School-Based Suicide Prevention in
Southern Nevada

An Evaluation of Current Implementation
Practices in Clark & Nye County Schools




WHO ARE WE TALKING ABOUT?

PARTICIPATING SCHOOLS

224 schopls eligible.in Clark_& Nvye Countieg.

101 schools completed survey

45.1% response rate
Clark Private & Private Charter
28.7%

66

' schools

NCSD Public
5.9%

SCHOOLS USING A SUICIDE PREVENTION
CURRICULUM, SCREENING, OR BOTH:

CCSD Public & Charter
65.3%

" CCSD: Of the

84.8% 54 schools that
reported using

a curriculum,
96.3% use SOS.

- Clark Non-CCSD:
Of the 12 schools

1 58.5%  that reported
using a curriculum,
75.0% use SOS.

b

P

100% NCSD: Of the 6

schools that
reported using a
curriculum, 100%
use SOS.

91% of all participating schools reported having a suicide prevention policy in place



SUICIDE PREVENTION CURRICULUM

90 .30/0 Of all surveyed schools use Signs of Suicide (SOS) program alone.

{ 7.0% J Of all surveyed schools use another suicide prevention program alone or with SOS.

Other Programs Used:

e Student Risk Assessment

e Character Development Curriculum (infused in daily class content)

e Erika’s Lighthouse

o “We tell students that if they are to say anything or write anything that
would communicate they were having suicidal thoughts, that I will speak
with them and ask them questions, and they will be sent home from school
and won’t be able to return until they’ve been evaluated by a mental health

professional.”



SCREENING ACTIVITY

SCHOOLS COMPLETING A
SCREENING ACTIVITY:

O of schools using a curriculum,
6 2 /0 screening, or both, consistently

complete a screening activity

e ~
. = "

ANONYMOUS IDENTIFIED

Only 21.5% of schools TRACK the
implementation of their screening activity.

Of the 79 schools that reported using a
suicide prevention curriculum,
screening, or both:

e 83.6% use BASD

e 14.5% use some other activity
o SOS Student Response Card
o CCSD Screener
o Student Risk Assessment
o No Harm Contract




WHAT DO SCHOOLS NEED?

Of the 67 schools that currently implement
SOS:
e 85.1% show complete video
e 77.6% provide group discussion
o 49.3% facilitated by teacher
o 19.4% facilitated by school mental
health professional

Of the 79 schools that using a curriculum,
screening, or both:
e 64.6% have procedures in place to
ensure consistent implementation
o 40.5% use SOS tracking tools
o 20.3% track with non-SOS tools
o 11.4% don’t track implementation

SUPPORTS NEEDED FOR SCHOOLS

g—— TO IMPLEMENT SOS:
W—r— 39.6% of all schools want more staff training.

35.6% of all schools want more school mental
health professionals on-site.

37.6% of all schools want more program
materials kits.



WHAT DO SCHOOLS NEED?

BARRIERS TO IMPLEMENTATION

OF A SUICIDE PREVENTION PROGCRAM AS REPORTED BY SCHOOLS (N=101)

Lack of On-Site SMH Professionals 19.8%
High Staff Turmover

Untrained Staff
Uncomfortability with Program
High Program Cost

School Thinks Unnecessary

— - . o,
Takes Time Away from Curricula 4.0 %

Other Reasons

0% % 15% 20%



WHAT HAPPENS NEXT?

ﬁ SOS kit access provided to schools in need

School-based Suicide Prevention Program Resource Guide

Peeerer| Seek additional funding to expand evaluation efforts

View full Evaluation Report & Resource Guide at:


https://www.google.com/url?q=https://nic.unlv.edu/reports.html&sa=D&ust=1571261092836000&usg=AFQjCNGOnnLfxvo7iK-bP-FDy4ZIhm-iwA

COMPARISON CHART OF SCHOOL-BASED SUICIDE PREVENTION PROGRAMS

Sources of Jason Trevor Reconnecting
Foundation Project Youth

1 class period

Program
Design

Evidence
of
Effective-

ness

Note: “Evidence of Effectiveness” refers to outcomes that have been proven through a formal evaluation of the progrom.
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