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Part 1 of the report's three sections presents a
general review of the published literature relevant to understanding
the drug problem in the United States. Part 2 presents a summary of
data obtained in an investigation into the nature and -‘agnitude of
the delinquency problem among youth living in the Wind River Indian
Reservation area of Wyoming, The relationship between drug use and
delinquency, various background factors, and alcohol use was
examined, A self-report questionnaire was administered to 456 male
and 391 female students in the 9th and 12¢th grades at Lander Valley
High School and Wind River/High School in May 1972, Part 3 presents
data on the similarities and differences in drug use and attitades
tovard drug use of American Indian and Anglo youth living in the Wind
Piver Indian Reservation area. Data were obtained from 120 Indian and
391 Anglo 9th through 12th grade students from the Wyoming Indian
High School, Lander Valley High School, Riverton High School, and
Wind River High School. Some findings presented in Parts 2 and 3
vere: Indian students had more favorahle attitudes toward drug use:
and those who had used drugs tended to have poorer relationships with
their parents and the schools and a strong tendency to bz involved in
other delinquent acts. (NQ)
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PRERACFE

This research report 1is divided into three sections. ,
Chanter I presents a general review of the nublished literature
relevant to understan&ing the current drug problem. in the
United States., Chapter II deals with the relationship between
drug use and background factors, drug use and delinquency; and
drug use and alcohol use amohg ninth through twelfth grade
students attending Lander Valley and Wind River High Schools
located 1in Fremont County, Wyoming., Chapter III 1is concerned
with Indian and Anslo differences in drug use and attitudes
toward drug use among a sample of ninth through twelfth grade
students attending Lander Vallev, Wind River, Riverton and
Wyoming Indian High Schools, all located in Fremont County,
Wyomine. More detalled information with resvect to the sam=
ples studled and the research procedures 1is presented in
Chapters II and III, Chapter I was written by Rolland Raboin:
Chapter IT 1s based on data collected by Morris Forslund: and,
Chaoter ITI 1s based on data collected bv William Cockerham.
Overall Tesponsibility for the production of this report rests
with Morris Forslund.

We wish to thank the administrators, teachers and students
of the schools involved for their cooperation in these studies.
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DRUGS: AN INT20DUCTION AND OVERVIEW

Historical Perspectlve

The purpose here is not to present a comprehensive history

'of the use of drugs but, rather, to provide a perspective from -
; which to view contemporary drug use in the Unilted States. Prob-
‘ ably few Americans are unaware of the current controversy sup=

rounding the use of drugs. Accounts of drue smuggling, drug~
related arrests, debates concerning drug legislation, etc. ap-
pear frequently in the mass media. There is a tendency, however,
to view drug use and drug abuse as a specifically contemporary
phenomenon=--a view that is historically distorted.. Human beings
have in fact used drugs for a variety of purposes for many cen=-
turles. | _ |

Cultivation of the opium ponpy apparently dates from pré-
historic times and is believed to have originated in and around
Mesopotamla, Archeologzical evidence from Cyprus, Crete and
Greece indicates that opium was used ritualistically as early as
2000 B.C. (Blum et al.,, 1969a:15: Blum, et al.,, 1964:7). Ausubel
. (1958:57) has noted that the ancient'Egyptians, Persians and
Romans used oplum for plessure-seceking as well as medical pur=
poses. Use of oplum was widespread in Turkey and Persia by the
sixteenth century, and was belng exported from Cynrus to Egypt
during that era.

Although oplum seems to have originated in the Near East,

‘s use zradually spread beyond this remion. It was introduced
to China by Arab traders as early as the seventh century, and
appears to have been cultivated in India by about the beginning
nf the slxteenth century (Blum, et al., 1969a: U7-48).

The use of onium in the United étates first became apparent
In San Francisco in 1951, and is assoclated with the importation
of Chlnese laborers or coolles. Onlum and its derivatives, par-
ticularly morohine, were used extensively during the Civil War
(18961-1865) because of thelr painkilline and calming properties.
And, of course, morphine and other oplum derivatives continue
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to be used for these zame purposes today.

Cannabis satlva or marituana is another drug that is widely
used In American society and whiich has a long histc:v. According
to Brecher (1972:397), the hemp plant--source. of hashish and |
marijuana--was valued as a painkilling drug in China as early as
2737 B.C. Maritiuana use has also been traced to India during
the second millenium B.C. (Blum, et al,, 1969a:62), to Assyria
about 659 B.C., to Greece during the fifth century B.C,, and to
Germany about 500 B.C. (Brecher, 1072:297-402),

The India hermp olant was Introduced into the Western Hemi-
sohere via Chile by the Spaniards in 1545 (Brecher, 1972: 403~
409), The cultivation and use of marijuana spread northward to
Mexlco by 1834, and it was widely used there by 1898, - Its reg-
ular use by some Americans hecame avident in 1916 when it was
Introduced tn soldlers in the Panama Canal Zoné and to those

forces fizhting Parcho Villa along the Mexican border (Blum, et
al., 1969a:69). o

faad}

-nls cursory review of the history and origins of oplum and
mariluana demons;rates that drue use is not new. Although our
present drug, criels annears to be g product of our times, its:
ronts extend ba:x¥ into nrehistory. Tor centuries human belngs
have turned to drugs both to reduce pain and to produce what

were defined as nleasurable exveriences (The Child Study AS50@m
iation of Arerica, 1271:5). Hecently, however, the publicity =
miven to 1Arug use and abuse bv the mass media and the emotional
nature of much of the debste over druzs have made drug abuse one
of the malcr social oroblems of our times,

ii"]

efinine “he Problem

Irn2 of the wreagtest Aifficulties 1n defining the drug prob.
lem is that »f semantins Often. %he particinants in the "drup
lebata™ seem nattier to be spearing the same languame nor to be
croceading from She sarme aszunotiong. This lack of communication
sreates misunderstaniings and *'s 3 maiopr barrieg to defining the
" The issue here has been desaribed hy Nowlis
(17%7:5) as the prablen of “ooatyranny of ortndior, attitudos

Tdmge rpahlen,
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-and bellef in the absence of !mowledee."

The term "drug" has nurerous meanings, and its definition
1s therefore subfect to ambimiitles. A pharmacoloplcal defip-:
1tion offered by Modell (1967:5) states that a drug 1s "...any
substance that by its chemical nature alters structure or func-.
tion in the living organism,” Pharmacologically, a narcotic
drug is any drug which "...in most peonle under most circums
stances and at anpréoriate dose levels, produces sleép and
stuvor and relleves pailn (Nowlis, 19A9:34),"

Legally, the term narcotic drugs has often been extended
and applied to anv drues presumed to be habit forming or addict-
inm. The layman's definition has frequently gone a step fu?-
ther, defining a narcotic drug as anv drug which 1s socilally
dlsapproved or associated with delinauency and crime or any
substance controlled by the Federal Bureau of Narcotics. (Nowlis,-
1969:34),

According to Modell's definition, both alecohol and tobacco
are drues because they alter the functloning of the human organ-
ism. In general, however, Americans do not consider: these sub-
stances to be "drugs," and their use is subject to relatively
minor leral restrictions, .

The above discussion has pointed up the fact that the def-
inition of what constitutes & drug may be medical, legal or
social, But for practical purnoses over the long; run, the soclal
definition is perhavs the most significant. As noted, alcohol
and tobacco are, pharmacolo~ically, drugs. Both have been re-
stricted by leral measures. But these legal restrictions have
chaneged neriodically as societal definitions and conceptions
have changed, Thus soclal concentions and definitions appear
50 be the kev %o understandins the current "drug problem,"
Lesitimation, Drug Use and Drup Abuse

The extensiveness of mird-alterine drug use in the tnited
Ctates 1s, perhaps, surorisire, Wop evample, the National
Commissinn on Martluana and Urug Abuse (L973:4%) has estimatod

o
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“that upwards of fifteen rareant of Amerlcans aged elghteen and
over, and fourteen nercent ared twelve Fhrough seventeen, have
experimented with marliuana us=., This 1s perhaps a reflection
upon our soclial norms. Ours 1s a soclal environment in which s
drugs are wldely produbed, advertised and used (Blum, et al.,
1960 :4), The Intensity of our belief in the power of drugs to
help us hold up under the stresses of.1ife 1s indlcated by the
tremendous volume of »ills consumed dailv by the American people.
As Mcfirath and Scarpitti (1970:12) have put it 'we seem to
subscribe to the premise that this 1ife cannot be lived without.
drums.”  When drugs are used for what are considered to be leg-
1timate medlical or other purnoses, that use is accepted and
"legitinized" by soclety. Drug use which falls outside of ac-
cepted horms tends to be labeled deviant or non-legitimate: and
those who violate such norms tend to be defined as drug abusers.

The greatest concern in American society with regard to
Arugs use and abuqe seems to focus on youth who are experimenting
'elther with tvoes of drugs or tvnes of drug use not penerally
considered legitimate by adults. There are undoubtedly numer-
ous reasons why adolescents use drugs, but Nowlis has suggested
(X049:22) that manv of these reasons parallel those of adultse—-
to find a chanr= of vace or-mood, reduce anxiety, relieve bore-

dem, facilitate soecial iInteractlion, help them sleep or "just for
fun,” : g

-

rraelates of Drug lze

Althourh 11lecitimate drue use is widesnread in American

goclety, Lt avcears to be 1lsorovortionately concentrated among
rales rerardless of the tyne of drur beins used (Cheln and Résen—
Feld, 19°1:52.57 Syushiman, 1967 1h15-155), As indicated in
Ynlfoarn Drime Pepopts (RDT 1672:122-129), in 1772 arrests of
males 3~counted for LS of rthose neesons arrested fop narcotic
Law viniasions, 0 speclal intereat, however, 1s the fact that
durine the neriod 1960 thrgush 1972 the percent female of those
wreestaed Tor naractia law vislations tnereased Crom less than

Plur noraent tg more than Fifteon peprcent. This lfncrease 1in

s e o
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arrests of fomales for narcc*'a law violations appears to reflect
an Increase in 1llegal drup use by Females over this perlod.
Nevertheless, 1lleral drug us2 remains predominantly a male
phencmenon, . _

