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INTRODUCTION

Because of the dramatic ingreases in'nonmedical drug use in the 1960's,
literally hundreds of surveys have been conducted to gain perspective on
its extent and nature. The results of these surveys have been' of consid-
erable interest to policymakers, researchers, and the public. Some of the
survey results have been published in professional journals. Others have
been released independently as technical reports. Still others, not
published at all, have been circulated only in groups of interested persons.
This compendium brings together SLatistiﬁs\irom recent surveys of groups
. and the general population. °

A number of surveys have been conducted in\ limited populations mainly
- in schools and colleges. In 1971, the first na\ionwide survey of the general
population was conducted for the National Commissio on'Marihuana and Drug
Abuse; a second” one was conducted in- late 1972. (Before 1971, several
nationwide surveys were conducted by polling organiza » but information .
available from them is scanty; see Berg and Brcecker 19 2<) Thus, .the base
of ‘information from surveys is now considerably expanded ‘over that of the
earlier compilations (Bergiﬂ970' Berg ‘and Broecker 1972). \Efforts to
measure the extent and nature of nonmedical drug use natio de ave being
continued by the National Institute on Drug Abuse.

Although the earlier compilations depended primarily on surveys of
limited populations (e.g., students in schools and colleges), they were
valuable then as the only data sources for portrayal of the national pic-
ture. "Limited surveys continue to be of interest since they focus on
special patterns of nonmedical drug use not ascertainable in nationwide -«
sample surveys.

¥
»

To the extent that t“* 1is a compilation of quantitative information
abstracted from :recent studies; it i#s a pontinuation of the earlier work
(Berg 1970; Berg and Broecker 1972). However, this compendimm also examines
methodological questions essential for interpreting and using the findings,
and it summarizes major patterns and trends revealed by the surveys.

'

f -

-DEVELOPING ‘THE COMPENDIUM _
The fixst step in developing the compendium was the collection from all
available sources of any published or unpublished reports of recent studies
that contain statistics .on the extent of nonmedical drug use. The surveys
foundawere ‘of four general types: o

1. Nationwide surveys,

2. Surveys of high school populations,

3. ' Surveys of college and university populations, and
4. Surveys of other kinds of populations. :

"Recent" was defined as having been published or becoming available in 1971
- or later.” Because of the time lag between manuscript preparation and
appearance of published articles, some of the surveys reported’were actually
conducted before 1971. .

e
o
—




. - K?’ D . o
- ;
~ ° *

The second step was the extraction and compilation of statistics on
the extent of use from each report collected. For each reporc to be
included in the compendium, statistics were compiled in a standard format
as an abstract. The abstract was labeled with an item number to facilitate -
text referencing, and a full bibliographic reference .was given for identi-
fying the original report. . .
N k]
Each abstract highlights the quantitative information in the report,
and describes as concisely as possible the context (the purpose, setting,
and methods of the survey). The population surveyed, the geographic region
and community (type and size) and the data collection technique are-de-
scribed if the information.was available or could be inferred. Either the
< number of respondents or the sample size are given, In many cases a sample,
in the statistical sense, was not involved. (This point is discussed more
fully in the methodology section below.)
Abstracts are grouped by the four types of surveys in appendices A, B,
C, and D. Also included are appendices E and F--a master list of the
bibliographic citations for the 98 abstracted reports and an index of
individual authors with the item numbers of their papers or reports. Since
most surveys on nonmedical drug use have information on the use of other
kinds- of substances and on social and demographic characteristics of
S respondents, an index of other measured variables is included as appendix’G.

As a commentary on the populations of interest, the surveys of high
school populations make up the largest subset of abstracted items. Appar-
ently the interest in assessing thle extent of drug abuse has centered ‘on
students in the junior and senior high schools. Next in order have been
various student populations in colleges and universities. Less has been ~
done in surveying the extent of drug abuse among populations other than
those. Because of the imbalance among types of surveys,/sore high school
and college surveys were omitted, but all of the eligible nationwide surveys
and those of non-student populations were included. -

A PREVIEW OF SURVEY TERMINOLOGY

"percentage of respondents," a phrase used almost uniformly throughout .
the abstracts, should be interpreted literally. It means the percentage of
those who responded to the questionnaire or other survey instrument. There
were a few cases in which the abstracter performed a minor amount of calcula-.
tion in order to present the data as percentages of respondents. When this
was done, it was indicated on the abstract that the cited data "... have
been inferred." "Notes" on each abstract contain information needed to
place the quantitative information in the context of the survey. [

e e

The degree to which gg;ggntagesfof‘r69§6ﬁaéﬁfs in the surveys reported
refleg;,unbiased*aﬁa’ﬁfEEise estimates of the corresponding percentages in
the target population is generally not known. The degree depends on the
extent to which the sample or the set of respondents truly represents the
target population. (A§pects of this problem are dealt with in the section

-2- -




on methodology.) Strictly literal -interpretations limit the quantitative
conclusions which can besdrawn. However, these conclusions are based on

the best and latest available information on the extent of drug abuse in
the United Stuces. ) -

The precise terminology used by the authors of the reports, but not
necessarily the order of presentation, is retained in the abstracts.
Generally, the order is as follows:

Marihuana and hashish

Hallucinogens, psychedelics, etc. - <
Amphetamines, stimulants, etc.

Barbiturates, depressants, etc.

Opiates, narcotics )
Inhalants, etc: s

Authors often defined generic terms to indicate what they included, but
those definitions varied slightly from one report-to another; for example,
sometimes-"hallucinogens" included LSD, sometimes not. Other authors did
not clearly indicate what a given term was intenued to include. Occasionally
the same drugs were found classified or grouped in different ways. The
abstracted studies covered about 60 different drug names.

The measure that the authors used most frequently in the abstracted
surveys was ''ever used." 'Regrettably, it is the_least meaningful measure
because it embraces the entire spectrum of users-——from those who tried a
drug only once to those who use the drug several times a day. The ways in
which the time element was introduced also varied widely. Some examples
are: "during the past year," "in the current school year," "within the"
previous 6 months," "during the last 3 months,” and "in the past 7 days."

In‘eddition to the abgve inconsistencies, terms were used differently
"in different studies: the term regular use was Jdafinad.in one study as
"daily use'"; in another, as "more than once.a week," in still others as’
"twice a'month to twice a week" or "at least 'six times a month." Other terms
either defined explicitly or left to the subjective judgment of the respond-
ent were "frequent," "occasional," "often," "extreme," "casual," "heavy,"

" and "habitual." ) - ’
2o tuas. s

-——’/

. Although the pheubaenon of -nonmedical drug use does-not—fit the disease
model in all respects, ‘this area o ﬂresearch’i§‘often referred to -as
epidemiology. It is surprising, therefore, that the traditional concepts of
yrevalence and incidence have not been used very often.

SUMMARY AND INTERPRETATION OF FINDINGS
The surveys abstracted dealt with a wide range of nonmedical drugs and
employed a considerable variety of measures of the extent of use. The
surveys were conducted in a variety of different ways on different populations
in widely separated parts of the country in different years, and the
statistics were subject to biases and unknown amounts of random error.

I
i 1
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Thus, for a number of reasons, the results from individual surveys

cannot easily be combined. Nevertheles., tentative conclusions can be ’ ;
drawn about the extent and nature of use. Since differences have not been

tested for significance, all conclusions are based on visual inspection of

the order and magnitude of differences.

Comparisons within a single survey are more likely to be reliable than
those between different surveys because some of the extraneous factors tend
to be constant within a survey. The strongest conclusions are based on
comparisors within individual surveys. Less credible are those conclusions
supported vy the results of two or more independent surveys.

-

Comparisoﬁs;hy Geographic Region
" ¥

The data from five of eight rationwide surveys made possible comparisons
by geographic regions classified as West, Northeast, North Central, and
South. Those data are in table 1. For marijuana in 1971 and 1972, the
percentages for adult and youth respondents who ‘ever used" were generally
highest in the West and lowest in the South. However, both 1971 and 1972
percentages for adults and youth in the Northeast and North Central did
not appear to be significantly different. " For LSD use by adults and youth
in 1972, the figures appeared in decreasing order for the West, North Cen-
tral, Northeast, and South but were almost equal for the Northeast and
South. For cocaine use by adults in 1972, the decreasing order was the same
as that for LSD, but data for youth indicated little if any difference by
region. The percentages for heroinr. use in 1972 and 1971 were so small, for®
both adults and youth, that the regional differences could not be taken
seriously; in fact, the sampling error was as large or larger than any .

differences.

Drug use data by region were available from the survey conducted in
selected high schools (item 28). The weighted averages (computed ad_hoc-by
the present authors) in table 2 cannot be offered_as-truly répresentative . .
data for the regions sigggﬂ:he—schOOIS’ﬁere selected purpoéively, not
sampled_randomly: Amiong the senior high schools were eight possible com-
~—parisons. The percentages were highest for the West Coast schools in five-
comparisons; the East Coast in two; and the Midwest in one. Among the
junior high schools, the West Coast percentages were higher than those of
the East Coast schools in all comparisons.

S

There was no basis for concluding from these comparisons that regional
differences may be diminishing, as some have speculated. Nationwide data
to be reported later in 1974 will provide up-to-date estimates of recent

changes in regional patterns.

Comparisons by Age and Grade in School

Comparisons of use by age, within given surveys, showed a fairly con-
sistent pattern: the percentages for those who ever used drugs were higher
in later adolescence and young adulthood. The percentages increased with -
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fairly regular increments from age 12 to that period and then decreased to
very small percentages after age 50. Tliere was one major exception
(volatile substances) and many minor fluctuations, but the geueral pattern
was plain.

Broadexr influences on age ditferences from single-time surveys must be
made cautiously. When the use dimension under consideration is “ever used,"
it would be logical to expect that, with all- other conditions remaining
the same, higher use rates would occur at successively older ages (i.e.,
cumulative percentages for each individual's use).. Social and historical
forces change this logical expectation, however. Even though all age groups
were exposed to the same phenomenon in recent years, older agé groups were
not exposed at the same age as modern adolescents haVve been. The observed
age differences’in percentage who ever used undoubtedly reflect real .
differences in predisposition or vulnerability. It,will be of interest to
observe the peak of "ever used" pergentages in the future to see whether °
it remains the same. ‘

The nationwide differences in use by-age groups are shown in items 1,
2, and 3. Where figures were available on the entire age range “(from 12 to
50 and older), the peak of the percentages was in the 18-21 or "18-25 ages;
the next most prominent peak was in the 16-17 s for cocaine use and the
26-34's for LSD use. The low figures for'heroin use made age comparisons
outside the predominant-18-25 group difficult. Figures from statewide
studies (items 74, 75, 76, and 98) suggest that the group of adolesceants
under 18 years (14 to 17 years) may also be significant, at least duriug L e T
the years in which those surveys_were conducted (1972 and 1973)... — -

For the adolescents,ﬂpercentages by grade in the numerous school sur-
veyeﬂggeﬂgooddindicatﬁfb of differences by age. Table 2 shows that the
——usage rates -in junior high sthools are generally lower than the corresponding
rates in high schools for marijuana, LSD, Methedrine and amphetamines; but
the contrast is less clear for barbiturates, cocaire and heroin.- For
inhalants, ‘the pattern is clearly reversed--usage rates are higher in the

junior high schools than in the h?gh schools.

