings and 
weekends.  However, community watch programs are difficult to 
sustain.  Generally, community watch programs have produced short-
term reductions in vandalism but not over the long term. 

 
 
18.  Evaluating Use Of School Facilities After Hours 
 

There is no consensus on how effective after-hours use of school 

 11 



 

facilities is in deterring vandalism and break-ins.  On the one hand, 
making facilities and amenities available to residents increases the 
opportunity for natural surveillance to protect school buildings and 
property.  Such access is also in keeping with the spirit of schools as 
hubs of community activity.  However, residents who use the facilities 
after hours may not always have innocent intentions.  Rules and 
boundaries should be made very clear to participants and only those 
areas required for the activities should be accessible with other areas of 
the school secured by movable gates and/or locking partitions. 

 
 

Significant use of school facilities is by teachers going to their 
classrooms after hours, on weekends, holidays and during the summer.  
Hidden surveillance by the police is often disrupted by teachers coming 
and going.  Evaluating the opportunity for teacher access by limiting 
access to specific times is a consideration.  Limiting access would also 
have a indirect benefit on energy savings and building security as doors 
and windows may not be left unlocked inadvertently by teachers. 

 
 
19.  Increasing Penalties 
 

If the courts did not address the offense appropriately in the judgement 
of the District, administrative punishments (for example expulsion) or 
civil court remedy could be sought. 
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TASK FORCE 
RECOMMENDATIONS 

 
 
Based on the consensus of the Task Force, the following recommendations are 
provided as the highest priority for consideration 
 
 1. Initiate an inventory of all keys and key logs within the school 

system.  A strict key control protocol should be established and a 
validation and reconciliation of our status should be implemented.  
Key security should be annually monitored and evaluated. 

 
 2.  Security enhancement by providing professional development to 

all staff should be implemented.  This training should focus on 
awareness, prevention and impact of vandalism and break-ins.  
Achieving everyone’s identity with security is the objective.  This 
training should be required, be formal, with sign-off and should 
establish accountability standards and expectations. 

 
 3.  Provide security personnel on a full-time basis, either as District 

employees or on a contracted basis, to serve as night security for 
educational facilities.  A staff of five (5) to eight (8) security 
personnel should be initially established and increased as the needs 
of the District deems necessary. 

 
 The installation of security cameras was also identified as a 
high priority by the Task Force.  However, after discussion, this 
consideration was considered with less priority than the above.  If 
a camera system was implemented, security staff to monitor the 
system would be required.  It was felt that since security staff was 
required, they could better serve the District by being at and 
protecting the school instead of being in a remote room observing 
monitors. 
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 4.  Initiate a survey of all educational facilities to review and 

implement a “hardening of facilities” program to, through 
modification of doors, windows, locks and other physical aspects, 
discourage entry to facilities. 

 
 5.  Initiate a pilot program to establish a “lights-out” after-hours 

school.   This program will make it more difficult if intruders enter 
a building and observers can easily spot any lights that should not 
be on.  The selection of the pilot school should be chosen and 
coordinated with input from law enforcement.  A review should 
take place annually to determine the expansion of the program. 

 
 
While high priority consensus was not achieved on the following 
considerations, these are provided for information and without any rank order. 
 
<  A substantial increase for monetary investment for the installation 

of school camera systems from $40,000.00 per year to at least 
$120,000.00 per year and employ a minimum of three (3) District 
security personnel to monitor the school camera system. 

 
<  Initiate the development of a systematic data collection and 

communication system providing this information to the 
Superintendent, School Board and certain other staff.  Provide 
public information on the event, its costs, court actions and 
restitution to the School District. 

 
<  Pursue civil action against the parents of minors or against the 

offenders, if adults, on any incident where the court did not 
appropriately recover the loss to the School District. 

 
<  Provide perimeter alarm systems in all schools and relocatable 

areas.  Also looking into the capability of establishing a passive 
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listening system with alarm linked to each classroom by detecting 
unscheduled entries.  One of the Committee’s concerns with 
security alarm systems was the significant use of facilities after 
hours by teachers and the public.  Concern was identified on the 
impact of false alarms and/or alarms activated from entry by 
teachers or the public. 