Data presented in Uniform Trime Revorts also indicates that
illegal drus use *? concentrated among adolescents and young
adults, A breakddwn of arrests for narcotic law vjo1ationb by
age shows that in 1972 3.0% were under fifteen years of age, -
22.3% were under elzhteen, 52.67 were under twentv-one, and 78.4%
were under twenty-five (FBI, 1972:128). Furthermore, the dis-
proportionate concentration of adolascents and young adults
among those arrested for narcotic law violations has been in-
creasing In recent years. Between 1966 and 1972, the proportion

f arrests of persons under elchteen years of age rose from 14, 5%

to 22.9%: the ovrovortion of persons arrssted who were under
twenty-one years of age increased from 35.7% to 52.6%* and, the
broportion of persons arrested who were under twenty-five years
of agze Increased from 57,6% to 78,47, ,

The conventional stereotvoe of the drug user 1s that, he is
a lower-class resident of a slur op deteriorated section of a
large city. “hether or not this stereotype 1s essentially valid
depends on the drus beilns considered. Chein (1956:51) charted’
areas of'residence of known heroin users in Manhattan, Brooklyn
and the Bronx in New York City based on court records of con-
v}ctions. He found that users were concentrated in the most
crowded, underpriviledeed and dilanidated areas of the city,
hese findines have been corropborated by Chein and Rosenfeld
1957:52-53) and Kleiln and Phrillips (19A8:139:145),

The usze »f so-calle- goft drues seems, however, %o be

~3
Cl

N

(.1

located mare {n the nipher sotcioeconomic levels of our soclety.
Tor examnle foolde (1972:34) found that, "the hipher the educa-
fon, inecome, and oceuvatinnal orestise of one's parents, the
greater the lixellhond of troine and us ing marijuana."

o

The uze of hallucinoerens appears to be characterized by a
ALffarert nattern. 1In a somnretansive study, Blum and his as-
soctates (19690 :126<12%) Pound that the use ot hallneclnorens -
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was mast prevalent amens persons rom either wealthy or poor

families, wit
middle-alass

h a relativoiv lov level of use by persons from

backmrounds. In reneral

, then,

it arvears that

dru use 13 not confined to ners sons of lower socioeconomic class
babkpround and that the tyve of drur most typically used differs

bv socloeconomic level in American socletv.

Data presented in Uniform Crime Reports (FBI,

1972

1131)

points to an overrepresentation of Blacks among persons arrested

for violation

were Black,

narcotic laws
a2 part of the

Offanses 1s a
Rosbersg (19uS4:

Drug se as 3

Drus use tends to be a social phenomenon,

drazr u3e Suynt

do not genera

s of the narcotic laws., In 1972,

result of selective law enforcement
1-28+ Cressey, 1957:151-153).

Social Phenomenon

e e e Sup . e 4 o e e ot bt

1ly take dru~s bv themselves,

77.9% of persons
arrested for violations of these laws were white while 21.0%
Given that Blacks constitute only approximately 11%
of the pooulation of the United States, 1t 1s obvious that they
are overrepresented among those arrested for violation of the

. There is, however, the possibility that at least
overrevresentation in arrests of Blacks for theseé

D

(Lemert and

Initiation to
cally taxes rlace in a socilal setting and appears
1 event, Drue users are usually not loners: they

Typically, there is

i2ast one cther nersor narticipating in the activity (Lask-

cwivtz, 10A%:6
{

1{:?). ‘-llOSQ

zoclal relatlons to interaction with other users.

catarae ~f the
ety T T .. BEA

3anntinns Ynat cnnyld

1-74). Thls pattern is apparent in heroin use,

(Tells, 175?:“q9~“57) and marijuana use (Norton, 1968:

wno participate in drug use tend to be discrete in
Ehelr astivities, often largelv 1f not entirely limiting their

Due to the

1ctivities Involved, and the leeal and soclal

result from discovery of those activities,

Fre rartisloante are nrdeprstanciably secretive and tend to seek

Erae Tallinwsh!in

Wi 07, Pear

1~an, 197742209,

Eo ronular balief  £he novice

dpvee use hy oan adilt "pusher"

000Y

trrineg te

GE percons with similar intorests (Fells

1968:

riot usunlly in-

incrense
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>
his clienrzle and increase 1.1s profits. 1In the great majority
of caéés the na&ice recelves hiis irtroduction to drugs from a
friend or someone in his own 172 Froup. Frequently, the pattern
of inltiation follows veer-oriented status seeking behavior and
occurs in a social setting (3311, 1967:5%), This pattern has
beern documented for inttiation into the use of heroin (Chein,
1954:53: Chein and Rosenfeld, 1957:55), marijuana (Suchman, 1968:
185-155) and L8N (Rlum, et al., 1964:23), |
finilar to the myth of the "pusher" 1s the belief that once
an individual has tried one drue he will o on to use other
drues. Typical here 1is the tellef that the use of marijuana
almost inavitaply leads to the use of pard drugs--the "stepping
stone theory.” To date there is no evidence to sunnort this
telief. The origin of this fear appears to have been an erron-

; Sous Internretatlon of research findines indicating that a high
vercentage of hard drug users had had prior experience with
marifuana (e.e., Steffenhagen, et al., 1969:29-96), However,
Clausen (1957:2U-35) pegearched the association between mari-
Juiana use and oniate addiction 1in the United States and concluded
that marijuana Smo.iing could not be linked as a causal antecedent
to oplate addiction., Eells (1968:459:467) reached the same con-
clusion with reeard to the connection between marijuana use and
the use of L3D, Similar studies have been summed up-by Suchman
(1965:148-155) who concluded that, "there 1s no evidence in these
findinzs to supbport the claims that smoking marijuana is a pred-
ec28sor to the use o5° other more danserous drugs.”

Drugs and the Loy
“he Tirst significant federal legislation dealing with drugs
was the g~-2alled Harrison Act nassed in 1914, This act was
desirned £9 control the dorestie s5al2, use and transfer of oplum
and ccza nroduats, T requiraed the reglstration of nersons hande
wing thnese drups and alse required that they xeep exact records
07 Stelr transactions Involvine thesa drurs. In addition 1t
prohitlted the prosessinn of thoge druzs oxcept for leritimate

medilzal rurncaes en the vart of ersons not reptatered nnder the

00 .0
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act. The Harrison Aect 1g easertially a tax act that is used to
d R

control the drue tral lc in the pited States, It has been

ammended a number of times since 1ts initial passage, but prim-

arlly simply to change the tax rate and the nenalities for its
violation,

T TSRO S You

In 1337 the Marijuana Tax Act was passed. This act provided
. for the registration and taxatlon of all persons engaged in im-
vorting, manufacturing, producing, selling, dlspensing, presérib-
Ing, administering or glving away marijuana. In 1946 the SO
called Robertson Bill was passed, extending application of fed- ’ §
eral narcotic laws to anv synthetlc drug having addiction-forming |
op addiction-sustaininqkliabilities similar to morphine. The
Druz Use Contrnl Ammendments of 1965 extended federal control i
c/er depressent and stimulant drugs. : |
In 1266 the Narcotic Addic: Rehabilitatlion Act was enacted,
Thls act provides forp the civil commitment ahd treatment of nar-
cotic addlcts, including those charged with or convicted of vio-
lating certain federal criminal laws. And, in 1970 the Drug
. Abuse Preventicr and Control Act was enacted providing federal
support for community treatment facllities for drug dependent
individuals. This act gives the Secretary of Health, Fducation
and Welfare rather than the Attornev General authority over med-
l1cal and salentific matters related to drus use. Penaliltles for
drus prssession wera greatly reduced, and Judges were given wider
discration in dealins with first offenders. However, penalities

- for druz sale remain severe and narijuana remains in the same
lezal catemory as heroin.

Wroming enacted a niform Narcotic Drug Act in 1931. Al-~
thouch marifuana was ~lassified as 3 narcotic, it did not carry
the severe vensltios assoclated with other narcotlec dprupgs. The
substante of the Wyaming Yot torm Maveobdo Leue Aet ) as 1t pert-

3ins to thls study, 15 as £allows:
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Section 85-114, Sate of Narcotles. -

Except as herinafter preovized, it shall be unlawful for
any person, whether acting “or himself or as agent, to
possess or sell or ctherwise dispose of cocaine, eucaine,
beta eucaine, alpha euca'ne, morohlne, heroin, chloral,
chloral hydrate, indlan ':=mo, opium or any salt, compound
or derivative thereof, ercept upon the prescription of a
licensed practicing physiclan reglstered in thils state
(Wyoming Revised Statutes, 1931:1232).

Sectlion 85-116, Felony~-Penalty

Any person found guilty of any viclation of the provisions
of section 35-114, ,.,,shall be deemed guilty of a felohy
and shall be fined not less than five (5) hundred dollars
nor morc than one thousani dollars, or imprisoned in the
state penitentiary for a term cf not less than one year
nor more than three years, or be punishecd by both such fine
and Impriscnment in the discretion of the court (Wyoming
Revised Statutes, 1931:1232-33).

Section 85.117,

Sale and possession of mescal, mari-
Juana, and other narcotic drugs.

t shall be unlawful for ary person, firm, corporation, or
ciation to sell, furnish, or give away, or offer to
ell, furnish, or plve away, or to have in his or 1its pos-
esslon peyote (pellote), botanically known as lophaphora
wliliamsil, or apgave americana, commonly known as the mes -
~al tutton, carnabis americana, commonly known as marijuana
oroany compound, derivative or preparation thereof. (Wyo- -
ming Fevised Statutes, 1931:1232-33).