Observation of 25 of the school surveys showed that use of most drugs
(except inhalants) increased with grade level (typically, gradeas 7-12).
~ For inhalants, there was a tendency for use to peak in’ grade 9 (about age
-~ 15) and then to taper off somewhat. The pattern increases by age for the
other drugs appeared most pronounced for marijuana and somewhat less
noticeable for hallucinogens, amphetamines, barbiturates, and narcotics.

The patterns did not hold in all drug/grade categories. In a few cases,
usage appeared to fall off slightly at the grade 12 level. The majority of
the evidence, however, indicated an increasing trend by grade level for all
drugs except inhalants. For the latter, the usage peak at grade 9 was sup-
ported by several surveys.




. _Table 1

Regional Variations.in Perdéntages of Respondents
"Who Have Ever Used the Indicated Drugs

-
»

Respondents . Type of Drug Used
- by Regions Marijuana LSD Cocaine Heroin
Adults, 1972 (Item 1) , .
West 33 10.0 " 5.5 1.6
Northeast 14 2.3 2.9 v 1.6
North .Central 15 6.0 4.6 1.2
South 8 1.9 1.4 0.9
Adults, 1971 (Item 3)
West R 21
Northeast 20
North Central - 19
South . 5
Youth, 1972 (Item 2)
West ) 23.5 8.7 1.7 0.4
. - Northedst 15.3 3.8 1.6 0.3
o North Central ' 13.1 4.4 1.5 0.0
South 7.0 3.8 1.4 . —~ 1.4
Youth, 1971 (Item 3/Item 5)
West 26/23
Northeast 16/20
North Central 13/13
South 7/11




Table 2

Regional Variations in Weighted Averages of _
\\\ Percentages of Respondents Who Have Ever Tried the Indicated
Drugs (Item 28)

. Marijuana LS ‘Methedrine Amphetamines
High Schools . .
West Coast 42.9 14.7 13.3 21.0
East Coast 39.1 9.7 9.3 16.8
Midvest 37.6 10.9 12.5 14.6
Southeast T 24.8 9.3 9.2 11.5
Junior High Schools
West Coast 34.7 10.7 8.8 19.7
East Coacst 12.6 4.4 3.5 6.7 -
Barbiturates Cocaine Heroin Inhalénts
High Schools ‘
West Coast 21.1 8.6 5.8 9.6
East Coast 19.2 8.2 6.0 10.8
Midwest 17.0 9.2 5.1 10.5
- Southeast roe 12.5 8.6 6.1 9.5
Junior High Schools
West Coast 22.9 9.0 5.0 15.5
East Coast . 7.4 5.1 3.8 11.9
>
~7- .
12
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N ) Compariﬁoné by Sex : v

Ty e ) ) R . . ?

e e e There were 30 surveys in which males' drug use could be compared with
-« _ that of females. The most comman cccurrence was for males' use to exceed

"+’ that of females.” The exceptions were for amphetamines, barbiturates,
"speed," and sedatives or tranqg;lizers, where females' use exceeded males’.
o *,  (items 9, 14, 15, 16, 17, 31, and*50). Interestingly, in a study not
. abstracted here, females-show up.in larger numbers than males among adults
using the ethical sedatives, -stimulants, and tranquilizers' for therapeutic
rather than nonmedical purposes (Parry et al. 1971). In the younger ’
. groupsy nonmedical use by males appeared to be only slightly higher than
that by females, and even those slight differences are probably not
- sgatiétically significant. It is possible at the junior high level-for as ~ .

. manyﬂgirls as boys to have been experimenting with thew;;;egalwdrugs.

>

. / ’
Comparisons by Sociodemographic Characteristics
- ; ‘
Other characteristics of interest in comparisons of extent of drug use
were socioeconomic status, racial or ethnic origin, and type of communit%.
e Scattered quantitative information on these characteristics appeared in &
" “)-pumbernof the surveys covered.

’

- =

LY

. . " Information rglating drug use to socioeconomic status or income was
. « found in six surveys (items 43,. 44, 46, 49, 74, and 75). The general—im-
N pression was that drug use increases with the degree of affluence 'of the
. respondents. In_ three surveys, the data indicated that the extent of use
. of marijuana and other nonopiates peaks somewhat below the top of the socio-

‘ © ' economic scale, however that scale is defined.

e Race or ethnic origin was examined in at least ten of the surveys
‘. cavered (items 1, 3, 12, 31, 43, 74, 76, 79, 90, and 98). If differences
o ‘exis@ed,,they were not clear from these data. -Among adults in the 1972
nationwide survey data, nonwhites more oftén than whites reported that they
. had used marijuana, cocaine, or heroin; whereas whites more often reported
St having used LSD. This tendency was not borne out in Texas high schools °
(item 43), where Anglo students exceeded both black and Mexican-American
‘gtudents in marijuana us€, and in North Carolina, where use by white students
. exceeded that by black students in every category (item 12). 'Nor was the
tendency borne out in two other surveys (items 31 and 98) where black
respondents exceeded whites in all drug categories. More blacks than whites
N reported use of opiates and volatile substances in four of six reports where
“. . -guch comparisuns were possible. It seems obvious that more exploration of
. racial or ethnic differences must be made before a clear patterm is
discerdible.
Differences in community type were reporte in several ways. Refer-
‘o . ences were made to metropolitan versus nonmetropolitan areas, to large
.versus medium versus small cities or rural areas, or to urban versus:-
“aburban or rural areas. In most studies and for most drugs, the usage
., iigures were highest in the metropolitan or urhban areas, lower in medium
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or small cities and suburban areas, and lowest in rur.. areas. In one
study, however, marijuana, LSD, and methamphetamine usages were highest
in suburban areas and next highest in- urban areas.

Other characteristics examined in various Studies were religion, sceupa-
'+ tion, employment status, educational level and marital status. Among the
surveys covered, not enough evidence was available to attempt conclusions
- about differences shown by these characteristics. Special analyses of these

data and of others to be collected are needed to cast light on such relation-
ships if they exist.

Comparisons over Time

3

-

In a discussion of the extent of drug use or abuse, the question of
greatest interest and-practical importance often is whether it is ipcreasing,
decreasing, or remaining about the same. Reliable answers eunable planners’
of prevention, rehabilitation, and education programs to commit resources
efficiently. Unreliable answers can either scare parents, educators, and
others unnecessarily or 1u11 them into ccmplacency. s :
g-ir -

Three types of surveys of drug use lend themselves to interpretation
of time effects:

1. Those that measure characteristics of the same individuals over
time, sometimes referred to as panel studies or follow-up
studies;

2. Those that measure trends over time in the same types of groups,
such as studies of grades 7-12, -auto workers, or amy group .
assumed to remain about the same in characteristics from one
year to the next; and *

3. Those that measure trends over time in the same defired popu- -
lation, such as adolescents aged 12 to 17 in the United States.

In all three types, the initial survey may be conducted on a sample
of individuals. In the panel study, the same individuals are contacted in
successive years; in the second and third types, successive sampies (usually)
of different individuals are taken. The trend studies of groups or popula-
tions are easier to maintain than panel studies, which always encounter the
problems of sample attrition. Trend studies must éneure that sampling and
the conditions of administration are consistent from one time to the next
and that the groups themselves have not changed in ways that might affect
the characteristic under study.

A number of surveys included in this compendium, lent themselves to
interpretation about changes in nonmedical drug us f T recent yaars. They
were those in which the measuring instrument (e.g., questionnaire or
interview schedule) remzined standard, and the individuals, groups, or
‘populations were the same throughout. Unfortunately, none of the surveys

.
id L4
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provided figures more recent than-1972. Included, hewever, were the nztion-
wide sample surveys of the general population of the United States, which
were more. comprehensive than the available school or college surveys. The
ouly panal studies fcr examination were conduc*ed with student poypulaticas
aud among those, figures later than 1971 have not beéh reported.

. Trend data on current or regular use is not available in the pertinent -
surveys.” Data for those having "ever used"” are much more common, but they
leave many questions unanswered. .

One trend i€ evidenced by comparisen of wmarijuana figures from two
gationwide studiss (items 1, 2, and 3) of adults and youth:

Lguzxﬁuag;ﬁ;;é 1.S. Population Who Ever Used Marijuana, 1971 and 1972
| 97 1972
Youth 12-17 14 13.4
Adults - 18 years 1; . . 14.7

-

_According to these figures, the extent of marijuena use appears to. have
stabilized for both age groups. Examination of subgroup figures in the
abstracts also showed no ai§sernib1e differcnces between those years. ¢

Results of a nationwide panel study of college students at 48 colleges
and universities illustrated the pitfalls of depending on such "ever used"
figures for accurate estimates of changes (item 6). The “ever used" figures
showed large, consistent increases in every category of drugzs between 1963-

1970 and '1970-1971. One would not expect any decreases in a panel study,
of course, because the data represéent cumulative use by individuals. "At
another level of use, "during the academic year," increases occurred but
not in all categories of drugs: (1)* narcotic’ cough syrups and "special
substances" did not increase, (2) increases for recent use of marijuana and:
hashish were pronounced, (3) increases for other drug categories were
smaller, and (4) all increases in use during the ensuing year were smaller
than those in the "ever used" figures. This is good evidence that some
portion of the increase in the vever used" figures was due to experimental
or onz~time use. )

Tne figures reflecting changes in "regular" use among the students in
the nationwide panel study were even more revealing. The percentages vsing
regulatly, except for marijuana and hashish, were less than 3 percent, and
the increascs, where they occurred, involved less than 1 percent of the
respondents. Five categories of drugs showed the same or lower rates the
second .year: opium, heroin, other narcotics, narcotic cough syrups, aad
special substances. For marijuana and hashish, however, all levels of
use, "any use in ome's lifetime," "during the past year," and "regular
use," increased rather heavily among college students between those two
years. . '

P
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The question arises as to whether the natlonwide figures indicating >
stabilization of marijuana use in 1972, and the student panel data indica-
-ting sharp increases in that same period, can be reconciled. They can be
reconciled if one considers the fact that college students make up only
about 3% of the population. Even an increase in drug use as large as 50% in
this group does not drastically affect the nationwide rate. Thus, tile ’

rational usage pattern can appear stable while rates of small subg*oupc
expand - - -

. PN
. 4 -
.