 
<  Require monthly or periodic audit of high cost equipment.  

Establishing strict sign-out procedures and validation of return. 
 
<  Establishing a security validation of school/District facilities at the 

end of each day. 
 
<  Completely fence all school property either preventing any access 

to school property or by fencing around the physical education 
area/play grounds so that they can remain available to the public.  
Purpose with this is to completely fence and isolate the school 
buildings. 

 
<  Limit employee/public access to schools after hours establishing a 

time of no access during the school week of 10:00 p.m. - 5:00 a.m. 
with no access on weekends or holidays. 

 
<  Utilize landscaping for security enhancement and also make sure 

landscaping does not prevent vision corridors or observation of 
facility for the detection of intruders. 

 
<  Establishing security protocols and procedures on computer and 

high cost equipment including computer lock down devices, radio 
frequency identification devices, storing computers and other 
valuable equipment in separate high security storage areas. 

 
<  Establishing community watch programs around schools and 

solicit support to observe and report intruders on school campuses.  
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This program to be achieved in concert with a communications 
program on the impact of vandalism and break-ins. 

 
<  Enhance outside lighting by utilizing solar powered fixtures. 
 
<  Reinitiate the on-site school security housing program to provide a 

continuous presence of a caretaker on school grounds.  A mobile 
home to provide rent-free housing to a responsible adult in 
exchange for a designated number of hours patrolling the property. 
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CLAY COUNTY SHERIFF’S OFFICE 
 

 

 
 
 
PROFILE OF SCHOOL PROPERTY CRIMES 

2001 THROUGH 2005 



CLAY COUNTY SHERIFF'S OFFICE
INCIDENTS OF BURGLARY AT SCHOOLS

2001 - 2005

LOCATION 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 TOTAL
CLAY HIGH 2 4 5 11
CLAY HILL ELEM 1 1
DRS. INLET ELEM 6 2 4 1 13
FLEMING ISLAND ELEM 2 2
FLEMING ISLAND HIGH 1 1 2
KEYSTONE HEIGHTS ELEM 1 2 3
KEYSTONE HEIGHTS HIGH 5 1 1 3 3 13
LAKE ASBURY ELEM 1 1 4 6
LAKESIDE ELEM 1 1 1 5 8
LAKESIDE JR. HIGH 1 3 1 2 2 9
MCRAE ELEM 4 1 5
MIDDLEBURG ELEM 1 1 2
MIDDLEBURG HIGH 1 1 1 1 4
MONTCLAIR ELEM 1 1 5 7
ORANGE PARK HIGH 6 4 3 3 16
PATTERSON ELEM 3 3
RIDEOUT ELEM 2 1 2 5
RIDGEVIEW ELEM 3 2 1 1 7
RIDGEVIEW HIGH 1 1 5 6 3 16
S.B. JENNINGS ELEM 3 1 2 2 5 13
SWIMMING PEN CREEK ELEM 2 2
W.E.CHERRY ELEM 2 1 1 2 4 10
WILKINSON ELEM 1 2 3 1 7
WILKINSON JR HIGH 1 1

TOTALS 35 24 28 33 46 166

1



BURGLARY BY SCHOOL 
2001 - 2005
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SCHOOL BURGLARIES BY DAY OF WEEK 
2001 - 2005
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SCHOOL BURGLARY
FORCED ENTRY VS. NON-FORCED ENTRY 

2001 - 2005
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STOLEN OR DAMAGED PROPERTY 
BY SCHOOL 
2001 - 2005
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STOLEN AND DAMAGED PROPERTY 
BY CATEGORY 

2001-2005
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SCHOOL BURGLARIES
 OFFENDERS BY AGE 2001 - 2005 
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SCHOOL BURGLARIES 
OFFENDERS BY RACE AND SEX

2001 - 2005
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BURGLARY CASES BY STATUS 
2001 - 2005
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CLAY COUNTY SHERIFF'S OFFICE
THEFT OF SCHOOL PROPERTY BY SCHOOL