Section 35-111%, Esm.lr‘tl

nny person who shall violate any of the provisions of sec-
t1on 85-117, chall be pullty of a misdemeanor and upon c¢on-
viction thereof shall be fined not to exceed five hundred
dollars or Imprisoned in the county jail for a period -
noct to 2xceed s1x months or by both such fine and imprison-
mert, {(\romins Pevised Statutes, 1931:1232-33).

ihese statutes were devised to fulfill the needs of Wyoming

the fime 5f thelr inception. Chanpes in these statutes were,
as

Irformation about drugs and drug affects

lazreased in recent vears, Whereas the Uniform Narcotics Act of

w731 4211t with one category, 'narrotics,' current attempts at
) b .

redaflinir~ nareotic drigs have resulted in a change in legal

delInitlonz.  In 1971 the state Af “yomwing passed the Wyoming
CrrSrolled Mibstance Aeh fsoction I5-347.1), his act prouvided

002 ?
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for the establiskment 2 o rer tigtan headed by the State Attor-
nay Gereral and irzludine -0 advisers, the directors of the
divisions of Public Health, tny Nenartment of Health and Social
Services, and the Administrative Asslistant to the Wyoming State
Board of Pharmacy. (Sesston Laws of Wyoming, 1971:467). This
commission was empowered tn investisate substances and recommend
legal restrictions or scontrols, .Before making a recommendation
for control, the commission 1is Instructed to gather facts pér-
tinent to the disvesition of each substance. To assist the com-

mission In its decision, knowledge 1s to be accumulated in the
followliny areas:

-

L. The actual or relative potential for abuse.

2. The sclentific evidence of its pharmacological effects,
1f known. : :

3. The state of current scientific knowledge regarding the
substance,

4. The history and ecurrent pattern of abuse.

5. The scove, duration, and simnificance of abuse.

6. The risk to the publie health.

7. The potential of the substance to oroduce psychic or
physlolosical dependence liavtllity.

4. Whother the substarncs 1s an lmmediate precurser of a

substarice alr ady con%rolled under this article, and

9. Its other uses, both medical and commercial.’

(Zesulon Laws of Wyoming, 1971:473-4)

Jzon completing its Investization, the State Attorney
Gleneral would vrecommend cranges in current measures or the in-
stitution »f contrel measures directed toward appropriate sub-
stances. Dach drug exarmined would be categorized into one of
Five schedules with distinet characteristics and accompanied by
its cwn set of penalties for violation of the control measurés

lnstituted, These sahedules with examples of the types of drugs
inciude?, alon~ witt curvent lemal penalties are provided in

Tables 3 ani £,

It 1s apparvent from Tables B and $, and from the discussion
2arller, tha* the Controlled Substanse Aet of 1071 nrovides for
a flexible ~lassifi-ation schedule. As new information 1s ob-
“alned throush research, aubhstances may be reclassifled from one
schednle ko another, thepahy futomatieally adtusting the legal

DR STA




definition and penalty as
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cretion in the dlsposition of a case,
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soclated with violation of control

In all cases, the court is allowed to use its dis-

Table B Schedules for the placement of substances.
Schedule and criteria for placement. Substances =
I. = has high potential for abuse, Heroin
LSD
b. has no accepted medical use in treat- Marijuana
ment in the United States:op lacks Mescaline
accepted safety for use in treatment Peyote

under medical supervision,

II. 2. has high potential forp abuse, Opium, opiate,
or poppy and
b, has currently accepted medical use in poppy straw,
Ereatment in the Uniteq States, or Methadone
currently accepted medical uze with Isomethadone
severe restrictions: and
o abuse of the substance may lead to
Severe psvchie or physical depend-
ence, .
ITI. 2. potential for aktuse less than sube- Amphetamine
stances in Schedule I & IT. Methoampheta-
- ‘ ~ mine
. has currently accepted mediecal use Lysergic Acid
I n “reatment 1n the U.3.
¢. abuse of the substance may lead to
moderate or low physical op hipn
psycholomlcal dependence,
I'r. a. -zubstance has law potential fop Barbltal
abuse relative to substances 1in Paraldehyde
Schedule ITI. Phenoharbital
». substance has currently accepted

medical use In treatment in the
Inited Staras,

0014
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Table V (continued)

e 11 das crmants @ snegsti - et e e ot ettt e e e L em e va s e - -

Schedule and eriteria for plazement. Substances

——— —— e e e one

¢. abuse may lead t limited physical
dependence or psychological depend-
ence relative to the substances in
Schedule 1II. )

V. a. substance has a low potential for These substan-

abuse relative tc the controlled ces are com-
substances listed in Schedule IV, pounds that
are not to
b. has currently accepted medlcal use exceed limited
in the United States. amounts of
, controlled
¢. . has limited physical devendence substances,
.or psycholormical dependence lia- Codeline in
bility relative to the controlled cough syrup
substances in Zchedule IV, 1s one exam-
ple.

.

(Session Laws of Wyoming, 1971:475=-81)

Table Penalties Assoclated with Schedules I-V,

mAniedmate s o e ree - bves b o

Scredules T, TI, & TIIT.

[Ff the substance in violation 1s a narcotic, convict-
ilon would carry o p=nalty of imprisonment not %o exceed
twenty (20) years, or fine not to exceed Twenty-five
Thousard Dollars ($25,200.00), or both such fine and im-
prisonrment,

If the substance 1is nnt a narcotie, conviction would
carry a peralty of lmurisonment not to exceed ten (10) _
y2ars, or fine not tc exceed Ten Theousand Nollars ($10,000,
n"), »r both,

0010
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Table C Penaltles Assoalated with Schedules I-V, cont'd

Schedule IV,

Conviction for violation of the ordinances governing
ltems 1In this schedule carry a penalty of imprisonment not
to exceed two (2) years or fine not to exceed Two Trousand
Five Hundred Dollars ($2,500.00), or both,

Schedule V,

Conviction for violation of the ordinances gFoverning
1tems in this schedule carry a penalty of imprisonment not
to exceed one (1) year, or fine not to exceed One Thousand
Dollars ($1,000.00), or both such fine and imprisonment.

——— —a—— t

(Sessior. Laws of Wyoming, 1971:485-6)

; O0iv
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DRUG USE, BACKGROUND PACTORS, DELTINQUENCY AND ALCOHOL USE

The information summarized in this'chapter was obtalned
In the process of an Investligation into the nature and mag-
nitude of the delinquency problem among youth living in the
Wind River Indian Reservation area of Wyoming. The data were
obtained through the use of a self-report questionnaire ad-
minlstered to the students of Lander Valley High School and
Wind River High School in May of 1972. More detailed in-

ormation may be found in Data Book III: Drug Use and Del-

(fnguencz (Forslund, 1974). Tae first section of this chap-
ter deals with the relationship between drug use and a
variety of background factors. The second section presents
data concerning the relationship between drug use and other
types of dellnquent acts. And, the third section deals with
the rélationnhip between drug use and alcohol use.

A drug user here 1s defined as any student who used
marijuana or any other drug for kicks or pleasure during the
year oreceding the administration of the questionnaire. The
total sample consists of U455 males and 391 females. Of the
males,"79.8% had used nelther marijuana nor other drugs
"during the past year," 1.1% had used otler drugs but not
marijuana, 12.5% had used marijuana but not other drugs, and
6.6% had used both marijuana and other drugs. Of the females,
31.1% had used neither wmarijuana nor other drugs "during the
past year," 2.3% had used otier drugs but not marijuana, 7.71%
had used marijuana but not other drugs, and 9.0% had used both
marifuana and other drugs, Because of the small nﬁﬁ?@?”gf’p
o

D

rl

4

ong In some of the drug use categories, it was necessary
£o categorire the students simply as drug users or non-users
In “he data analysis. FPeor the same reason, 1t was not posw
slbole to provide a meaningful analysis of the data in terms of
frequensy of drug use, -

Q

Levaels of slenificanae are indirated Lelow the tahles op
In the teuxt solugmien Lhe differences that exist in the

'é\\){
ot ..
\\. .!‘ h

5V 3

,I f'
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dlspvibution of responses by Iric yse have a probablility of less

than flve 1rn on2 mmlire? o° kelng ottributable to.chance. The
numher of resoonses varies scmowhat from table to table because
a few responients failled to answer some of the questions and
because only students who had drunk an alcoholle beverage during
the vear nreceding the administration of the questiornaire were
asxed to answer certain questions concerning alcohol use.

Table 1 presenrts the distribution of drus users by sex and
hlen g~hool. Differences in the proportion of drug users by
school nre not significant for either males or females.

Table 1

Percentage Distribution of Respondents bv Drug Use, Sex and
High School-

s e ettt < st hetn k= ire ol o e ——_————— ottt wnn < it A4 < = it vt = oo i ..

Ve TTemmesar A At sees  merma mmme . e e smae e heatee - e o e @ e v o et ttbe  eanemires comrae o

B Maie . Female
digh School  User “Von-liser N Tser Non-User N_
Lander Valley 19.3 R0, 2 279  19.3 80.7 337
Wind River 22.1 77.9 77 16,7 83.3 _ 54
Total Both H!msh
Sehnols 20,2 79,R hsq 18,9 R1.1 391

Y i et = veem o e A ekt o e semmmine maamn L s e e e . e - mmeatsime s e o e eeeetee P

Table 2 presents the distribution of drupg users by sex and
grale In gzrool.,  For both males and females there is a tenden-
cy for the percentage of ‘rug users Lo increase from the ninth
Eo the twelfth grade, but this tendency 1s statistically sig-
nlfleant only for males, As can be seen, approximately a quar-
ter of eleventh and twelfth e¢rade male . admitted to having used
a drue for ricks cr vleasure durine the vear nrecedinse the ad-
minlstratisn »f the uuestlonnaire;°and, about one-fiftl of ele-
verth o grade fenmales and A avarter of twelfth grade females ad-
mitted ta havine nged a drur Topr kiaka or pleasars Auvineg Lhta

L)

perlod, -
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Table 2

Percentage Distribution of Respondents by Drug Use, Sex, and
Grade 1in School

_Male® Female o .
(rade __User tion-Usey N User Non-User W_
Ninth 13,4 86.6 112 17.9  82.1 123 §
Tenth 17.2 $2.8 134 15.3  84.7 111 |
Eleventh 26,2 73.8 107 20.0  80.0 80 |
Twelfth 26,3 73.7 99 25.3 4.7 75
Total All
Grades 20.4 79.6 452 19,0 81.0 389

*X° = 8,55, 3df, p¢.05

Table 3 presents the distribution of drug users by sex and
race. Because of the small numbers of Spanish American, Black,
Oreintal and "Other" students in the sample, no meaningful com-
parisons can be made among the members of these racial-ethnic
groups., Although a higher percentage of both male and female
Indlan students used drugs as compared to Anglo students, this
difference 1s statistically significant only for females. Among,
American Tndians there is no cignificant difference in the per-
centapge of drug users by trite (Arepshos, Shashone , Other),

(1 1Y
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Percentage Distribution of Respondents by Drug Use

Sex and Race

Male Female

Race User—»Noﬂ-User N  User Non-Usér N
Anslo 15.4 80.6 355 16.5*%  83.5 315
American 25.0 75.0 68 29.0% 71.0 62
Indlian h

Spanish 21,1 78.9 19 25.0  75.0 12
American

Black 50.0 ;50.0 2 0
Oriental 0.0 100.0 2 0
Other 16.7 83.3 6 50.0 50.0 2

Total All Races 20.4 79.6 452 18.9 81.1 391

¥Difference of proportions test indicates a significantly
higher proportion of drug users among Indian than Anglo fe-
males: Z = 2,317;p = .020; the difference between Indian and
Anglo males 1s not statistically significant.