Among the trerd surveys included in the compendium, the earliest and
longest is the set from the junior and senior high schoels of Samr Mateo
County, California, conducted arnually since 1968 (item 9). The survey
technique used is typical of surveys made in high schools: all students
present on the day of the survey £ill out a questionnaire; the forms, terms,
and methods remained standard over +he years. Usage was defined in relation
to a specific time period (the year preceding the survey). There appeared’
to be the following trends iz the San Mateo data -over the past 4 years:

N 1. For marijuana, che ‘trend wae a steady increase over the years
%i * . 1970-73, tnough the rate of jncrease appeared to slow after
. 1971. Small decreases in some sexcor grade categories could
have resnlted from ranaom error. .o .

. 2. For “any use during the past year" of LSD, about half the sex
and grade ‘categories showed an increase (sometimes ‘small)
between successive years. In the o;her"half, some decreases
between successive years were found. 1iIn the categories of

. heavier use (10 or more, 50 or more}, the figures tended to
- be steady or even to decrease over the years 1970-73. . -
3. TFor amphetamines and barbiturates, there is evidence of a
decrease between 1972 and 1973, and in some cases, decreases - =
were earlier, between 1971 and 1972. . . ’ -
4., TFor heroin, many of the observed differences were so small they
" could have been due to random error. There was no evidence of
I a consistent trend.

Ei ht other surveys were abstracted in which comparisons over time -
could be made. Four were secondary school surveys (items 13, 14, 17, and
19). A number of the increases  in current use {(defined as "use during the
past year"} were relatively small between 1969-70 and 1971-72, and thexre -
were some decreases. The other .four surveys were iq*ggl;egesyor—unlversi~
ties uems 4, 6, 56, and 60}. The_tendeneies—in all four were toward
increasss) both_.n—the "evef’ﬁEEE“>figures and the "use during the pre-
- -— —ceding 6 (or 12) months.™

To summarize the available time-series data, the trends are not clear- *
cut. Marijuana use appears to have stabilized for the population as a
whole, but not for college students. When the portion of users considered
"current” or "reguiar" was considered, most changes were ;nsitive but small.
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COMMENTS ON SURVEY_METHODS
Selection, application, and improvemgg;h,ig'met s of surveying drug
use serve one goal: to ve-as true an estimate.as possible of the

) phenomenon—in—thé defined group or pogulation of individuals. Biases-in an

estimate can arise from a number of sources discussed in this section. Cer-
tain general principles or requirements can'be followed to insure the best
approximatioi ;u.a‘true'éstimate; The aspects of surveying which are of
primary concern are sampiing, nonresponse bids, anonymity, questionnaire
preparation, and the administration of questiqhnaires,

-

nggling

s~ Generally speéking? the abstracté& reports provided little Eétailgon
the sampling techniques used. Available information was indicated briefly

_in the "Notes" on the abstracts. Some reports contained -helpful discussions

of -the extent to which the samples were representative of the target popu-
lation and supported the discussion with comparisons of social and demo-- -
graphic characteristics of the population and the sample. Some samples
were selected purposively, in order to accomplish specific objectives of
the investigaiors. -

A fairly commo; practice in .conducting drug use surveys in high schools

" has been to-give questionmaires to all students who are present on the day

of the survey and to excuse those who do not wish to participate. Even when
random samples were drawn, stud€ats-were excused on their-own request or
that of their parents. Concerns over human rights and ney requirements for
informed consent are widespread and have resulted in nearly universal
practice of voluntary participation. (Voluntary. does not imply volunteer
participation, however; in most cases, subjects are expected to participate
unless they refuse or object.) . Methodological studies are needed to
determine how much (if any) bias is introduced by voluntary participation.

In several studies, data were obtained by quota sampling, rather than

. random or probability sampling. In one variety of quota sampling, the

population is divided into areas, and a specified number of those areas is
randomly chosen for the -sample; within each chosen area, a subsample of
blocks, districts, or wards is taken, and within each of these an inter-

_viewer is assigned a quota of interviews to complete. Unless directed

otherwise, the interviewer selects the sample members. This deviation from
the principle of fully random ‘selection is likely to result in sampling
bias and margins of sampling error (predicated on random procedures) cannot
be estimated. ¢

Quota samples in household interview surveys often ove:rrepresent theé
retired, the unemployed, families with small children, and others who are
likely to be at home when an interviewer calls. The young, the single or
divorced, the large-city dwellers, the employed females, and others who are
likely to be away from home during the day are underrepresented. Under-—
representation of the young and the large-city dwellers will almost cer-
tainly bias the estimates of drug.use in a downward direction.

-12-
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. Sample Size.. - ,
) “f

In many of the reports, statements were made to the effect that the
sample constituted a stated percentage of the target population. There
was little or no discussion of the rationale for the particular sample size
selected, however. Good practice in sample survey methodology requires
that the determination of sample size be based on the precision desired in
the estimates. The final decisicn is usually a tradeoff or compromise
between désired precision and the constraints of available resources. There
was little evidence in the reports abstracted that sample size was based
. on a desired precision in the estimates. (It must be pointed out that the
important consideration is the absolute size of the sample, not the fact
that it constituted "x" percent of the population.) ’

g‘ -

3

. Nonresponse Bias -

Bias due to nonresponse is the most serious problem encountered in
.surveys for information on sensitive issues. It is difficult to cope with
because the basic right of the individual to refuse to volunteer personal
information must be respected. In surveys of drug “abuse in the™school -
systems, the following cah be ifportant sources of bias due to nonresponse:”

1. ‘Absenteeism on the day of the survev, \

2. Failure of some of those present to return questionnaires, and
3. Discarding of questionnaires by the researcher because of in-

c ylete responses, inconsistencies,’ obviously frivolous
res onses, -and the like.

Foi

The same considerations apply, in Yarying extents, to surveys made in
universities and in other populations. As long as the researcher has no
information on those who failed or refused to respond, he cannot estimate
either the extent or the direction of the bias due to nonresponse. 52

R

On the positive ‘'side, one can say that if a researcher has a random
sample or a probability sample from his varget population and if the rate
of nonresponse is relatively low, the bias due to nonresponse will be
relatively low. | However, to go beyond this and try to estimate either '
. the direction ortthe extent of the bias without quantitative information on
the nonrespondents is risky. Subjective judgment of the "representativeness"
of samples or the probable effects of nonresponse will not solve the
quantitative problem.

=

Response'Validit§

Most investigators have assumed that assurance of confidentiality of
data was critical for validity of responses about nonmedical drug use, pri-
marily because of its illicit or illegal aspect. Generally, appropriate
steps have been taken by investigators to preserve anonymity. One

.
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. that the respondents indicate the degree of accuracy with which they have -

looks for responses outside a range that he fonsiders reasonable on the basis

" merit if applied with caution-and judgment and within limits (i.e., not to°

surprising piece of evidence is that anonymity may not affect the validity

of responses as severely as expected, at least among secondary school stu-
dents: in a comparison ‘of responses by students who either did or did not.
give their names, drug use was no higher in the anonymous group; in fact, it
was slightly. (but not signifiéantly) higher in the group who identified
themselves by names (Haberman et al, 1972). Thus, assurance of anonymity may.

. not be as critical as assumed for certai:. groups, but it is .still an

advisable precaution against violation of confidentiality.

Many of the questionnaires used in the surveys included checks on the

_ validity and reliability of responses.. These included (1) efforts to detect

consistent overstatement or understatement of usage, (2) questions asked in
more than one way to detect logically inconsistent responses, (3) requests '

completed the questionnaire, and (4) questions about usage of mythical or
nonexistent drugs. x

In evaluating consistent overstatement or understatement, the researcher

of knowledge or experience. (This is essentially the same as detecting
outliers in statistical distributions.) Such evaluation procedures have

the point of accepting poorly collected ddata or rejecting unusual findings)

Logically inconsistent responses are apparent when the respondent answers
two related questions in such a way that both answers cannot be correct
(i.e., the respondent contradicts himself). If. the number of responses that
are consistently too high, consistently too low, or logically inconsistent
constitutes a small percentage of the total number of responses, the researcher
can conclude that the estimates will not be seriously affected. If a rela-
tively large number of responses have these deficiencies. something is
probably wrong with the survey.

Occasionally respondents are asked to make a self-appraisal of the
accuracy of their own responses.. This can be useful when results are
inconsistent, but positive answers do not assure validity. Perhaps, prefer-
able -to a self-appraisal question is the one asked about’a mythical or
nonexistent drug. In methodological studies.of high school students, re-
ported use of a fictitious drug, "Eljoz," was correlated with higher reported
use of real drugs (Elinson 1973a).

Other types of validity checks require efforts teyond the questionnaire
construction methods mentioned abtove. For example, urinalysis can be used to
validate recent use  of certain drug types (opiates, amphetamines, and
barbiturates). Comparison with records from other sources is another method.
Research is sorely needed to improve methods and increase confidence in
epidemiological data from surveys. .




. Questionnaire Preparation and Administration
: N .

Some of the reports collected for this compendium included a copy of the
questionnaire used; others did not. From those available, it appeared that
most researchers designed the form to satisfy their own needs and objectives
and that the approaches to questionnaire development were haphazard and
subjective. Questions were asked in sufficiently different ways to render

: _comparisons of the responses nearly impossible.

There was little information on whether or not questionnaires were
pretested before use. Pretesting would have enabled researchers to clarify
ambiguities in the questions and to foresee and eliminate other difficulties
designed into the forms. Operational definitions, presently being addressed
in a project, ;hopefully will lead to efforts for consistency and compara-
bility of results (Elinson 1973b). T

Arrangements for administering questionnaires also varied considerably.
Responses can easily be affected by administrative procedures; for example,
prior announcement of. the day and time of a drug use survey may affect the

._ spontaneity of responses and the class absences. Drug use is known to vary

significantly between those present of absent from schonl: use is munh
higher among absentees (Elinson 1973a).

A4

. Methodological Requirements P

When assessing the extent of the drug abuse problem, there are tempta-
tions to interpret published results as if they were applicable to wider
populations than those surveyed. For the reasons discussed above,
generalizations or comparisons of results, apart from the total context in
which those results were obtained, should be approached with caution.

Reliable, valid estimates for generalization to wider groups and popu-
lations are possible if the following requirements are met:

1. A random sample or a probability'ssmple should be drawn from
" . the target population.

2. The sample size should be a compromise between the desired
precision of estimates~and’ the resources available for the
survey.

3. Bias due to nonresponse should be estimated from statistically
acceptable data.

4. The questionnaire should be carefully designed and pretested
‘prior to use in the actual survey.

5. Validity checks should be chosen carefully so as to avoid mis~
. leading information.

-15-
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6. The protocol for the administration of the questionnaire should
be carefully worked out so that respondents are properly in-
formed about all relevant aspects of the survey, If the question-
naire is administered to different subsets of the sample by
different people, steps should be taken to assure uwniform ad-
herence to the administrative protocol.