01/01/01 TO 12/19/05

VICTIM PROP VALUE

CLAY HIGH SCHOOL $4,045

COCA COLA $2,852

DOCTORS INLET ELEMENTARY SCHOOL $1,111

FLEMING ISLAND HIGH SCHOOL $1,750

GREEN COVE JR HIGH SCHOOL $712

J L WILKINSON JR HIGH SCHOOL $2,969

KEYSTONE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL $1,800

KEYSTONE HEIGHTS HIGH SCHOOL $2,013

LAKE ASBURY ELEMENTARY $34

LAKESIDE JR HIGH SCHOOL $1,124

MIDDLEBURG ELEMENTARY $139

MIDDLEBURG HIGH SCHOOL $9,139

MONCLAIR ELEMENTARY SCHOOL $1,122

MONTCLAIR ELEMENTARY SCHOOL $156

ORANGE PARK HIGH SCHOOL $6,265

ORANGE PARK JR HIGH SCHOOL $1,120

PEPSI BOTTLING GROUP $2,901

R.M. PATERSON ELEMENTARY $50

RIDGEVIEW HIGH SCHOOL $10,769

S BRYAN JENNINGS SCHOOL $8,539

SWIMMING PEN CREEK ELEMENTARY $2,399

W E CHERRY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL $3,999

WILKINSON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL $12,936

GRAND TOTAL $77,944
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CLAY COUNTY SHERIFF'S OFFICE
SCHOOL PROPERTY THEFTS BY SCHOOL

01/01/05 TO 12/19/05

VICTIM PROP VALUE NUMBER OF INCIDENTS

CLAY HIGH SCHOOL $70 1

FLEMING ISLAND HIGH SCHOOL $250 1

KEYSTONE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL $1,800 1

KEYSTONE HEIGHTS HIGH SCHOOL $796 1

LAKESIDE JR HIGH SCHOOL $769 1

MIDDLEBURG ELEMENTARY $139 1

MONTCLAIR ELEMENTARY SCHOOL $99 1

ORANGE PARK HIGH SCHOOL $1,615 3

RIDGEVIEW HIGH SCHOOL $7,066 4

W E CHERRY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL $2,500 1

GRAND TOTAL $15,104 15
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THEFTS OF SCHOOL PROPERTY
 VALUE BY CATEGORY

01/01/05 TO 12/19/05
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$4725 DAMAGE TO VENDING MACHINES NOT INCLUDED
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THEFTS OF SCHOOL PROPERTY
OFFENDERS BY AGE
01/01/05 TO 12/19/05
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THEFTS OF SCHOOL PROPERTY
RACE AND SEX OF OFFENDERS

01/01/05 TO 12/19/05
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CLAY COUNTY SHERIFF'S OFFICE
INCIDENTS OF VANDALISM AT SCHOOLS

2001-2005

LOCATION 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 TOTAL
BANNERMAN LEARNING CTR 2 4 2 1 9
CLAY HS 5 3 6 6 2 22
FLEMING ISLAND HS 4 10 7 21
ORANGE PARK HS 7 9 11 13 9 49
KEYSTONE HEIGHTS JHS/HS 7 5 2 3 17
MIDDLEBURG HS 8 3 6 4 8 29
RIDGEVIEW HS 8 6 7 5 3 29
GREEN COVE SPRINGS JHS 1 1 2 4
LAKE ASBURY JHS 1 1 2
LAKESIDE JHS 3 1 1 5
ORANGE PARK JHS 1 1 1 3
WILKINSON JHS 2 1 3
CLAY HILL ELEMENTARY 1 2 3
DOCTORS INLET ELEMENTARY 2 1 2 3 4 12
FLEMING ISLAND ELEMENTARY 2 2 1 1 6
KEYSTONE HEIGHTS ELEMENTARY 1 1 1 3
LAKE ASBURY ELEMENTARY 1 4 2 2 9
LAKESIDE ELEMENTARY 2 2 1 3 3 11
MIDDLEBURG ELEMENTARY 1 1 1 3
MONTCLAIR ELEMENTARY 1 3 1 1 6
PATTERSON ELEMENTARY 1 1 1 3
RIDE OUT ELEMENTARY 1 3 1 5
RIDGEVIEW ELEMENTARY 2 1 3
SB JENNINGS ELEMENTARY 8 2 3 4 17
THUNDERBOLT ELMENTARY 1 1
WE CHERRY ELEMENTARY 1 2 3 3 2 11

TOTALS 65 33 62 69 57 286

NOTE: Above numbers at Bannerman Learning Center, Green Cove Springs JHS and Green Cove Springs JHS 
are only for cases worked by Clay County Sheriff's Office. These schools fall under the jurisdiction of the city 
police and may have additional cases.