There 1s no significant difference in the percent o drug

users by religious affiliation (Protestant, Catholic, Jewish,
Mormon, Other), but as indicated in Table 4 attendance at
rellielous services tends to be more frequent among non-users
thar. users. This relationship, however, is statistically
significant only for females,

0020
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Percentage Distribution of Respondents by Drug Use, Sex

and Attendance at Religious Services

Male Female*
Attendance User Non-User User Non-User
At least once a week 16.7 24,9 20.8 35.9
Several times a month 10.0 10.5 18,1 19.9
Several times a year 15.6 19,0 12,5 16.0
Once or twice a year 33.3 27.2 31.9 19.6‘
Never 24,4 18.4 16.7 8.7
Totals 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.1
Mumber 90 353 72 312

*X2 = 12,39, 4df, p¢.02

No significant differences were found in the social class
distributicons of drug users and non-users for either sex; and,
no relatlionship was found between drug use and whether or not
~the mother works outside of tl.s home for either sex. A sig-
nificant difference was found, however, in the living arrange-
mernts of dmuﬁ users and non-users. For both males and females
2 sizniflicantly hisher proportion of youth not living with both
vArents a8 compared to youth living with both parents use dvags,

I8
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Percentage Distribution of Respondents by

Drug Use, Sex and Living Arrangement

e —
Male* Female®

Living Arrengement User Non-User User Non-User
Live with both parents 68.1 79.3 66.2 77.6
Live with mother 13.2 6.7 13.5 9.3
Live with father 5.5 3.6 2.7 2.6
Live with guardlans b Y 4,5 4,1 1.6
Live with mother and 5.5 3.6 4,1 5.1

stepfather
Live with father and 0.0 0.8 5.4 1.3

stepmother
Other | 3.3 1.4 b1 2.6
Totals 100.0 99.9 100,1 100.1
Number 91 358 Th 313

*Por both males and females a significantly higher proportion
of youth not living with both parents as compared to youth
living with hoth parents use drugs. For males, 17.9 percent
of youth living with both parents as compared to 28.2 percent
of youth not living with both parents use drugs: 2 = 2.,269;

p = .02, VYor females, 16.8 percent of youth living with both
parents as cormpared to 26.3 percent of youth not living with
both parents use Adrugs: 2 = 2.054; p = ,040

The data presented in Tables 6 and 7 show that both male
and female drug users tend to perceive that they get along
less well with both thelr father and their mother than is the
case with non-=users. JFurther indication of problems 1in this
area 18 evident in ths data presented in Table 8; both male
and female drug users feel that they can discuss fewer




problems wilth their parents than do non-users.
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Tat:le 6

Percentage Distribution of Respondents by Drug Use, Sex
and Responses to the Question: How well do you get along

with ycur father?

Male* Female#*
Response User Non-~iser Userp Non-User
SBetter than average 37.0 50.9 37.5 h8.2
Average 35.8 39.6 29.2 °8.1
Less well than average 2T7.2 9.5 33.3 13.7
Totals 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Number 21 346 72 307

#X2 = 13,67, 2df, p¢.001

#R(2 = 15,66, 24f, p¢.001

003
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Percentage Distribution
to the Question: How well do

by Drug Use, Sex and Responses
you get along with your mother?

" Male¥ Female¥®#*
Response User Non-User -~ User Non-User
Better than average 32.6 52.7 40.8 53.2
Average 50.5 uo.;m 39.4 37.4
Less well than averaze 15.9 6.8 19.7 9.4
Totals 100.1  100.0 99.9 100.0
Number 89 351 71 310
*X2 = 15.65, 2df, p<.001
##¢2 = 7,32, 2 df, p£.05

Tablé 8

Percentage Distribution cof
and Responses to the Statement

Respondents by Drug Use, Sex
: With my parents I can discuss:

Male # Female¥*%__ . .

_4§esponse User Hon-lUser User Non-User
Mearly all kinds »f 25,3 37.7 18.1 31.1

problens
Most klnds of problems 23.1

Some glnds of problems 23.1

Pew kinds of problems 24,6
Tatals 10,1
Mumber 921

#x2 = 9,90, 34f, pe.(2

25.8 16.7 23.3
20,7 20.8 22.0
15.9 Wyl 23.6
109.1 100.0 100,06
353 72 305

#%42 = 13,804, 3df, p4.001
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No signifleant relationships were found for elither sex
between drugz use and the nurber of awards won at school or the
number of extracurricular activities participated in or how
smart the students feel that they are in comparison with others
of thelr own age, No significant difference was feund between
grades recelved by drug ucers and non-users among males, but
there is a statistically significant tendency for female drug
users to recelve lower grades than those received by non-users.

Table 9

Percentage Distribution of Respondents by Drug Use, Sex
and Crades Last Marking Period

_ Male Female#
Gracdes User Non-User User Non-User
Above average (A-B) 35,1 39.0 27.7 48,1
Averagze (C) 42.9 §1.9 49.2 39.3
Below average (D-F) 22.1 19.2 23.1 12.6
Tntals 100.,1 00,1 100.0 100.0

Numbar 77 313 65 285

15,29, 24f, pd.n

3 shown 1n Table 15, there iz 13 significant relationship
batween Jrug use and whether or not students of both sexes vlan
to graduate from hignh school: {.e., a higher percentage of non-
ers than users of both sexes definitely plan to graduate from

2]

A5

~

bigh sctool.  And, as indlicated in Table 11, a higher percentage

-

»f female non-users than tusers nian to attend colleme., There

La, howaver, nn sixnificant relationship between drug use and
lans to attend enllege amaongs male students.

Iy
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Percentage Distribution by Crug Use and Sex of Responses to

the Questicn: Do you plan to graduate from high school? | ‘*;

Maie* Female™*

Response User ™" "Non-User User ~~ fon-User

Definitely yes | 79.3 89.2 73.0 | 87.4

Probably yes 12.0 8.2 17.6 9.8

Not sure 5.4 1.7 8.1 2.5

Probably not ‘ 2.2 0.6 1.4 0.3

Definitely not 1.1 0.3

Totals 100.0 100.1 100.1 100.0

Number 92 362 T4 317

#X2 = 9,52, Ldf, p¢.05

#%x2 = 11,19, 3df, pe.02

Table 11

Percentage Distribution by Drus Use anq Sex of Responses to

the Question: Do you plan to attend college?

i Male | Pemale*
Response User Mon=-user User Non=Jger
cefinitely yes 21.7 27.8 1.6 25.2
Probably yes 29.73 3,7 23.0 35.3
Mot sure 34,8 25.9 37.8 27 .4
Probably not 7.A 6.6 9.5 9.1
Definitely nnt 6.7 5,0 8. 2.8
Totals 92.5 100,90 100.0 99.8
Mumbep 32 263 74 317

#(2 = 9,64, LAF, p- .05

(10D ¢
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The data presented in Tables 12 and 13 show that among both
males and females a higher percentage of drug users than non-
users came to school in the merning and then skipped one or
‘more classes later in the day without permission and also
skipped a whole day of school during the year preceding the
administration of the questionnaire. And the data presented
in Table 14 show hat among both males and females a higher
proportion of users than non-users have dropped out of school.
Finally, with respect to the school, the data presented4in
Table 15 show that a significantly higher proportion of female
drug users than non-users feel that their classes are dull and
~boring. There is, however, no significant difference between
male drug users and non-users with respect to the proportion
who feel that their classes are dull and boring.

Table 12

Percentage Distribution by Drug Use and Sex of
Responses to the Question: During the past year, have you
ever come to school in the morning and then skipped one

or wore classes later in the day without permission?

Male* Female##

Response User Non-User User Non-User
No o 27.2 52.1 27.0 56.1
fes, ~nce 10.9 13.7 14,9 15.1
Yes, twice 8,7 10.6 14.9 10.3
Yes, three times 15.2 &.7 13.5 4,8
Yeg, four times 10.9 3.4 g.B 3.5
Yes, five times 5.7 3.6 5.4 3.8
Yes, six times 1.1 0.3 5.4 1.6
Yes, seven times 0.0 2.0 0.0 1.0
fes, elgnht or more times _17.4 _ 5.6 12.2 3.8
Totals 190.,1 100.0 100.1 100.0
Number 92 357 Th 312

red

%72 = n1,48, 3df, p<.001l
##x2 = 32,00, Bdf, p<.001

0027
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Percentage Distribution by Drug Use and Sex of Responses
to the Question: During the past year, have you ever skipped
a whole day of school?

Male® __Female¥*.
Response User Non-User User " Non-
| User
No 28.3 62.4 7.3 67.8
Yes, orce 18.5 17.3 17.6 - 17.5
Yes, twice 7.6 5.8 12.2 7.3
Yes, three times 12.0 3.6 2.7 2.9
Yes, four times 5.4 3.1 5.4 1.6
Yes, flve times 6.5 1.4 6.8 1.3
Yes, 8ix times 0.0 0.8 1.4 0.3
Yes, seven times 0.0 0.6 1.4 0.3
Yes, eizht or more times 21.7 5.0 5.4 1,0
Totals 100.0 100.0 100.2 100.0
Numher 92 359 T4 314
*X2 = 60,03, 8df, p¢.001
*RY2 = 26,22, 8df, pe.0l
Table 14

Percentage Distribution by Drug Use and Sex of Responses
to the Question: Have you ever dropped out of school?

Maie¥® — " Female®™¥
Response User Non-User Uszer Non-Usger
. No ‘ 87.0 98,9 . 94,5 98.7
Yes 13.0 1.1 5.5 1.3
Totals 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Number 92 250 73 303

#x2 & 29,58, 1d4f, p¢Nol
#Ay2 5.31, 14f, p<.05

004
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Percentage Distribution by Drug Use and Sex of Responses

to the Statement:

Most of my classes are dull and boring,

Female*

~ Male

Response User Non-User User Non-User
Strongly agree 27.2 21.2 31.1 15.9
Moderately agree 34,8 36.7 31.1 39,2
Moderately disagree 27.2 31.9° 33.8 32.0
Strongly dlsagree 10.9 10,2 4.1 12.9
Totals 100.1 100.0 100.1 100.0
Number 92 354 T4 309

#x2 = 12,66, 3df, p<.0l

The last background factors to be considered have to do

with the world of work.

found vetween drug use
held or whether or not
Among females there 1is

No significant relationships were
ana the number of Jobs that students had
they had ever been fired from a Jjob.
no significant relationship between drug

use and perceived .chances of attalning vocational or Job aspira-

tions, but among males

a significantly higher proportion of

users than non-users feel that thelr chances of achleving their

vocational aspirations

are less than average.
Table 16

Percentage Distribution of Respondents by Drug Use, Sex and

Responses to the Question:

What do you think your chances are

of attaining your vocational (Jeb) aspirations or goals?