- ¢

In addition to the above, it is desirable from a statistical point of view
that published estimates include an indication of the range of variability
in those estimates, such as a statistical confidence interval. If estimates

"are to be obtained for comparisons between populations, these general
requirements should be met uniformly over the set of populations to be
compared: ’
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APPENDIX A

ABSTRACTS

NATIONWIDE SURVEYS
ITEM NOS. 1-8




‘. g 00 .
> Sd s
» , | o4
Geog. gg;;‘cctlon sasple Percentage of’ Weighted Frequend
Population Surveyed Region Technique Size Ever Used Mar{ fuana 1sb Cocaine Hero
National cross- Nationwide Self-admin. 2411 All Adults 14.7 4.6 3.2 1.
section of adults question- 1023 Sex: Male 22 7.2 4.5 1.8
1972, naire . 1388 Female 1) 2.2 1.9 0.8
378 Age:  18-21 22.0 12.3 7.6
394 22-25 14.0 5:4 1.
390 26-29 6.0 5.1 1.
2 18-25 18.2 9.1 4.6
502 26-34 3.7 4.5 1.
441 35-49 0.1 0.7
590 50 & over 0.2 0.7
Education i
{ 700 Less than H.S. grad. 3 1.1 0.7 0.4
’ 810 H.S. grad. 13 3.0 3.8 1.4
872 College or move 32 10.4 5.4 1,
Region
N 532 Northeast 1% 2.3 . 2.0 1.4
692 North Central 15 6.0 4.6 1.
802 South 3 1.9 1.4 0.9
385 West 33 10.0 5.5 1.4
Race
. 2224 White 15 4.8 2.8 1.4
187 Other 2t 3.3 5.3 3.4
Community Tyvpe :
682 Large letro 21 3.6 4.5 1.
f 506 Other Metro 2) 1.6 3.6 1.
& 823 Yon-Me tro 3 L7 1.2 0.
' Marijuana Exper.
477 Yes 100.0 28.6 16.3 8.
1934 No 0.0 0.1 0.7 *
234 !ar{ juana Users 101.0 48.2 29.9 12,
* less than 0.05 percent
RAEFERENCE NOIES
Response Analysis Corporatien, "Drug Experience, The data on LSD, cocalne, and heroin presented above are taken from th
Attitudes and Related Behavior Among Adolescents groups in the Drug Experience “ables 1 and 2 in the Adult scction of this
and Adults: Detalled Tabulations, Part 2C. “inhalants" refers to “glue or other things you breathe in for pleasure”,
Experience Data." A Natlonwide Study for the for “All Adults” is the result of cocbining the data over all tine periods
vational Coomissfioa on Marihuana and Drug Abuse The "All Adults” figure for ma-ijuana is obtained by conbining appropriate
by Response Analysis Corporation, Princeton, in Table 43. The corresponding figurdfor current users of marijuana is 7.
itew Jersey, January 1973. narijuana by sex, education, reglon, race, and cozmunity type were provided
\ Analysis Corporation in a private comzunication. Detailed breakdoms by t
are not given for Inhalants in this report. o
o .
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Data
Geog. Collection

Reafon Technique
Natloawide Sclf-admin.

question-
nalre

Corporation, "Drug Experience,
lated Behavior Among Adelercents
ailed Tabulations, Part 2C.

1 A Nationwide Study for the
{on on Marihuana and Drug Abuse
ysis Corperation, Princeton,
ary 1973. v

Item No. )

Percentage of Weighted Frequencies

-
n
(=]

Cocaine lleroin

Ever Used Mar{ juana

—

All Adults 14,7
Sex: Male 22
Fenale 1)
Age: 18-21
22-25

26-29

18-25
+26-34
35-49
50 & over
Education
less than H.S. grads
H.S, grad.
College or more
Region
Northeast
North Central
South
West
Race
White
Other
Cozmunit
Large lietro
Other Metro
Yon-Metro
Mar{ juana Exper.
Yes
o

tar{ juana Users
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% }ess than 0.05 percent

NOTES

The data on LSD, cocaine, and heroin presented above are taken fron the corresponding "Yes"
groups in the Drug Experience "ables 1 and 2 i{n the Adult section of this report. The tem
#inhalants” refers to "glue or other things you breathe in for pleasure, and the figure cited
for "All Adults” is the result of cocbining the data over all time periods cited in Table 98.
The “All Adults" figure for ma<ijuana is obtained by cosbining appropriate response ‘categories
{n Table 43. The corresponding fighre for current users of marijuana is 7.82. The diata on

—

mard juana LY sex, educatfon, region, race, and conmunity type were provided by the Response
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are not given for lnhalnntsién this report. :
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Geog.
Population Surveved Repton
Rational Woss- Wationwide

:

seetion of youth,
ages 12-17, 1972,

JEFERERCE

2:;‘;0“10" Sazmple . Percentage of Weighted Freq
JTechnique Size Ever Used Mari juana 1sb Cocaine H
Self-3dmin. 880 All Youth 13.4 4.8 1.5
question- 433 Sex: lMale 14.3 [ 1.7
natre 447 Ferale 12.4 S.4 1.5
277 Ager 12-13 3.2 1.1 0.2
288 14-15 9.7 5.3 2.3
313 16-17 28.3 8.5 2.3
¥ Region
194 flortheast 15.3 3.8 1.6
262 Nerth Central 13.1 44 1.5
321 South 7.0 3.8 1.4
103 West 23.5 8.7 1.7
Coomunity Type
261 Large !"etro 17.6 4.7 0.9
295 Other Metro 17.4 7.8 2.5
324 Non-Metro 5.9 2.4 1.2
Marijuana Exper.
125 Yes 1¢0.0 30.1 10.7
755 ¥o 0.0 0.7 0.1
£ NOTES

aweepunse Analysis Corporation, "Drug Experience,
Attitudes and Related Buihavior Among Adolescents

and Adults:
wxperience Data.”

Detatled Tabulations, Part 2C.
A Nationwide Study for the

aational Cummisaion on Marihuana and Drug Abuse
by Responsc Analysia Corgoration, Princeton,

New Jersey, January 1973.

‘ER}

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

The data 2a LSD, cocainc, and heroin presented above are taken fyom
groups in Table 72 in the Youth section of this report. The tern "inhal
othice things that you breathe in for pleasure”, and the tigure cited for
result of combining the data over all tinme periods cited in Table 66. Tt
are obtained by combining apjropriate figures within age groups in Table
figure for current users of marijuana, "All Youth” {s 7.3%, found by comb
categorfes in Table 23. .




.
v
* Ttea Mo, 2
Data ’ Percentage of Weighted Frequencies
Geog. Collection Sample
oyed Region Technlque Size Ever Used Marijuana 1sD Cocaine Heroin inhalants
- Nationwide Self-adain. 880 All Youth 13.4 4.8 1.5 0.6 6.5
th, question- 433 Sex: lale 14.3 4.4 1.7 0.4
72, nalre 447 Female 12.4. 5.4 1.5 0.7
t277 Age:  12-13 3.2 1.1 0.2 .2
288 14-15 9.7 5.3 2.3 0.4
’ 313 16-17 28.3 8.5 2.3 1.1 *
Regtion o ’
194 Northeast 15.3 3.8 v 1.6 0.3
262 .. North Central 13.1 4.4 1.5 0.0
321 South 7.0 3.8 1.4 1.4
103 West 23.5 8.7 1.7 0.4
Cocmunity Type
, 261 large Metro 17.6 4.7 0.9 ' 0.0 .
295 Other Metro i7.4 1.8 2.5 a.9 .
324 Non=tetro 5.9 2.4 1.2 0.8 - c
R Mar{juana Exper. *
125 Yes 100.0 30.1 10.7 1.9
755 Mo 0.0 0.7 0.1 0.4
KOTES ,

sis Corporation, “Drug Experience,
Related Behavior Among Adolescents
etalled Tabulations, Part 2C.

a." A Natfonwlde »tudy for the
ssion on Marilwana and Drug Abuse
alysis Corporation,, . 'ceton,
uvary 1973. (e

ERI

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

The data on LSD, cocainc, and heroin presented above are taken froz the corresponding '"Yes"
groups in Table 72 in the Yoith Section of this report. The ters “{nhalants" refers to “glus or
other things that you breathe fn for pleasuro®, and the figure cited for "Al1 Youth" &2 the
result of cochining the data over ail time periods cited in Table 66.v The data for marijuana
are obtained by combining appropriate figures within age groups in Table 22. The correspoading
figure for current users of marijuana, *A1] Youth" s 7.3%, found by cosbining over the use
categorlies in Table 23.
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- o
. - . Percentage of Respondents
“ - Dats Marfjuans -
R Geog. "¢ Collection Sanmple JEver Use
Population Surveyed - Region « Technique Size » . Used Now
. . P
National cross-section Nationwide Interview and 2,405 Adules: All adults: 15 5 Household occupation]
of adults and youth. self-admin. Sex: Professional/techn]
1971, questionnaire ° Men W 21 7 Manager/official
Women i 10 3 Sales
‘ Clerical
Aga:
. 18-25 . " 39 17 Craftsmen/foremen
. 26-34 19 5 Opcratives
- 35-39 13 1# Service workers
. - 40-49 ~ 7 0 Laborers -
' < . 50-59 6 0
. 60 or older 4 0 Farmers
. N v o\ .
Race: Income: (family)
- ' . Tae 2 White 15 5 $4,999 or leas
~ ‘d . Negro 14 3 $5,000 - $9,999 .
Other 16 7 $10,000 - $14,999
. N $15,000 - $24,999
@ X Education: - $25,000 or —ore
8th grade or leas 5 0
- . Sose high school 11 3 Region:
. T . High achool graduate 14 4 Northeast
R Some college 25 8 North Central
College graduate or beyond 21 6 South
M ‘ . . Now s studeat 44 z3 West
' .
Religion: Population density:
. - Catholic 21 7 Large metropolitas
. . ) Proteatant 12 3 Smaller metropoli¥
s N Jew 29 10 Nonmatrepolitan ad
2 "g""‘\ . « . - Marital Status: Type of area:
A N 7 7 . Never marriad 36 17 City or town
. N Now married 11 2 Suburba
N Divorced or aeparated 22 11 Rursl or other nony
., . . Widoved 3 o,
N . 4 < ’ -
‘ - . Self-;dnin. ! 781 Youth All youth: 14 6 Living Arrangement:
[ “ % questidnnaire . - Sex: Living with both n4
& ‘ Male 1% 7 Some other 1living 4
. 4 £ Female 14 5
' . Region:
B * Age: Northeaat
,° N e 12 s 5 - North Central
: 13 7 Soutls l
. v, - 14 7 Vest :
) . - 15 1 :
‘ 16 23 Population density: 1
* ’ 17 33 Large metropolitan
- ’ Smaller metropodi
m » . Education: Normetropolitan s
N Abelson, Herbert; Cohen, Reuben; and Schrayer, Diane. "Public Attitudes Towsrd Msrihuana,. 8th grade or leas 8 4 }
M * Part l: ¥ i 2o00rt”. A Nationwide Study of Bellefs, Information and Experience prepared * 9th and 10th grades 17 }
for the National Commission on Marihuana and Drug Abuse by Response Analyais Corporation, 11th and 12th grades 30 |
Printector, New Jersey, January 1972, Ip Marihuana: A Signal of Misunderstanding, March
1972, Volume If, pp. 856-968, GPO Stock Number 5266-0002, $10.75 per ivwo~voluse aet. NOTES -
M - - :
. ’ ‘ * . « - Summarized sbove are the dats on marijuina use found in Chaptar<é
* L * ‘ report. Some of tha data for Youth were inferred from Table 197 in Pa
< . tions of the report {not published in the main raport cited on the lat
. P 2 nationvide probability adwple of adults, and & aswple of young peopl
. ) duta found in thia chaptar pertain to frequancy of marijuans usage by
) ‘ expariance with it, circumstances of tirat use, reasons for terminatin
O * . those who havs had experfance with it, behavioral correlatea of mariju
E MC . , ! ' tion sbout ussgs if marijusna vers lsgal.
. . L4 v
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Dats
Ceog. Collection Sample
Reglon Technique " _Stze
Nationwide Interview and 2,405 Adulte:
self-edain.
questionnaire
-
. B
,
« -
Self-adain. 781 Youth
questionnaire

en; and Schrayer, Disne, "Public Attitudes Toward Marihuans,

tizawide Study of Bellefs, Information and Experience prepsred

on Marihuana and Drug Abuse by Response Anilyels Corporstion,

ty 1972. In Marthuana:

A Signal of Misunderstending, March

, GPC Stock Nuaber 5266-0002, $10.75 per two-voluze set.