NOTE: The above reflect number of vandalism incidents to school property as well as personal property and was 
reported as the primary offense. Vandalisms associated with burglaries are not included.
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CLAY COUNTY SHERIFF'S OFFICE
VANDALISM OF SCHOOL PROPERTY

2001-2005

SCHOOL / BUSINESS VALUE
BANNERMAN LEARNING CTR $140
CLAY HS $2,940
FLEMING ISLAND HS $15,550
ORANGE PARK HS $3,952
KEYSTONE HEIGHTS JHS $2,680
MIDDLEBURG HS $6,271
RIDGEVIEW HS $11,052
GREEN COVE SPRING JHS $50
LAKE ASBURY JHS $5,000
LAKESIDE JHS $4,062
ORANGE PARK JHS $1,400
WILKINSON JHS $50
CLAY HILL ELEMENTARY $75
DOCTORS INLET ELEMENTARY $1,260
FLEMING ISLAND ELEMENTARY $310
KEYSTONE HEIGHTS ELEMENTARY $641
LAKE ASBURY ELEMENTARY $1,400
LAKESIDE ELEMENTARY $451
MIDDLEBURG ELEMENTARY $51
MONTCLAIR ELEMENTARY $660
PATTERSON ELEMENTARY $375
RIDE OUT ELEMENTARY $655
RIDGEVIEW ELEMENTARY $10,000
SB JENNINGS ELEMENTARY $1,390
W E CHERRY ELEMENTARY $752
COCA COLA BOTTLING CO $2,256

GRAND TOTAL $73,423
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VANDALISM OF SCHOOL PROPERTY BY SCHOOL 2001-2005
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VANDALISM OF SCHOOL PROPERTY BY CATEGORY
2001-2005
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VANDALISM OF SCHOOL PROPERTY
OFFENDERS BY AGE

2001-2005
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VANDALISM OF SCHOOL PROPERTY
OFFENDERS BY RACE AND SEX

2001-2005
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VANDALISM OF SCHOOL PROPERTY BY CASE STATUS
2001-2005
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INCIDENTS OF VANDALISM AT THE HIGH SCHOOLS
 2001-2005
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INCIDENTS OF VANDALISM AT THE JUNIOR HIGH SCHOOLS
2001-2005
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INCIDENTS OF VANDALISM AT THE ELEMENTARY SCHOOLS
2001-2005

2 2

1

2

1 1 1

2

8

11

2

1

2

1

3

22

1

4

1 1 1 1 1

2

3

1

3

1 1

2

3

1

3 3

1

3

2

4

1

2

3

1 1 1

4

2

0

1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

CLAY H
ILL

DOCTORS IN
LET

FLEMIN
G IS

LAND
KEYSTONE H

EIG
HTS

LAKE A
SBURY 

LAKESID
E

MID
DLEBURG 

MONTCLAIR
 

PATTERSON 

RID
E O

UT 

RID
GEVIEW

SB JE
NNIN

GS 
THUNDERBOLT 

WE C
HERRY 

2001

2002

2003

2004

2005

24
















































	VandalismAttach1Word.pdf
	SCHOOL PROP PRESENTATION 01-05.pdf
	INCIDENTS OF BURGLARY AT SCHOOLS 2001-2005.pdf
	Sheet2

	SCHOOL PROP PRESENTATION 01-05.pdf
	by school
	thefts of school property with property 2.pdf
	2005 by school

	INCIDENTS OF VANDALISM PRESENTATION 01-05.pdf
	criminal mischief by school 2001-2005.pdf
	Sheet1



	criminal mischief at schools 1-1-1 to 12-19-05 by year.pdf
	TOTALS

	CLAY COUNTY SHERIFF star.pdf
	2001 THROUGH 2005


	VandalismAttach3.pdf