" Male® ~ Female
Response e i User  Non-User  User Non-Uger
Better than averapge 37.0 37.3 18.9 23.3
Average 50.0 58,2 5.7 71.6
Less than average 13,0 4.5 5.4 0 5.1
Totals ‘ 140.0 106.0 100,60 100,60
Number 92 354 T4 313

#X2 = 9,32, 24r, p¢,0l

e
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To summarlze the findin~s presented above with respect to
the relationship between drug use and a variety of background
factors: 1) there is a tendency for the proportion of drug
users to increase from the ninth to the twelfth grade, especiale
ly among females; 2) there is a tendency for a higher percen-
tage of American Indian than Anglo students to use drugs, es-
pecially among females; 3) frequency of attendance at religious
servlices tends to be lower among users than non-users, par-
ticularly for females; 4) among both males and females a higher
proportion of non-users than users are living with both parents;
5) bvoth male and female drug users tend to perceive that they
get along less well with both their father and theilr mother
than 1s the case with non-users; 6) both male and female drug
users tend to feel that they can discuss fewer problems with
thelr parents than do non-users; 7) especially among females,
non-users tend to recelve higher grades in school than users;

3) among both males and females a higher percentage of non-
users than users definitely plan to graduate from high school;
9) particularly among females, a higher percentage of non-
users than users plan to attend college; 10) among both males
and females a higher percentage of drug users than non=-users
came to school 1in the morning and then skipped one or more
classed later in the day without permission and also skipped a
whole day of school during the year preceding the administration
of the questionnaire; 11) amor - both males and females a higher
proportion of users than non-users have dropped out of school;
12) particularly among females, a higher percentage of users
than non-users feel that thelr classes are dull and boring;

and, 13) particularly among males, a higher percentage of users
than non-users feel that thelr chances of achieving their vo-

tn non-users,



-

Drug Use and Delinquency

There are numerous references in the criminological 1lit-
erature to the relationship between drug use and other 'forms
of criminal behavior among adults. For example, it 1ls frequent-
ly polnted out that many female drug addicts turn to prostitu-
tion and. many male addicts turn to one or another type of prop-
erty crime to obtain money to purchase drugs. There are; how=
ever, very few references in the juvenile delinquency literature
to the relationship between drug use and other types of del-
Inquency amongradalescents., Tables 17 and 18 present data
concerning the relationship between drug use and a variety of
other types of behavior that could be considered to be delin-

.quent acts. The types of behavior involved range from acts

that constitute felonies under Wyoming law to those that are
relatively minor and are unlikely to result in an adjudication
of dellnquency unless engaged in repeatedly or as a part of a
pattern of more seriously delinquent behavior,

Table 17 presents data concerning the relationship between
drug use and twenty-six forms of delinquent behavior for the
male students in the sample studied. Inspection of these data
reveals that with respect to all twenty-six types of delinquent
acts a higher percentage of non-users than users had never com-
mitted these acts "during the past year." At the other extreme,
with respect to all of the twenty-six types of delimuent acts
a higher percentage of users than non-users committed these
acts three or more times "during the past year." For twenty-
three of the twenty-six types of delinqu=ant acts the difference
between users and non-users with respect to frequency of com=-

mlssion 1s statistically significant.

0031
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..\

Tne Relationship between Drug Use and Frequency of Commission 5f
Acts among Male High School Students

Other Types of Delingquent

') -

0032

)

e o

| User Non-User
Delinquent Act 7 Wever & 1-2 % 3+ % Never % 1-2 Z 3+
ﬂﬁﬁwmnﬁ Nw.w Nm.H bm.m mm.b Nw.H Hm.m
Skirped School 27.2 19.5 53.3 52.1 24.3 23.¢
Cisobeyed teacher, school
official 11.0 37.4 51.5 36.6 33.2 30.2
Signed name to school excuse 6.1 17.4 18.5 86.0 G.5 i =
Disobeyed parents 5.5 15.7 75.3  10.6 32.4 57.0
Defied parents to their face 37.0 31.5 1.5 £1.8 25.6 12.5
Ran away from home 73.9 18.5 7.6 21.6 6.7 1.7
5aid mean things to get even 4.1 27.2 58 7 19.49 34.6 45 4
¥zxd~ anonymous phone calls 55.4 15.2 29.3 68.4 14,y 17.2
Trespacsed 3.9 23.3 67.6  26.8 16.7 R5.5
Let 2ir out of tires 50.0 21.7 28.3  67.1 21.4 11.4
Markes on desk, wall, etc. i5.4 c6.4 5R.2 2 | 31.3 bia A
inrown <gzs, garbage, etc. 37.6 26.4 34,1 £1.2 16.% 22.2
Broke windows 53.R8 26.4 19.8 £G.6 22.0 8.4
Broke down clothesline, etc. 64_8 1R.7 16.5 - 75.R 12,0 u”m
Put paint on something £2.0 21.7 1€.3 73.1 18.0 8.1
Broke streect light £3.0 16,3 20.7 76.5 17,1 ﬂ.n
Taken things from desks, etc. | -
_at school 6£3.0 21.7 15.2 77.0 14,8 2.1
Taken things worth undasr $2 2¢.1 28.3 32.6 58.3 26.3 uw.w
Taken things worth $2-$50 59.8 22.8 17.4  89.6 7.6 2 R
wmea things worth over $50 0.4 10.0 5.7 om.m H.w wqm
ifaken car without owner's E ‘ - ,
permission 76.1 16.3 7.6 38.0 g.7 3.4
'rove car without license 23.0 23.1 ba_ o 35.5 26.1 39.5
Fought - hit or wrestled 27.2 26.1  86.7  32.9 29.0  39.2
Beat up someone 37.0 26.1 37.0 59.6 ol 5 wm.o
Drank, parents absent 3.4 5.7 GO, 11.8 pm.w mm.@
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Relationship between Drug Use and Frequency of Commission of Other Types of
Delinquent Acts among Female High School Students

Pelinguent

Act

% Never

Truancy

Skipped school
Disobeyed teacher, school

ofcicizl

Sizrned name to school exc
Disobeyed parents

Defied parents to their face
Ran away from home

Said mean things to get even
anonymous phone calls

Macde

Tresna
Let air out of tires
“arked on desk, wall, etc.

Thrown eggs, garbage, etc.

=y

ssedd

Sroke windows
Breke cdown clothesline, etc.
something

Put raint on

Broke
Taken
at
Taken
Talkan
Taken
Taken
Drove

Drank,

street
things
school
thines
things
things
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Table 1§ presents data concerning the relationship between
drug use and the same twenty-six forms of delinquent behavior
for the female students in the sample. Examination of these
data shows that in every case a higher percentage of non-users
than users indicated that they had never committed these acts
"during the past year." And, at tte other extreme, in twenty-
flve of the twenty-six cases a higher percentage of users than
non-users indicated that they had committed these acts three
or more times "during the past year." For fifteen of the
twenty~six types of dell muent acts the difference between users
and non-users in the frequency of commission of the act is
statistically sienificant.

Finally, here, Tables 19 and 20 present responses to the
questions: "Have you ever been found gullty of a traffic of-
fense other than a parking violation?" and "Have you ever been
found gullty of an offense other than a traffic offense?" As
1s evident, a significantly higher percentage of both male and *
female users have been convicted of an offense other than a
traffic offense; and, a slgnificantly higher percentage of
male users have been convicted of a traffic offense other than a
parking violation. There is, however, virtually no difference
In the percentages of female ugsers and non-users who have been
convicted of a traffic violation,

Table 19
Percentace Distribution by Drug Use and Sex of Responses to
the Question: Have you ever been found gullty of a traffic
o’fense other than a parking violation?

s b et o v - 4 - T st e b ke ek e et e - aoe

. Male®* _Female
Ro_ggnggm_NM‘“IMM_Q§er ~__ Mon-User User . Non-Usean_M_‘
Yes 30,k 13.1 5.5 5.1
Mo f9.6 86, 9 94,5 94.9
Totals 179,06 7140, 160.0 100.0
Mumber 92 359 73 315

*X? = 11.5€, 1df, p<.071

T e e o et b Moo GME s eiiaait M n meh o et cmim S bt bt e men o 5 e ok
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Percentase Distribution by Drug Use and Sex of Responses to
Ehe; Question: Have you ever been found guilty of an offense
other than a traffic offense?

Male% Female¥#

Response User Non-User User __ Non-User

Yes 34.8 14,8 20.5 6.0 .
No 65.2 85.2 79.5 94.0

Totals T 16,0 TE0.0 100-0 1000

Number 92 357 73 316

¥(2 = 17 €7, 1df, p<.001

##x2 = 13.94, 1df, p<.00l

—— . -

These -data demonstrate that therve i{s a significant relation-
ship tetween drug use and involvement i= osther forms of delin-
quent benavior for both male and female a.dnlewcents. This re-
latlonship does, though, appear t¢ be stronger fo.» male than
female high school students. Thus Shere 15 a strorg tendency
for youth, and particularly'male outh, vho use drugs to be in-
volved In a varlety of other type: of antl-soclal conduct rangi-:~
from Juvenile status offenses to feonirs. The data do not,
hewever, permit 1Inferehces with vesvect to “he answer to an
lmportan® question. Does druz use tend 2 lead to a greater
involvement In other forms of delinquen~y, or i8 engagement in
other forms of delinruancy conducive to drug use? There 1s, of
course, also the possibllity that some common “cause' underlies
oo*n drun use and engarement in a variety of other forms of
delinauenrnt hehavior., Further research 1s needed to resolve

#)
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Drug Use and Aleohol Use

Detalled information cencerning the relationship between
drug use and alcohol use can be found in Tables 27 through 50
in Data Book IIT: Drug Use and Delinquency (Forslund, 1974),
The following section summarizes the major findings to be de-
rived from these tables and includes several tables where signi-
flcant differences were found between drug users and non-usors

There were no significant differences between drug users
and non-users with respect to the distribution of their responses
to the followlng questions: "Have your parents ever attempted
to Influence you not to drink alcoholic beverages under any
circumstances whatsoever?' Have your parents ever attempted to

influence you nct to drink alcoholic beverages when they are not
present?” "Do your parents usually keep wine, beer or hard liquor
In the home?" "How often does your father drink alcoholic beve-
erages?" "How often does your mother drink alcoholic beverages?"
"Do you ever drink alcoholic beverages at home when parents are
present?” The fact that there are no significant differences
between users and non-users in the distribution of responses to
these questions would seem to indicate that the home experiences
of users and non-users with respect to alcohol are essentially
similar.