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

Percentage of Fespondents
= Marifuans
. Ever Use Ever
~ Used Ko Used

A1 adulte: 15 5 Household cccupation:

Sex: Professional/techaical 22
Men 21 7 - Managerfoffictal 3%
Hoxen 10 3 Sales af -

Clerical 21

Age:

18-25 39 17 Craftssen/forensn i3
26~34 19 5 Oneratives 15
35-39 13 1 Service vorkers 15
40-49 7 0 Laborers 19
50~59 5 0

60 or older 4 0 Fermers 2

Race: Iacome: (family)
white 15 5 $4,999 or less 2
Negro 14 3 $5,000 - $9,999 15
Other 16 7 $10,000 - $14,999 17

$15,000 ~ $24,999 18

Education: $25,000 or more 15
8th grade or less 5 0
Some high school 11 3 Reglon:

High schocl gradusle 14 4 Northeast 20 -
Some college 25 8 North Central 19
College graduate ox beyond 21 6 South 5
Nov & student 4 23 West 21

Religion: Population density:

Catholic 21 7 Large metropolitan area 20
Protestant 12 3 Smaller metropolitas area 18
Jevw 29 10 Nonmetropoliten area 7

Marital Status: Type of area:

Never married 36 17 City or town 17
Now sarried 11 2 Suburbs 15
Divorced or sepsrated 22 11 Rural or other nonsuburban 7
Widoved 3 0

All youth: 14 [] Living Arrangeament:

Sex: Living with both natural parents 13
Male 14 7 Scme other living arrzagezent 20
Feaale 14 5

Regicn:

Age: Northeast 16
12 5 North Central 13
13 7 South 7
14 7 West 26
15 13 .

16 23 Pcpulation density:
17 33 Large setropolitan area 15
Sealler nctropolitan area 15

Educetion: § Nonmetropolitan area 13
8th grade-or less 8 4
9th end 10th grades 17
11th end 12th gredes 30

NOTES

. Summerized sbave sre the deta on msrijuans use found in Chapter & (pp- 942-958) of this
report. Some of the data for Youth were inferred from Tabls 197 in Part 2, Deteiled Tabula-
tions of the -raport (not publfshed in the m=ain report cited on the left). They are based on
2 netionwide probsbility sempls of edulte, and 2 sasple of young people age 12-17. Other
data found in this chapter pertain to frequency of marijuans ussge by those who hsve had
exparience with it, circumstances of firec uss, reasons for terminating use of marijusna by
those who have hed expsrisnce with i, behavioral correlates of narijusna usage end epecula-~
tion about usege if marijuans were legel.
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Date

Geog. Collection Skeple
Populaticn Surveved Regton Technique Size Ever Used Mar{iusna
Natfonal cross~ Nationuwile Inlerview 300¢C Tozal 62
section of students and (aporox.) Mer 65
iz .5, colleges question= wocen o 56
and universities naire Users Yho Say
1971, Thev Will Stop 21
Coc.para=  Ever Used: 1970
tive Data Total 47
Hen 51
Women 39
REFERENCE NOTES
Playboy, “"Student Survey: 1971, Playbov,

vol. 15, No. 9, pp- 118, 208, 210, 212,

214, 216, September 1971. the text.

drugs.

Schools were seiected randcaly in the £ive geographical areas of the country, i represent
the national average of piblic and private, large and szall, urbs: and suburban <olleges and
universities. Students were zelected to =ake up a natiorally representazive balence of zales
and females, fresh=en through senfors, and the correct ratio of business, arts, education,

Tabulated above are the data ou «<sug use found fn this paper.
correspond to data aot reported. In some cases, figures werc inferred from ststezents vade in
1971 are broken down by the follouing categories of use:

The data on marijuana for
1-3 tiaes, 4-9 tizes, and 10 times and up; rough b:ed«;o-ms are given for soze of the other

Percentsge of Respondeats

Itea ¥o.

A

LS vescaline’ Asphetamines BSarbiturates Cocaine Herotn
13 18 30 22 7 3
32 38 42 48 27 45
11 18 15

science, agriculture, and other “a¢adentc zajors.

Blanks in the tabaZatim -

. Percentages Based on Weighted Sample
Marifuava
Data Region Age Sex
Geog. Colleczion Sazple North ’
Population Surveved Region Technique Size Natfonal Scuth Central Northeast West 12-13 Years 14-15 Years 1617 Years Girls Boys
Youngsters 12 to 17 Natfon- Interview 498 Nonusers es 89 87 80 77
years of age. uide not interested in trying 87 74 64 78 72
May 1971, fnterested in trying 10 11 8 8 11
. Sxperimenters 9 S 7 13 10 3 11 14 8 11
Occasional users 3 2 / 3 3 6 <1 3 5 4 2
* Frequent Users 3 <l/ 3 4 7 0 1 9 2 4
Have Tried Other Drugs
LSD Asphetanines  Barbiturates  Herota  Glue 1 or 2 of the 5-drugs 3 or more of
Nonusers of Marijuana 1 1 I 1 3 2 L
Mari juana users
Experizenters 0 38 18 . 0 19 35 6
Occasiorcal and
frequent users 55 7% n 12 » 29 51 ]
REFERENCE *  NOIES )

Josephsor:, Eric; Haberman, Paul; Zanes, Anne: and Elincon, Jack, “Adolescent Marijuana Use:
Report on a National Survey". Prozuedings of the First International Conferenc? on Student
Drug Surveys, Mewark, New Jersey, September 12-15, 1971, pp. 1-8, published, 1972 by
Baywood Publishing Cozpany, 43 Central Drive, Farningdsle, New York 11735.

2.

»

Sumparized above are the data on drug use fouad in this paper (Tabi

based on 2 natfonal househoid probability sazple.

sauple vss dravn at random to be foterviewed,
varying complericn rates.

A single youngster in
Weights were used to tedu
Contidentiality of the respondents vsa sssur

defined as those who hed used marijusana no more than nine times, occssio
had used it 10- 59 tinmes, and frequent users s§ those who had used it 60
figures cited are based on a weighted sazple of 1701 (the actusl number 1

1
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Itea No. 4 ®

Ceog. z:tlelecuon Sazple N Percentage of Respondents
Region Technique Size Ever Used Marifjuana 1sp Megcaline Amphetasmines Barbiturates Cocaine ieroin
Jattonwide Interview 3000 Total 62 13 18 30 22 7 3 .
and 7 {approx.) Men .66 . M
question- Women 56
nalre Users Who Say :
They Will Stop 21 52 . 38 42 48 27 45
Compara- Ever Used: 1970
tive Data Total 47 11 18 15
Men S1 ¢« ¢ .
Wooen ~ 39
k
NOTES
by:  1971". Playbov. Tabul:ted‘abave are the data on drug use found in this paper. Blanks In the tabulation
B, 208, 210, 212, - correspond to dara not reported. lIn some cases, figures were inferred from statements made in
1. the text. The data on marijuana for 1971 are broken down by the following categories of use:
1-3 times, 4-9 tines, znd 10 times and up; rough breakdowns are given for sove of the other
drugs. -
Schools were selected randonly in the £ive geographical areas of the couwmntry, to represent
the natfonal average of public and private, large and stall, urban and suburban colleges and
uaiversitfes. Students were selected to mike up a nationally representative balance of males
acd females, freshmen through senfors, and the correct ratio of business, arts, education,
science, asritulture, and cther acadenfc majors.
Ites No. 5
3 Percentayen Based on Weighred Saszple
Marljuara ° -
Data Region Aze Sex Family Income
Collectior. Sample North Under $10,000- $15,000 °
Technique Size Natfonai South ventral Northeast West 12-13 Years 14-15 Years 16-17 Years Girls Boys $10,000 $14,999 and _over
Interview 498 Nonusers 85 89 87 80 77 ’ 94 86 81
* not interested in trying 87 74 64 78 72
intereszed in trying 10 Lu 8 8 11
Experimenters 9 9 7 13 10 3 11 14 8 11 4 11 9
Occasional-users 3 2 3 3 6 <1 . 3 H 4 2 2 1 6
Frequent Users 3 <1 3 4 7 1] 1 9 2 4 0 2 4
) - .