No significant difference was found, either, in responses
to the question asking: "How do you think that most of your
fellow students feel about the drinking of alcoholic beverages
by hlgh school students when adults are not present?" It should
be noted, though, that over 90% of both male and female users
and non-users feel that thelr fellow students approve of the
ﬂrinkinq of alccholic beverages when adults are not present,
dowever, a significantly hirher percentage of both male and fe-
male users indicated that thev personally approve of the drink-
ing of alcoholic beveraves wher adults are not present.,

0036




Percentage Distribution by Drug Use and Sex of Responses to
the Question: How do you personally feel about the drinking of
alcohollt beverages by high school students when adults
: are not present?

Male#® Female*#*

Response User __ Non-User _ User _ Non-User
Strongly approve 50.5 25.1 uh,6 18.6
Moderately approve 29.7 26.2 35.1 27.7
Slightly approve 14.3 19.8 12.2 20,6
Slightly disaporove b, 9.2 6.8 8.4
Moderately disapprove 1.1 10.0 1.4 7.4
Strongly disapprove 0.0 9.7 0.0 17.4
Totals 100.0  100.0 100.1  100.1
Number 971 1359 T4 311

#x2 = 35,04, 5df, D001
#4X2 = 36,95, pq.001

s va s

A sicnificantly higher percentage of both male and female
users feel that the legal age for drinking beer and wine should
he 18 years of age'or less, but there 1s no significant differ-
ence between users and non-users with reeard to the age at which
thevr feel that 1t should be legal to drink hard liquor.

Az shown in Tables 22 thurouph 25 below, compared to non-
users: 1) a higher percentage of both male and female drug
users have close friends who drl nk aleoholic beverages when
adults are not present: 2) '"during the past vear" a higher
vercentage of both male and female users experienced at least
snme pressure from thelr friends to drink when adults were not
present: 3) "during the past year” a higher percentage of both
mal2 ard female users drank alaocholic beverages and drank them
on mor~ ncnaglonsy and, 4) "during the‘past year" a h;gher

0037
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percentage of both male and female users drank in the al'sence of
& parent or guardian, and drank more frequently under this cir-
cumstance,

Tavle 22

Percentage Distribution by Drug Use and Sex of Responses
to the Question: Do any of your three closest friends
drini alcoholic beverages when adults are not present?

Malet Female¥**

Response User don-Usar _User Non-User
Yes 97.7 5.2 . 92.9 82.0
No 2.3 14.8 7.1 18,0
Totals 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Mumberpr 88 345 70 300

. X2 = 9,03, 14f, p(.01
K02 = 4,34 1dF, pg.0S

| I — Table 23 -

Percentage Distribution by Drug Use and Sex of Responses to
tne Questlon: During the past year, have your friends
ever attempted to influsnce you to drink an alcoholie

beverame when adults were not present?

Male* Famale##

Response i ,‘,_"“hm“MPFRfHWM~EQN‘Use?.» User Non=-User
Mo, never 12,2 24,3 18.9 . 31.2
Y23, nne or two times 11.1 25.1 10,8 23.1

. Y23, three or four times 7.8 12.8 N 5.0 14,9
fes, flve to ten times 7.4 10.1 8.1 9.1
fes, more than ten times A1.1 27.7 56,8 21.8
Totals 160,37  100.0 100,0 ~ 160 T
Mumoap 90 357 7h 308

¥X2 = 36,51, b4p, pe.onl

p)
Pt = 3726, A, pennn

9. 034
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Percentagre Distribution by Irug Use and Sex of Responses to
the Question: Did vou drirk an alcoholic beverage at any
time during the past year?

e 22 o it arvaron b e rare e« 00

“a——_—— - - ——— e

Male#® Feralek
Response _..User  Non-lser User Non-=User
No, néver 2.2 13.8 0.0 17.2
Yes, one or two times. 7.6 20.6 1.4 24,0
fes, three or four times 3,3 14,6 4,1 19.2
fes, filve to ten times 8.7 12.1 23.3 12.3
Yes, more than ten times 78.3 38.9 71.2 27.3
thqls o 100.1 100.0 100.0 100.0
Nu;gziy\‘ 92 355 73 308

*¥2 = 18,99, 4af, p(.001

¥4¥% = 73.01, bdr, p<.001

—~—— -

Table 25

Percentame Distribution by crug Use and Sex of Responses to
the Question: During the past year, how many times did you
drink an alecoholic beverage when a parent or guardlian was
not rresent?

. T TNpie¥ T Female¥#%
Pesponge  Tigew Non-User User Non-User
”OPC‘ 31[; 1108 ’ 1.“ 1313
fne or two times 5.7 19.3 5.4 21.7
Three or four tinmea 2.3 16.7 6.8 18.2
Flvre 2 ton 4imes 12.4 14.1 13.5 17.4
Msre than ten times 75.0 35,2 73.0 28,9
Totals = 2.0 100,1 106.1 10070
Number SR 30€ 74 253

¥27 2 43,03, har, pg. 001

a——n o~ . S I R - - e e cmen o T
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As indlcatsd in Tables 20 throurh 31 below, compared to non-
users, a simnificantlv higher percentage of users have, "dur- =
irg the past vear”: 1) .elt high as a result of drinkling:

2) been drunk as a result of drinkinm: 3) been sick as a re-
sult of drinking: 4) passed out as a result of drinking, 5)
excerlenced a luss of memory for a brief period as a result of
drinking: &) and, sotten into trouble with their parents as a
result of drinking. 1In addition, a higher percentage of both
‘male and female users have had an accident with a car after
drinking, although the difference between users and non-users
here is statistically siznificant only for males.

Table 26 _

Percentage Distribution by Drug Use and Sex of Responses to
tne Question: During the past vear. how many times have you
"felt high" as a result of drinking?"

e o ve 4l St mEh e chahs - A s e

Male* Female*% 5
Respoorse ——en . User """Non=User _ User Non-User ;
i
None 2.2 26 .U h,1 27.1 ;
One or two times 7.9 23.1 11.0 33.5 f
Three or four times 11.2 10.7 19.2 14,7 %
Five to ten times 11.7 11.1 21.9 11.2
More than ten times £7.4 28.17 43.8 13.5 ;
e S : |
Totals 99.9 100.0 100.0 100.0 ‘
Mumber 29 307 73 251

#X?2 = 55,050 bdP, p<,n01
#HYC = o0 7o lAP, ne., N0l

.- e » - .. . - - ARt
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Percehtaqe Distribution by Drug Use and Sex of Responses to
the Question: During the past year, how many times have you
been "drunk" as a result of drinking?

- —— . e —r—

- . o

Male* Female#*#
Response __User Non-User User Non-User
None 3.4 38.8 6.8 46,0
One or tvo times 19.1 21.8 28.8 29.2
Three or four times 13.5 12.7 21.9 9.2
Five to ter times 19,1 8.8 15,1 8.8 |
More than tea times by, 9 17.9 27.4 6.8
Totals 100.,0 100.C 100.0 100.0
Number 89 - 307 73 250
¥X2 = 55,93, 4df, pg.ool
**X2 = 53,98, Udr, pg.001
‘ Table 28

Percentame Distribution by Drug Use and Sex of Responses to
the Question: During the past year, how many times have you
been "sick" as a result of drinking?

PCT —, [R——

- xasene

L Male® Female##
Response _  ~  {User Non-User User Non-User
None 25.8 58.0 28.8 59.4
One or two times 36.0 28.7 b7.9 28.7
Three or four times 21.3 7.2 16.4 8.0
ive tn ten times 10.1 2.6 1.4 2.8
More than ten times | 6.7 3.6 5.5 1.2
Totals ST 0 799.9 100.1 100.0 TI00. T
Number 35 307 13 251

*X2 = 39,31, Udf, p¢.00l
*X2 = 25 .82, U4f, pg.001

TIaLry o —




Table 2-

BEST COPY AVAILABLE

Percentaze Distribution by Drug Use and Sex of Responses to
the Question: Durine the nast year, how many times have you
"passed out"” as a result of drinking? y

— -

Male* Female#*#

Response _ User Non-lUser User — Non-User

None 44,9 74,8 4.4, 86,1

One or two times 23.6 17.3 24,7 10.8

Three or four times 14,6 3.6 8.2 1.6

Five to ten times 11,2 2.9 - 1.4 1.2
_mﬁbgé than ten times 5.6 1.3 1.4 0.4

Totals 99.9 99,9 100.1  100.1

| Number 39 306 73 251
#X2 = 39,7h, Udf, pe¢.00l
*4X° = 20,06, 4df, p¢.001
Table 30

Percentage Distribution by Drug Use and Sex of Responses to

the Question: During the past year, how many times have you

experienced a loss of memory for a brief period as a result
. of drinkine?

- - — Pru—. —

Male® Female?ﬁiﬁ,&w

Response User Non-User User Non-User
None ~— 7 T T T T ey e 53.5 72.14

. One or two times 31.5 18,4 32.9 17.6
Three or four times 15.7 h,9 5.5 5.6

: . Five to ten times 5.6 3.9 5.5 1.6
More than ten times U5 2.6 2.7 2.8
Totals ™ 77T T T T Y 5000 100,10 16070 1000
Mumber 89 305 73 250

| El{fc« X2 = 05,86, dE, pC.OOL ____ *¥X2 = 12,69, Wdr, p<.02

BT Y W ——
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Percentage Distribution by Drug Use and Sex of Responses to
the Question: How many times have you gotten into trouble

with your parents as a result of drinking?

Male* Femalo##
Response User Non-User User Non-User
Never 43.8 61.0 49.3 72.3
Once or twice 43.8 33.1 35.6 24,1
Several times 12.4 5.9 15.1 3.6
Totals 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Number Rq 305 73 249
#x? =.9,68, 2df, p<.01
*4%x2 = 19.17, 2df, 5¢.001 .

Table 32

Percentage Distribution by Drug Use and Sex of Responses to
the Question: Have you ever had an accident with a car afterp
you had been drinking?

Female

Male* ,
Response User Non-User User Non-User
Yes 16.9 7.6 7.8 2.4
No 83.1 92. 4 92.2 97.6
Totals 150.0 100,00 100.0 100,0
Number 71 251 6l 211

#22 = 1,52, 14fF, p<.01

bttt it ot s

- At etle car hakoy + he ke s s ae




To summarize the data nresented in this gsertion, it is

apparent that both drug users and non-users have had very
similar family background experiences with respent to the con- .
sumption of alcoholic beverages. Nevertheless, compared to
non-users, users tend to approve of the drinking of alcoholic
beverages when adults are not present, feel that the legal age
for drinkinm beer and wine should be 18 years of age or less,
have close friends who drink when adults are not present,
experlence pressure from friends to drink when adults are not
present, both drink and drink when adulfs are not present, and
experience a nuﬁber of protlems subsequent to drinking. There
1s some Indication here that drug users, as compared to non-
users, are bepinning to experience problems with respect to
the consumption of alecoholic beverapes at a relatively young
age.

0044
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CHAPTER 111

INDIAN AND ANGLO DRUG USE

The analysis presented in this chapter 1s concerned with
ascertaining similarities and differences in drug use and at-
titudes toward drug use of Indian and Anglo youth 1living in the
Wind Rlver Indian Reservation area. The data are drawn from a
larger survey of the attitudes of Wyoming adolescents conducted
in 1973 (Cockerham, 1974)., The findings are based upon a sam-
pPle’ of ninth through twelfth grade students attending four
high schools located within or near the boundaries of the
Reservation-~The Wycming Indian High School, Lander Valley High
School, Riverton High School and Wind River High School. The
sample consists of 180 Anglo males, 211 Anglo females, 66
Indian males and 5! Indian females. The few students in the
origlnal sample of other raclal-ethnic backgrounds have been
eliminated from data tabulation and analysis in order to pro-
vide greater control over the race variable. The data analy-
zed are responses to fourteen questions concerning drug use
and attitudes toward drug us2. Since there were no statis-
tically significant differences in responses to any of the
fourteen questions by sex, the data are co nsidered only by
race rather than by race and sex to simplify both presentation
and discussion, ‘

There were few differences in responses to the fourteen
questions by grade in school. 1In reply to the question,. "Have
you ever tried marijuana?" 22.3% of the ninth graders, 32,0%

. of the tenth graders, 41.7% of the eleventh graders and 36.0%
of the twelfth graders indlicated that they had tried marijuana.
Differences in responses to this question by grade are statise
tically significant (X2 = 9,90, 3df, p<€.02). It should be noted
that although the percentape of youth who have tried marijuana
Inzreases from the ninth through the eleventh grades, a slight-
ly smaller percentage of twelfth thén eleventh grade students
indfcated that they had tried marijuana,.

0040




The same pattern noted in the precedine paragraph also
obtains with respect to tiic use of drugs other than marijuana:
12.2% of the ninth graders, 14.%% of the tenth graders, 20.2% -
of the 1lth graders, and 12.37 of the 12th graders indicated
that they had tried a drug other than marijuana--such as hal-
luclongens, amphetamines, barbiturates, cocaine, heroin or mor-
phine. At the time of the study, 20.2% of the freshmen, 27.8%
of the sophmores, 30.2% of the juniors and 28.0% of the seniors
Indicated that they were using marijuana. Again the same pat-
tern. And, at the time of the study, 5.2% of the freshmen,
6.7% of the sophmores, 9.9% of the juniors and 1.5% of the
sanlors sald that they were using other drugs. Once again,
although the percentage of twelfth grade students using drugs
1s not only lower than the percentage of juniors but also lower
than the percentages of sophmores and freshmen, the pattern 1s
similar,

Data are not available to offer a conclusive interpretation
of the pattern noted above. Nevertheless, of ninth graders in
the sample, 17.9% had tried marijuana at age 14 or younger, as
compared to 10.9% of the tenth graders, 11.3% of the eleventh
graders and only 6.7% of the twelfth graders. With regard to
the use of drugs other than marijuana, 16.3% of the freshmen,
9.,0% of the sophmores, 9.7% of the juniors and only 5.6% of the
senlors had first used these drugs at age 14 or younger. These
figures supgest the possibility that changes are beginning to
occur In drug use ratterns in the Fremont County area, with a
higher proportion of youth at least trying marijuana and other
drugs at increasinmly younger ages. If this interpretation is
correct, and 1f after having tried these drugs, a substantial
proportion of youth continue to use them, it 1is probable that
within a few years a much higher percentage of high school age
south of the area will be using marijuana and other drugs than

3 the case today.

0046




Drug l'se by Race

About three out cof ten students in the sample fee) that it
ls all right for people to use drugs 1f they want to, about one
In four 1s undecided, anl somewhat fewer than half feel
that it 1s not all right for people to use drugs. There 1s a ‘
statistically significant difference in the responses of Anglo;
and Indian students to thils question, with a higher percentage
of Indian than Anglo youth stating that they feel that it 1s all
right for people to use drues,

Table 33

Percentage Distribution by Race of Responses to the Question:
In general, do you believe 1t is all right for people to use
drugs 1f they want to?

Response Anglo Indian Total

Yes 24,6 4U6.6 29.8
Undecided . 2h,9 28.0 25.6
No . 50.5 25.4 ' by,6
Totals 100,0 100.0 100.0
Mumber 3254 118 ’ SON“

X2 = 27,78, 24f, p<.n01

Of the total sample 47.4% say that the majority of their
riends feel negatively about the use of marijuana. However,
a signi?icantly higher percentage of Anglo than Indian students
stated that the malority of their friends feel negatively about
marljuana use while, conversely, a higher percentage of Indian
youth feel that their friends have favorable or neutral at-
titudes toward marijuana use,

¥
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Percentage Distribution by Face of Resnonses to the Question:
How would you say the majority of your friends feel about the
use of marijuana?

———— -

Response Anglo Indian Total

They would strongly agree

that it 1s o.k, 8.5 18.1 10.8
They would agree that it

is o.k. 16.1 24,1 17.9
They would have no

particular opinion 21.5 31.9 23.9
They would disagree with

anyone who said using

marijuana is o.k. 26.2 12.9 23.1
They would strongly disagree

with anyone who said using

marijuana 1s o.k, 27.7 12.9 2.3
Totals 100.0 99.9 100.0
Number | ' 386 116 502

X2 = 29163, 4df, pe.001

——

Responses to the question, "Have you ever tried marijuana?"
are presented in Table 35. Of the total sample, about one in
three vouths admitted th&t they had tried marijuana. Again,
the Adistribution of responses is siznificantly different by
race, with a higher percentare of Indian than Anglo students
indicating that they hal tried marijuana.




Table 35 BEST CoPY AVAILARI F

Percentage Distribution by Race of Responses to the Question:
Have you ever tried marijuana?

Response Anglo Indian Total
I have tried marijuana 27.5 52.9 33.5

I have not tried marijuana 72.5 47,1 66.5

Totals 100.0 100.0 100.0

Number 385 . 119 ‘ 504

X2 = 25,20, 1df, p(.001

Table 36 presents data concerning the age at which mari-
Juana was first used by those persons who have tried it. There
1s a statistically significant tendency for Indian youth to
have first tried marijuana at a younger age than Anglo youth.

Table 36

Percentage Distribution by Race of Responses to the Question:
If you use marijuana, how old were you when you first used 1it?

Response Anglo Indian Total

13 or younger 10.2 -25.8 16.3

14 5.7 17.7 16.3

15 36.7 21.0 30.6

156 28.5 17.7 2l

17 or older 9.2 17.7 12.5

Totals —~— — 7 "77TI60.0° 99,9 0 1601 T
Number 98 62 160

k2 = 12.98, UAF, pe.n2
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The data presented in Table 37 show the frequency of mari-
Juana use by race for those who have tried 1t., Of those who

have tried marijuana, 54.5% have used 1t only one or two times,
32.5% indicated that they use marijuana several times a month,

~and 13.0% sald that they use it at least several times a week.

Differences by race are not statistically significant,

Table 37

Percentage Distribution by Race of Responses to the Questibn:
How often would you say you use marijuana?

— Response Anglo Indian Total
Once or twice in my life 52.1 58,3 54,5
Several times a month 31.9 33.3 32.5 "
] Several times a week 16.0 8.3 13.0
Totals 100.0 99.9 100,0
Number 94 A0 154

_— - a——— —— e

The students were asked, "If you do not use marijuana,
please 1list your reason why." Responses of Indian and Anglo
students to this question were quite similar, with both listing
"not interested" first and "danger to health" second followad
by a varlety of reasons each of which was given by only a small

| proportion of the students,




Table 38

Percentage Distribution by Race of Responses to the Question:
If you do not use marijuana, please 1list your reason why,

Response Anglo Indian Total
Danger to health 26.7 34,2 28.2
Fxpensive 2.3 4,1 2.7
Because of religlous reasons b,o ho1 o 4.0
Because 1t 1is illegal 6.9 2.7 6.i
Because my family disapproves 2.6 2.7 2.7
Because my friends disapprove 1.3 1.4 1.3
Because of a bad experiencé 1.0 1.4 1.1
Not interestedq 45.9 38.4 by,
Other 9.2 11, 0 9.6
Totals 99.9 100.0 100.1
Yumbep 303 73 376

- e mat—— aasan

The students were also asked, "If you use marijuana, please
list your reason why." Although reasons given for using mari~
fuana were quite similar for both Anglo and Indian youth, some
differences should be noted. Substantially higher percentages
of Anglo youth stated that they use marifuana because they
"enjoy 1t" or for "relaxation,” while higher percentages of
Indian users sald that they use 1t to have "fun with the gang"
or £o liven up a party." Thus, there 1is an indication here of
a somewhat more socially oriented use of marijuana by Indian
than Anglo students.

0051




Table 39

Percentage Distribution by Race of Responses to the Question:
If you use marijuana, please list your reason why.

Response Anglo Indian Total
I enloy 1t 34.6 23.6 30.1
I 1ike to get silly 2.5 5.5 3.7
To be soclal 2.5 3.6 2.9
Physical feeling--

like to get high 28.4 23.6 26.5
Feeling of adult status - 0.0 0.0 0.0
Have fun with the gang 7.0 16.4 11.0
Relaxation 12.3 5.5 9.6
To liven up a party 0.0 5.5 9.6
It tastes good 0.0 0.0 0.0
Because my best friend or

‘favorite date likes it 2.5 1.8 2.2
Other 9.9 14,5 11.8
Totals 100.1 100.0 100.0
Number 81 55 136

*

e e e - e b e e i o s ———— e

WA eme e 4 e ammie e e

——

From the data presented in Table U0, it 1s clear that the
students feel that the majority of their friends feel more
negatively toward the use of drugs other than marijuana than
toward marijuana use., It is also evident that Anglo youth
tend to feel that their friends have more negative attitudes
toward drug use than is the case for Indian youth,.
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Percentare Distribution by Race of Responses to the Question:
How would vou say the majority of your friends feel about the
use of drugs?