LSD Amphetanines

Have Tried Other Drugs et

Nonugers of Marijuana 1 1
Mar{juana users
Experizenters 0 38
Occasional and
fraquent users 55 7%

ul; Zanes, Anne; and Elfnson, Jack, "Adolescent Marijuzpa Use:
Procecedings of the First International Confererce ca Student

sey, September 12-15, 1971, pp. 1-8, pudblished, 1972 by

3 Central Drive, Farmingdale, Hew York 11735.

20
Q

Barbiturates Heroin Clue 1 or 2 of the 5 drugs 3 or more of the 5 drugs

1 1 3 -2 1
13 oo 10 35 6 -
7 12 37 29 s1

XOTES ‘

————

Summarized above are the data on drug use found in this paper (Tables 1 and 2). They are
based on 4 national household probability sample. A single youngster in each household in the
sazple was drasm 4t randos to be intervieved. Weights were nsed to reduce blas and adjust for
varying completion rates. Confidentiality of the re€ipondents vas assured. Experimenters are
defined as those who had ugsed mirijuana no more thar nina Liues, occasional users as thoae who
had ysed it 10-59 times, and frequent users as those vho had used it 60 or mere tiues. The
figures cired are based on a weighted sample of 1701 {the actual nusher interviewed wis 498):
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Percentage of Respondents

Narcotics

Dita Psyenss Anphe tavines
wog.  Collection Hunber of dari- delics Mothe- Sarbit./, Tranquil-
Population surveved egfon Technique fespordents Ever Used Jluana Yashish LSD O¢rax drine ftther  Scdatives izers Cocafne upfum Her
Zreshzen and Satfon- Self- 7,948 1970 30.7 20.5 6.0 7.0 6.8 13.7 15.4 18.8 3.3 ° 4.3 0.
iunlor:; enrol led wnde adein. 31.2 8_6"-’ “16.8
at 48 U. S, aneaynous Matc .
N N hed
collejes in qm:stlon- Samnle
sutuna 1969 natre 3,901 19767 27.6_ 8.4 4.5 5.6 5.2 123  15.8 19.6 2.6 3.4 O,
28.2 6.7 14.8 .
3,961 197} 41.6 27.6 7.7_10.3 9.1 18.4 22,4 27.3 4.5 5.0 0.
P " .
N : 43,7 12.6 2.7
Use
fluring
*  Acadenic
Year
7.948 1979 27.0 18.5 4.7 6.2 5.3 10.9 10.5 13.2 2.3 3.1 0.
. Lo .
v 27.6 7.4 12.9
‘ . Hatched
sanple -
3,961 1969-70 23.6 16.2 i%__ig’ M_j 9.7 13.0 1.6 2.3 0.
24.4 5.9 10.2
3,961 1970-71 37.3 23.2 5.2 7.9 ﬁ’..é—-sz_S— 12.1 16.2 2.3 2.9 0.
37.4 8.8 J15.7
¢ Regular «
Use .
7,948 1970 13.6 7.3 0.9 1.1 1.1 3.2 1.5 2.8 0.1 0.2 o7
N 13.8 L5 3.5
Matched - “
' S Sample |
g 3,961 1969-70 11.4 5.8 0.5 0.6 0.8 2.3 1.3 2.8 0.0 0.1 0.
it —————— e $ —
11.8 0.7 2.9
3,961 1970-71 19.7 3.2 0.8 1.0 1.1 3.0 2.1 2.9 0.1 0.0 0.‘
PSS A — . \
19.8 1.2 3.5 |
Use . _2
During 1
: 1969-70 “
Academic
Year
Small Schools  20.7 10.3 9.9 lO.}
farge Schools  31.7 ' 14.4 10.8 0./
Low Selectivity 22.6 12.4 10.6 0..
gh
Selectivity 38.9 14.0 10.2 0..
Public 26.1 13.3 8.4 0.
Private,y
Son-sectarian 48.4 17.8 12.2 0.
b Private,
Affflfated 21.2 9.2 10.4 0.

ALERNCE

2551, Peter H.o: Lroves, Y. Eugene; and
Lr.fatetn, David, Life Styles u.d Cnnpus

NOTES ~

Surmari zed above are the data on the extent of drug use fou
The tern “special subetanzes" Includes catnip, glue, nutaeg, am

1-4, 3-2, 3-3, 3-4, and 3-5).
"Regular Use" 1is defin

nitrite, gasoline, etc.. as well as sone regular prescribed medicines.

ad in this report (Tables 1-2,

Cersnnities: A “eport of a Survey of

- American Collepes and Universitfes
(1909-79; 1970-71). Final report on
resears h vonducted under Grant {16536
from the No'icnal Institute of ifental
Health vv Deparirentof Social felations, °
The .lohn. Hopkans University, November
1972.

use at least every week or two during the acadenic year. An fmportant feature of this study i
presence of a subsample in’ which responses for two years were individuslly matched. The sampl
frame included alout three-fourths of the four-yecar college population of freshnmen and juniors
the time of the Survey. Topics discussed in the report include fndividual transitions In drug
drug use incidence by school, node of use, factors affecting usage decisfons, legal contrnl of
use, and student life styles and attitudes.

O
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o

i Percentage of Respondents ltem Ko, §
Data Psyche- Amphe taaines } dareo.ics varcotle -
veog.  Collection iunber of ari- Jelfcs “tethe~ Barblv./ -Tranquil- Cough Spae. i
eved Region 'E‘echnlguc fespondents Lver Used Juana Fashish 18D Other drine Other Sedatives jzers Cocaine vplun Herofn Other Syvrups Subst.
Ratfon~ Self- 7,948 01970 10,7 20.5 6.0 7.0 6.8 13.7 15.4 18.8 3.3 4.3 0.6 5.1 - 3.5 4.0
d wide admin, . T . ——— e -
anoayrous Hatcied 31,2 8.6 16.8 .
question~ lw:'wnlc
o natre 3,961 970" 2.6 18.4 4.5 5.6 5.2 12.3 158 19.6 2.6 3.4 0.5 4.6 382 4.2
28.2 6,7 14.8 ' R
3,961 197 4.0 27.6 7.7 lO._]_ 9.1 18.4 22.4 27.3 4.5 5.0 0.8 7.0 44.2 6.0
) 3.7 12.6 2.7 .
Bse . .
Durine
Acadenic
lear
i 7,948 1970 27.0 18.5 4.7 6.2 5.3 10.9 10.5 13.2 2.3 3.1 0.4 3.2 22.5 T2t
e et e = ——————— v .
27.6 7.4 2129 © .
Jtatched
. Sanple
3,961 1969-7 23.6 16.2 3.4 4.2_ 3.8 8.5 9.7 13.0 1.6 2.3 0.3 2.8 22.0 3.0
y : 24.4 5.9 10.2 :
3,961 1970-71 37.3 ° 23.2 5.2 7.9 6.5 12.5 12.1 16.2 2.3 2.9 0.6 3.2 19.4 2.6
. ! 37.4 8.8 15.7 \
Revular . .
~ Use
v 7.948 1970 13.6 7.3 0.9 1.1 1.1 3.2 1.5 2.8 0.1 0.2 0«0 0.4 1.1 0.9
S D = ————. !
13.8 1.5 3.5 .
R Matched
hd Sanple
3,961 1969~70 11.4 5.8 0.5 0.6 0.8 2.3 1.3 2.8 ° 0.0 0.1 0.0 0.3 1.0 1.3
g —————— ———— e —— -
11.8 0.7 2.9
3,961 1970-71 19.7 8.2 0.8 1.0 1.1 3.0 2.1 2.9 . 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.3 1.0 1.1
s i | et .
‘ 19.8 1.2 3.5
Use
. Duting .
1969-70
R Acadenic
. Year
Small Schools  20.7 19,3 9.9 , 0.2
Large Schools 3.7 14.4 10.8 0.5
Low Sclectivity 22.6 12.4 10.6 0.2
Hgh
Selectivity  38.9 14.0 10.2 0.5 ,
Public 26.1 13.3 8.4 0.4
“ Private, s
r Son~sectarfan 48.4 ' 17.8 12.2 e ! 0.6
’ Private,
b Affiliated 2.2 9.2 10.4 0.3
. .
AOTES
,; Groves, W. Eugedei amd Summrized above are the data on the extent of drug us'c found fn this report (Tables 1-2, 1-3,
d,.Life Stvles and Canpus 1-4, 3=2, 3=3, 3-4, and 3=5). The tern "special substances" includes catnip, glue, nutney, anyl
Peport of a Survey of nitrite, gasolfne, otc., as well as sone regular prescrived redlcines. "Regular Use" is defined as
es—and Universities use at least cvery week or two during the acadenic year. An+importiant feature of this study s the
71). Final report on presence of a subsample in which responses for two years vere individually matehed. The saopling
ted under Graat %il6536 frame Included about three-fourths of the four-year college population of freshomen and junlors at ’ -
al Institute of fental the time of the survey. Topics discussed In the report include Individual trangitions fn drug use, ’ |
tnent of Social telations, e drug use Incidence by school, mode of usc, factors affecting usage decisions, legal control of drug
ns Unlvcmlty‘, Novenber use, and student 1life styles and artitudes,

- .
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_Lerpen,

Ce,nlation Survered

Students {n 38 4. 8,
colle ses and unfveridties
VIt student bodies of
over 233, and ffve junlor
celleve 17D,

LeSUNCT .

#, .
[y
A
[2)¢
data o
Geol. Collection ' Sample
depdon Techufque Size
aationuide Self-adnin. 5,050
anonynous
' question-
nalre

are .1 .orget, .eanncth J.; and lorse, Stanlev .,

*Lorrelates of  ar, juana Use arona College Students.”
.oumal of .i:nlied Locfal (svchology, Jol, 2, o, 1,

pne 1-16, 1972,

3dJ

_schools, questionnaires were adninistered in a varfety of ways g

Estinmated Percentape

Mallucinogens St
Lver Used =~ “luri juana (LSD, mescaline) D¢
A1 Studaats . 36,7 ' 11.7
siortheast 44,4
South 26.7 N
tideut 28.2
lest 46.9
IS
Large zchools 44.5 ‘
2uall Lciooly 32.0
.

Public Schools 38.0'
rivate Schools 33,4
Jdonsectarfan 40.0
Protestant 19.0
Catholic 34.0
All-nale Schools 5.5
All-fenale Schools 311
Co-educational Schools 33.9

‘fale Students 41.4 e

Fenale Students 24.5
School Selcctivity
fost competitive 55.6 a -
Yery conretitive 45.6 T
Coopetitive 32.5
lLeast corpetitive 23.2 ’
Junfor Ccllege 27.0
NOTES

Tabulated above are most of the data on the éxtent of drug
The terns "larse” and "suall" for school size refer respectivel
5,000 stidents and these with under 5,000. Percentages arc als
rarijuana use broken dowm by certain student characteristies.
of father, political and religfous affllfations, social disaff$
asnirations and achievenents, year in school, and major arca of
fluence of the Vietnam war is ciscussed,

The results are based oa a randon sample fron the indicatd

nall, racdom distri>ution in domitory rooms, adninfstration td
classes, and adninfstration by nembers of the psychology or sog

subsequert analyses of the data, nethod of admlnistratlion did 1
sifnificant amounts of the varfance in responses.

(N
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Tren do. 7.