. s i e o

Response Anglo Indian Total

a—-

They would strongly agree
that it 1s o.k. 2.6 11.3 4.6

They wnuld agree that 1t is
2.k, 10.1 16.5 11.6

They would have no par-
ticular opinion 22.1 34.8 25.0

They would disasree with
anyone who ¢alcd using

drugs was o.k. 27.8 23.5 26.8
e '

They would strongly dis-
agree with anyone who

sald using druss was 37.4 13.9 32.0
o.k.
Totals . 100.,0 100.0 100.0

Number 395 115 . 500
X2 = 39,31, 4df, n¢.001 -

Mot hs - wimaad s s e el we s ams ML et s e ot man ¢ o eaowm.batam e s

As shown in Table 41, a significantly higher percentage
. of Indian than Anglo vouth have used some drug other than mari-
Juana,
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Percentase of Resnondents “ho. Have Ever Used Some Drug Other
than Marijuana, bv Race,

-v—

———— ————— = ——-—

Response Anglo Indian Total
No R8.5 71.2 84,5

Yes 11.5 28,8 15.5

Totals 100.0 100.0 100.0

Number 349 104 453

X2 = 18.54, 1dr, p .00l

———— .

Cev—— - -

Yor those who have tried some drug other than marijuana,
the drue first used is given in Table 42. Both Indian and
Anglo vouth teunded to try a hallucinogen first, with much
smallér vercentages having first tried amphetamines or barb-

iturates and only a very few having first tried cocaine, heroin,
or morphine.
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Table U»

Percentage Distribution by Race of Responses to the Question:
What was the first drug (other than marijuana) that you used?

—em—e ——— oo o e

RSN, s rnstrens o

Response . Anglo Indian Total
Hallucinogen 57.5 66.7 h 61.4
Amphetamine 15,0 20.0 17.1
Barbiturate: 17.5 10.0 - 14,3
Cocaine ' _ 7.5 3.3 ‘ 5.7
Heroln 0.0 0.0 " 0.0
Morphine 2.5 0.0 1.4
Totals 130.0 100.0 99,9

Number Lo 30 70

At the time of the administration of the questionnalire,
3.97 of the Anglo respondents and 16.57 of the Indian respon-
dents were using drues other than marijuana. Tre numbers of
Indian and Anglo yonuth who were using other drugs and the drugs
that they were usinrg are shown in Table 43, As 1s evident, the
pattern is similar for Indian and Anglo youth--with hallucino-
ven use ranklng first followed by amphetamines and barbiturates
and with very few students using other drugs.
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Distribution by Race of Responses to the Question: What
drug are you using now?

Response Anglo Indian Total
Hallucinogen T 6 13
Amphetamine 8
Barblturate 2 3 5
Cocaine 1 0 1
Heroin 0 1 1
Morphine 0 0 0
Number 13 15 28

For those persons who have used drugs, Table 44 presents
responses to the question, "How old were you when you first
started using drugs?" Although there 1s no overall statistice
ally significant difference by race, 1t 1s apparent that as
with marifuana use Indian children who have used drugs tend to
begin thelr use at a younger age than do Anglos,

Table U4

Percentage Distribution by Race of Responses to the Question:
How old were you when vou first started using drugs?

e

Response e Anmlo  Indlan Total

13 or voiunger W, 07 7T T 2.7

14 20,0 17.9 21.3

15 28.0 20.5 - 2b,7

16 30,0 15. 4 23.6

il or older W0 7.7 B 7Y SR
Totals ‘100.0 100.0 100.0

Number ) o 50

39 e B9
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As shown in Table U5, reasons for not using drugs are quite -«
similar for both Indian and Anglo youth, although a higher per-
centape of Anglo youth cited "danger to health" while higher
percentages of Indian youth cited the "expense" or "bad exper=
lence with drugs."

Table 45

Percentage Distribution by Race of ,Responses to the Question:
If you do not use drurs, please 1list your reason why.

Response : Anglo Indian Total
e .

Danger to health 40.9 33.3 39.4
Expensive 2.6 7.4 3.5
Because of religlous reasons 4,1 3.7 b.0
Because it 1s 1llegal 4.3 2.5 4.0
Because my fgmily disapproves 3.5 3.7 3.5
Because my friends disapprove 0.9 1.2 0.9
Because of a bad experience 1.2 6.2 2.1
Not interested 38.6 34.6 37.8
Other | T R " b7
Totals 100.1 100.0 99.9
Number 345 81 U26

X7 = 15.59, 8df, p¢.05

by b dmans s wta sag o

Responses of Indlan and Anglo youth were als~ similar o
the duestion asking, "If you have used drugs regularly but have
quit for some reason, please list your reason for quitting."
"Not interested," "danger to health," "expensive" and a "bad
experlence" are the reasons most frequently plven by both Anglo
and Indlan youth for quittine drug use.
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Percentage Distribution by Race of Responses to the Question:
If you have used drugs rerularly but have quit for some rea-
son, please lizt your reason for quitting.

Response ' Anglo Indian Total
Danger to health 18.5 19.1 18.8
Expensive 18,5 12,8 15.8
Because of religlous reasons 1.9 0.0 1.0
Because 1t 1s 1llegal 5.6 6.4 5.9
Because my family disapproves 3.7 6.4 5.0
Because my friends disapprove 0.0 0.0 0.0
Because of a bad experience 13.0 14,9 13.9
Not interested | 31.5 25.5 28.7
Other | 7.4 14.9 10.9
Totals 100.1 100.0 100.0
Number 54 47 101

—— e

Responses to the question, "If you use drugs now, please
list your reason why." were similar for Indian and Anglo youth
wlth a few notable exceptions. A much higher percentage of
Anglo than Indian drug users sald that they use drugs because
they "enjoy" 1t or because of the "physical feeling" while
highe?r percentages of Indlan youth said that they use drugs to
"have fun with the gang" and for “"relaxation." Agaln, as with
marijuana use, there 1s some suggestion here of a more social
orlentation toward drus use among Indian than Anglo youth,
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Percentaze Distribution by Race of Responses to the Question:
If you use drugs now, please list your reason why,

Regnonse Anglo Indian otal
I enloy 1t 48,1 24,1 35.7
Like to get silly 0.0 0.0 0.0
To be social ' 0.0 0.0 0.0
hysical feeling--like to get high 29.6 17.2 23.2
Feellng of adult status 6.0 0.0 0.0 .
Have fun with the gang ; 3.7 17.2. 10.7
Felaxation . - | 7.5: 13.8 10.7
To 1liven up a party , 0.0 0.0 20,0
It tastes good 0.0 3.4 1.8
Because my best friend or favorite

date likes it 3.7 3.4 3.§
Other ;.M 20.7 14.3
Totals 99.9  99.8  100.0
Number 27 29 56

* 1In summary, this section has examined sgimilarities and
differences 1n drus use and attitudes toward drug use among
Indian and Anpglo students attending four high schools in the
Wind River Indlan Reservatlon area., The findings indicate that:
1) a significantly higher proportion of Indian than Anglo
youth feel that 1t 1s all right for people to use drugs 1if they
want to: 2) a sipnificantly higher proportion of Indian than
Anmlo youth think that thelr friends have favorable attivudes
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toward both marljuana use and the use of other drugs, 3) a sig-
niftcantly hlghar proportton of Indian than Anglo students

had tried marijuana: 4) there 1s a statistically slgnificant
tendency for Indlan youth tc have first trled marijuana at a
youngar age than Anglo youth: §) among those who have tried
marijuana, there is no significant di{fference by race with
respect to frequency of use: 6) a significantly higher propor-
tion of Indian than Anglo students have used some drug other
than marijuana; 7) there is a tendency for Indian youth who
have used other drugs to have begun drug use at a younger age
than 1s the case for iAnglo youth; 8) the rank orderings of
drug first tried (other than marijuana) and drug being used at
the time of the study are similar for Indian and Anglo youthe-~
with halluclongens ranking first, followed by amphetamines,
barblturates and other drugs: 9) reasons for not using mari- : ;
Juana or other drugs are similar for Indian and Anglo youth, ‘
with 'not interested" and "danger to health" ranking first in
importance; 10) reasons for using marijuana or other drugs

are alsgo simllar for Indian and Anrlo students, although there

1s some sugmestion: of a more social orientation toward drug use
amon#s Indlarn students.

mONCLUSTON

“he data presonted in Chanters T and IIT indicate that
about, one~third of the students stuiied had tried mariiuana and
about nalf thet many hnd tried zome other drug for kicks or
nleasure., At the time these studles were conducterd. perhans
one Fifth of the students were using marijuana and about onc in
Ewonty wope using obiv v Arvss ) oat least oceasionally.  Some,
of neurs. o ope qnine Shes. drums much more frequontly,  Ape
povert Lan, teoa fond b fan Pipgt moritusnd or other Arug
15 nonnenes nenues ook vouneor ant vounger accs over the past

Paw voaps,
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The findin~»s show tant the sttitudes of Indian students
are more favorahle than thaze of Anpln students toward the use
of both marifunna and othepr drues and that a hirher percentage
of Indian than Anrlo astudents have at least tried mariiuana
or other drugs. Reasons ~iven for usin~ or not using both
marifuana and other drurs »re. however very similar for
Indian and Anelo resnondents. =althourh there 1s some evidence
of a more socinllv oriented use of drums by Indian than Anglo
vouth, ‘

The data also demonstrate that those students who
have used mariiusna and/or other drums tend to have poorer
relationshins with both their parents and the schools tﬁan !
nen-users.  In addition there 1s = strong tendency for drug ]
users to be more involved in other delinquent acts than is the
case with respect to non-users.

Finallv. the data nresented show that drur users have
much more favorable attitudes toward alcohol use than non-
users anl that drup users have, on the average, exnerienced
many more problems subseauent to drinkine than non-users.

There 1s little auestion, then, that those students
who are usine mariiuana ant/or other drugss are much more of a
problem to “heir narents, the schools. the community -- and even
themselves-~-than are those students who do not use drups
nevertheless. it anpnears nrohable that drur use does not
Alrectly cause other forms of anti-social behavior but that it
s rother. a nart of a nattern or svndrome of anti- social
hehavior in which 2 relativelv high nroportion of vouth are
Involved to a preater or lesser derree.
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