Data - « Ertinated Percentape of fopusatfon
* 6Geo3. Collection sample Halluctnogens Stimulants and Herofn and/or
:‘_o‘ulntion ‘urv.e ced tepfon Technfaue Size Lver Ured ‘larf juana (189, nescal ine) Depressants Cocaine
stadents {n 38 2. 3%, watfonuide Self-aduin. 5,050 I.ll Students 36.7 11.7 8.2 1.9
colleses and univerifties AOAVROoUR :
Wit studenat bodles of wuestion= ortheast 44.4
over 233, and tive lualer aafre douth 26.7
colleses 1370 . 1idrest 28.2
lest R 46.0
large . chools 44.5 .
faall {chools 32.0 -
Public Schools 38.0
Private Schools 33.4
lonsectarian 40.90 - 7
Protestant 19.0
Catholic 34.0 . )
*n
_ All-nale Schools 57.5 .
All=fenale Schools 31.1
~ ) ' Co-educatfonal Schools 33.9 ’
*fale Students 4l.4 R
Fenale Students 24.5
{ School “electivity
Jost coopetitive 55.6
Yery conpetitive 45.6
Coopetitive 32.5
lecast corpetitive 23.2
. Junfor Ccllege 27.0
Toouae: : HOTES

{ergen, ar i
veorrel ites ot ariinama Use wons Cellexe “tudents.
_ouraal of . clied fuefal iscchiology, ‘el 2, lo. kb
jp. 1-16, 1372,

orpen, scaneth .5 aad lorse, Ttanley J.,

Tabilated above arc most of the data on the extent of drug use found fn this paper.
The tems "large™ and “suall" for school size refer respectively to schools with over
5,000 strdents and those with under 5,000. Percentages arc alse given in the paper for
rarfjuani use brolen down by certain student characteris.lcs. These fnclude cducatfon
of father, politfcal and relipfous afftliations, socfal disaffiliation, cducational
asntrations snd achievevents, vear tn school, and major arca of Jtudy. The generfc in-
{luence of the victnas war is dfscussed. B

The results .re hased on a randonm sample froa the {ndicated population. Hithin
schools, questfonnalres were administered fn a varfety of ways, including use of college
nafl, rardom distridution fn domitorv rooas, administratfon to lirge heterogencous
classes, and adninfstration »v menbers of the psychology or sociology departzents. In
subsequert analyses of the datu, cethod of adainistration 41d not prove to account for
stgnificint azounts of the varfance fn responses.




Data

Populstion Geog. Collection Sample
Surveyed Region Technique Size
Boys starting tenth Natioawide Individually . 1,571
grade in public high administered
schools in the questionnaire

continental U, S. in
.- fall 1966 (class of
) 1969)

REFERENCE
Lol

Johnston, Lloyd, Drugs and American Youth, A report from the
Youth in Transition Project, Institute for Social Research,

)
P The University of Michigan, Ann Arbor, lfichigan, 1973. *
i
O v

Nearly every day

Once or twice a week

Once or twice a month

3-10 times a year

Once or twice a year

Never used 7

A
97

.

(V-2 NI o

1
.8
.6
.3

During the Year After
High School

Nearly every day 2
Once or twice a week 6
Once or twice a month 7
3-10 times a year 5
Once or twice a year 11
Never used . 65

NOTES A

Cited above are the detailed data on drug use found in t
and 2-2). Marijusna includes hashish; hallucinogens include
etc.; amphetanines include pep pills, bennies, Speed, and up
include yellow jackets, red devils, and downers., The two qu
above data were asked at the sace time, which means that the
retrospectively, & year after the najority of the class had g

In nuch of the discussion in the report, the use catego
"regular use", "occasional use", and “experimental use', with
cosbined inte “more than experimental use" for all of the dry
marijuana, Major toplcs discussed in the report include pat
use, drug use pattems across time, attitudes of youth toward
and intelligence related to drug use, drugs and the high sch
taken after high school, and policy implications.

-




Geog.
Region

W
h Nationwide
gh

in
f

rugs and American Youth, A report’fron the

Project, Institute for Social Research,

Data
Collection
Technigue
Individually
adninistered
questionnaire

Michigan, Ann Arbor, Hichigan, 1973.
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Sample
Size

During High School Years

1,571

Hearly every day

Once or twice a week
Once or twice a month
=10 times a year
Once or twice a year
Never used

During the Year After
High School

Nearly every day

Once or twice a week
Once or twice a nmonth
2-10 times a year
Once or twice a year
Hever used

NOTES

Itea No. _8

Percentage of Regpondents
Marijuana Hallucinogens Anphe tanines Barbiturates Hervin'®

1.4 0.4 0.8 0.2 0.3
4.9 0.7 1.1 0.5 0.3
4.1 1.7 1.8 1.6 0.4
3.8 1.6 2.6 - 1.6 0.4
6.5 2.4 3.7 2.3 0.4 -
79.3 93.1 90.0 93.7  98.2
2.6 . 0.2 0.2 0.1 0.4
6.9 1.0 1.5 0.7 0.4
7.8 3.0 3.0 2.1 0.2
5.9 3.1 4.2 2.0 0.3
11.0 4.1 5.0 3.8 0.9,
65.7 88.7 86.1 91.2  97.7

Cited above are the detailed date on drug use found in this report (Tables 2-1
and 2-2). Marijusna includes hashish; hallucinogens include LSD, mescaline, peyote,
ete.; anphetanines include pep pills, bennies, speed, and uppers; and barbiturates

include yellow jackets, red devils, and downers.
above data were asked at

the same tizme, which means that the first question was asked

The two questions.yielding the

retrospectively, a year after the majority of the class had graduated.
In much of the discussion in the report, the use categories are abbreviated into
"regular use”, "occasional use", and “experimental use", with the first tio of these

combined into “more than experim2ntal use" for all of the drug categories except

nari juana.” 'ajor topics discussed in the report include patterns of multiple drug
use, drug use patterns across time, attitudes of youth tosard drug taking, background
and intelligence related to drug use, drugs and the high school experience, paths
taken after high schecol, and policy isplications.
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35 9

Percentage of Respondents

. Data .
Bopulation GCeog. Collection Marijuana Lsp Azphetanines Barbiturates
Surveved  Reglon Technique Any Use During Past Year 1970 1971 192 1313 1970 1971 1972 197 1970 1971 1972 197 1970 1971 1972 19
Junfor and Pacific -Anonymous” Males = - —_— e == — e mme— cwas S e
senior high questfonnaire  Seventh Grade 9.9 17.6 17.2 20.0 13 2.7 2.7 4.0 3.7 5.3 5.2 )6 3.4 5.8 S.1 S
school Eighth Crsde 22.5 29.1 33.3 3. 4.9 63 1.1 1.6 9.5 10.9 12.0 7.5 9.6 11.0 10.7 9
students in Freshzan, 3.1 44.5 43.9 S1.2 10.9 12.5 12.2 4.6 13.8 18.0 16.9 14.6 12.5 16.8 11.9 13
gan Mateo Sophomore 44.9 49.7 51.9 S6.1 17.0 16.1 17.6 13.8 18.5 19.5 22.8 20.) 16.6 16.8 16.0 15
ounty, Juntor 48.9 57.9 8.0 S8.5 18.5 21.2 18.0 21.] 20.7 24.6 21.8 2.5 17.3 19.8 1.7 1S
Californta Sentor 5009 SE.6 60.8 Bl.0  17.4 20,9 21.2 20.2 18,8 26.7 25.8 211 144 18.5 15.4 14
Years 1970,

1971, 1972, Fezales ’
and 1973. Seventh Grade 12.6 12.6 13.2 15.0 0.9 2.3 2.5 2.8 2.8 5.9 6. 2.7 3.1 S.4 4.8 4
Eighth Grade 25.8 26.4+29.2 31.5 4.0 6.2 6.4 7. 8.2 13.1 k.6 7.8 7.7 12.2 1.1 10
Freshaan 3.9 40.5 39.0 47.0 9.2 11.7 12.0 13.8 17,4 22.5 21.7 16.6 % 18,0 13.7° 14
n Sophomore 42.1 48.1 49.3 S1.9 15.0 13.6 1.5 15.7 24,4 26.8 27.4 21.4 20.¢ 15.1 17.2 15
Junfor 42.6 S0.2 52.4 S55.3 12.4 15.0 15.4 16.4 22,3 25.6 28.1 23.0 15.0 17.9 15.6 15
. Sentor 48.4 43.3 S53.0 S7.2 11.9 12.2 13.7 n.a\ 20.2 22.8 2.4 20.8 13.9 15.0 .1 11
- Used Ten ar More Tizmes *
. During Year
Maies
Seventh Grade 2.7 5.3 5.8 6. 0.2 0.9 0.8 1.0 0.6 1.3 1l 1.1 0.5 1.2 1.2 1
Efghth Crade 10.3 14.6 17.2 16.3 49 2.0 2.0 1.9 2.8 3.5 b4 2.4 2.3 37 30 2
Freshman 19.6 26,2 26.8 1.9 4.3 44 37 48 4.2 6.3 5.3 5.3 3.9 5.5 3.2 S
Sophomore 28.7 33.3 36.8 19.6 6.5 5.9 6.0 5.5 5.8 7.0 8.5 7.1 4.8 5.7 5.5 &
Juntor 3.1 42,3 412 43D 7.3 8.2 60 1.0 8.2 0.6 9.2 1.8 6.6 7.7 S.
Senfor *35.2 433 45.0 45.4 7.0 7.3 7.2 6.2 7.2 10.7 10.9 7.8 s.0 7.2 5.8
Fezales
Seventh Grade 1.6 &1 46 5.2 0.1 0.2 0.5 0.6 0.6 1.3 1.4 0.6 0.4 1.0 0.8
& Efghth Grade 6.9 12.3 141 1.8 0.8 1.3 1.6 1.2 2.1 3.0 4.7 1.9 2.1 35 2.7
> Freshzan 16,2 23.3 23.0 22.6 2.2 30 30 3.0 s.4 7.6 8.5 5.6 4.6 5.3 3.5
Sophomore 26.3 31.0 32.2 129 5.8 40 43 30 9.3 11.0 1.1 8.5 7.7 6.2 5.
Juntor 26.2 32,9 35.7 36.6 3.2 39 40 4.0 8.3 11.2 12.5 9.7 4.5 6.8 4.5
Senfor 15.3 30.5 35.5 7.8 2.6 3.0 3.5 3.5 7.8 10.4 1.4 9.9 4.6 5.3 4.0
M %
Used Fifty or Hore Times t
During Past Year J
Males ‘
. Seventh GCrade MONA A ) NA  NA KA 0.6 ¥4 NA NA 0.8 BA  NA HA
Efghth Grade A NA MA 9.8 SA NA KA 0.9 MA KA ONA 102 SA KA NA
Freshman 1.6 17.2 15.9 20.3 2,0 2.0 1.3 2.2 1.9 2.9 2.3 2.7 1.8 2.6 1.4
; Sophomore . 19.2 23.2 25.5 27.9 2.3 2.7 2.3 2.2 2.6 3.0 3.6 3.1 2.3 2.5 2.8
Juntor 23.5 30.3 28.2 31.3 2.6 3.9 2.2 2.9 3.9 4.8 3.6 3.6 3.6 3.8 2,2
Senior 22.0 *31.9 3.7 2.4 2.6 14 2.8 2.6 3.4 0 5.6 5.4 4.b 24 37 2.
Females 1
Seventh Grade NA NA N 222 MA NA NA 0.4 MA ¥A NA 0.4 NA  NA NA
Efghth Crade NA ONA NA 7.5 M NA NA 0. SA NA NA 0.6 NA  NA  NA
Freshzan 7.2 1.6 12.5 12.8 0.7 1.0 1.1 14 1.6 2.5 31 23 1.5 1.5 1.3
Sophomore 14.0 17.0 19.1 18.8 1.4 1.4 1.4 0.5 3.8 4.0 4.5 3.5 3.0 23 L9
Juntor 14,6 19.4 29.7 20.4 0.8 & 13 11 2.9 4.6 S 40 1.7 2.7 2.0 |
Senlor 15.3 18.5 20.4 20.4 1.0 1.0 1.2 1.0 2.7 4.3 L9 4.l 1.5 2.2 1.4
KA = Information Not Available «
REFERENCE NOTES

San Mateo County, California,
Surveillance of Student Drug
Use. Preliminarvy Surmary-
1973, The Rescarch and
Statistics Section, Depart-
zent of Public Health and
Welfare, 225 37th Avenue,
San Mateo, California

95403, June 22, 1973,

Tabulated above sre the data in this report on the use of 1llegal drugs obrained through durveys sade in 1970, 1971, 1972,
definitions and methodology. The report also gives corresponding figures for narijusna, LSD, and aaphetamines for the years 19
of respondents were roughly {n the range between 2,000 and 3,000 per class/sex group in each year. Apparently the technique ue
present on a glven day in the_participating schools. The questionnaire, reproduced {n the reports is very shert, regquesting on
to perait the making of tabulations of the type indicated above.

Particularly noteworthy in these surveys ts the fact that usage is defined In zelation to a specific tize perlod (thﬁy
Atso, the Cozparable nature of the surveys {rom year to year cnables longitudinal cosparisons to be made.
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Itea No. JO

o Data
Geog. Collection $mple B Percentage of Respondents . ot
Population Surveved Regicn Technique S$ize Hartluana Hallucinogens Acphetaaines  Barbiturates Narcotfss  Glam
Students fn the ninth South 102«f tena Crade 9: 1800 Rever Tried
and eleventh grades Atlantic w®elf-adain. Grade 11: 798 Grade 9 3.7 90.1 85.6 85.8 “G96.3 B2,
in the Prince Ceorges questions 11 59.7 85.2 81.6 831.1 G4 83,1 -
County, Maryland natre Tried But Quit .
Junior 3ad Senfor Grade 9 8.8 4.1 7.0 1.5 2.4 LN
Righ Schools. 1 1.1 8.0 0.1 8.2 5.5 9.3
Jay 1972, I . Use_Once a Menth
Grade 9 .2 4,0 3.4 5.1 .6 1.¢
11 11.1 4.4 5.4 5.4 1.1 0.9 -
Use Once a Veek
Grade 9 7.0 1.6 1.7 1.3 .5 ah
11 12.5 L5 2.3 1. Q.3 0,2
Use Every Day '
Grade 9 3.3 0.2 0.3 (U] 0.2 0.3
1} 5.6 0.0 0.6 0.5

REFERENCE XOTES

!;nld.l. Poter 8_.* ParentePeer Croup Relatfonships ant The data presented above were derfved froa the nusbers Riven in Tabie 3 of this sepote,
conage Drug Use. Final Prosress Report on Public within cach junfor and senfor high school in the school systen, ¢lasses were seiected ran-
Health Service Snall Research Grant Y. ROI-DA-00148, dozly for adninistration of the questionnaire. The resulting sazples conntituted approxi-
l_nnnule of Crininal Justice and Criminology, aately 15 percent of the ninth grade and 8 percent of the eleventn grade student popula-
z:;.l:eulty of Marvland, College Park, ‘larvlund, no tions. Steps were taken to inkure the xnonysfty of the respondents. A copy of the

questionnalre 5 appended to the paper.

1tes Noo 33

Percentage of Zk-agmdox\u'

Data ital lucinogens Stisulants Depressants  lard Jarcoticye .
Populstion  feop, Collection “lunber of tarijuana  (LSD, 'fesea~ (Amphetanines,  (Sleeping (Herofn, Oplum, Clue, Gan, N
Survesed Reglon  Jechnfque Respondents (Hashish) 1ine, cte.) cte.) PLlls, ete.) ete.) _Svelvents *
Students Hountatn Anoav-ous  Approximately  Hever Used 81.6 93.0 89.) 87.1 97.6 LN ] o
tn prades question= 10,900#* mce 4.6 2.6 1.5 St 1.0 4.9 -
7-12 n natre 2-5 times 4.2 1.6 3.0 4.9 n.e B Y
58 ~chwoly 6~10 times 2.4 1.0 1.5 1.3 0,4 0,7
fn 29 ‘tore than 10 tinmes 7.5 1.8 2.8 2.1 0.5 1.2
scio0} . .
districes *  varfcs slightly by drug wype
in tital,
Aprdl 26, )
1312.
LN 0Tk . )
« utah state bHvard eof bducatha, "tas - The us1Z¢ categories in the data cited abovi coffespond to tae responne chufees for the questior
1972 stateride Irep Aasesmcrant.” "Hoe often have vou evperinented wvity tehe indfcated) drugn ™ uthar questlons for which tespnises are

oo, 16 po,y Ltan dtate soard of tabulated in the rerort pertain to recency of 1gat Us€, age At which sse was started, s at whbch nye

wdusation, Divisfon of wneryl was S2opped by those who were users and quit, and reasoms tor se of aenuse of drags. hoee of these

bducastion, 140 Lalversits u. questions served as Interal checks o0 the reliability of the responses. The survey al-.  btafeed .

Buf lding, ~11t fa'e City, Ltan fnformatfon on opinfons reparding tae dangers involved in drug use, knowledsr of avatlabioity of drup-, “
84111 tociles in which drups are nost often used, and opinfons reparding leavs fof the control o drugs.

The report states that schools participating in the assessmenct administered the »utve. fnatriment t
all stadents at the ware tine without prior announcement. Howvever, there §5 no o2, %ern ol OV the . o
partds tpating schools vere selected. (3 representative of the Utal S5tate bBoard af Pdusation has 1adfcated ™
n a private communicazion, that schools wiihin cooperating districts wvere randosly Jdrwn ) Approxisately
655 survey sheets were discurded because they were grossly inconsistent, defaced, fncugplete, o rad
“disrepard @y answers” as the response to a question designed to check on response relfabilfty,

. qu .
ERIC . . .

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:
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and credibility of tha results were bu
this report is the compari
vhich vas conducted in an

.

son betveen

; Data . \ Percentsge of Res
Cuog. Coraunity 5 Collection Number of ‘ Halluctnogens Azphet— Barbit-
Population Surveyed Eagion Type Technique Respondents JMariiuana _(incl. LSD) ~ amines ~ urstes
All. juntor and senior South Metropolitan gh-1tez 32,995 Ever Used: Gr. 7 9.1 4.2 5.5 4.0
high school students Atlantic self-adnin. L4 for. 8 17.1 8.5 11.3 8.6
in 44 public and pri- questionnaire, @y Gr. ° 26.1 12.9 15.9 12.0
vate schools in the . 4 Gr. 10 30.0 14,1 17.9 13.8
. Charlotte/Mecklenburg v ’ L Gr. 11 3.7 15.4 18.5 13.5
- community of North Gr. 12 .39.6 16.9 19.5 13.7
Carolina. N Total 24,5~ 11.2 14.0 10.6
March 15, 1972, ’ . .
- . Over a Year
. ’ . . w Since Last Used:
. or. 7 <1% 11 ° L7, 1.2
. . - Gr. 8 2.4 1.6 2.2 1.9
> . M . Gr. 9 3.6 1.8 2.8 2.5
. , Gr. 10 3.6 2.4 3.8 2.7
. - . Gr. 1 4.3 2.9 4.0 2.9
. Gr. 12 4.7 3.4 IR
N ~—z
N Sex: Male 29.2 13.2 15.3 12,0 ;
. . . Fezale 20.1 9.4 12.9 9.0 .
& - . » . - H
Race: Black 18.2 ¢ 5.8 7.2 7.1 ;
. oo . hite 26.2 12.5 16.0 m.2
. . -
. o, « Frequency of Use: )
o \ . Have Tried 9.0 52 6.7 5.6
S . Use Occasionally 7.7 - 3.4 4.5 3.1
R . Use Fl:lcqucntky 7.8 2.6 2.8 1.9
~ - ‘
REFERENCE NOTES - -
& Mcleod, Jonnie H. and Grizzle, floria A , Alcohol snd Other Drug Usage Among Junior and This survey vas based on responses received froz students vho werd
8w Sentor High School Students in Charlotte-Mecklenburg Prepared for Community Drug Action day and vere villing to participate. Appropriste staps vere taken to
Cormittee, Charlatte-Mecklenburg, North Carolina, b the Institute of Covernzent, University respondents and also of schools. The analys{s of the dats included p
of North Carolina at chapel Hill and Charlotte Drug Edocation Center, Charlotte, North of logically 1 istent T , and for the detection of consistd
f  Caralina, Jund 19, 1972, & statement of usage.. Sode comparisons vith relevant 1969 data are givg
P . , on "Ever Used” and "Over a Year Since Last Used™ enable some conclusi
- of users who have stopped using drugs. Somc sttention is given in the
. N -
. -
- Data . Percentage of Reapondents
. . Geog. Coxzmunity Collection Sazple . N ines Barbi .
Population Surveved . Region Size Technique Size School Level Usage Harijvana 1sb Asphetanines Barbiturates
N . ? e. 1369 1972 1969 1972 1963 . 1972 1969 1972
All students Grades 7-12 South Not Stated 251-1ten 2,922 Juntor Hizh  Never Used 33.3 87.0 96.7 96.4 96.4 95.9 96.7 96.1
in the Montgomery County, Atl. self-aduin, . Tried but Quit 2.7 . 5.9 0.7 1.3 1l ‘2.0 0.3 1.5
Maryland, Public Schools. questionnaire - Once/Month 1.5 3.2 0.3 1.0 0.4 ,0.8 0.3 1.1
January 1972 . 0 Once/Week 06 2.6 01 03 01 03 0.1 0.7
) Every Day 0.0 0.9 0.0 0.3 ves 03 00 0.1
. No Response 1.8 0.6 2.2 0.7 20 w6 22 05
. Senior High Never Usid 79.7 8.7 92,1 85.7 90.3 84.7 30.8 85.4
‘ o Tried but Quit 7.3 14.5 2.2 8.8 ~.5 8.9 &, 8.3
. . - Onceltonth 4.3 109 2.1 2.8 2.1 3.4 1.9 3.5
- once/Veek 4.3 10.8 472 1.1 08 1.2 02 13
* Every Day 2.8 4.5 0.4 0.1 04 06 03 02
. No Response 1.6 0.6 2.2 1.3 1.9 1.3_ 2.0 1.3
. ) (MoF1Juana usage vas reported by specific grade ind by eex for ths
- 1
REFERENCE . NOTES |
Elseroad, Homer 0. and Goodman, Saauel M., Teenagers’ Attitudes Tovard the Use of Drugs, ° Thic sufvey vas based on a 5 percent random sapple from the terg
, Alcohol, and Cigarettes. Montgomery County Public Schools, Rockville, Maryland, Augus: 31, stratified by school, grade, sex, and attendance sections. The pard
t1972, - respndents had the opportunity to vithdrav their children if they @
) . were taken to assura the students %hat np onc vas selected for persa
Q anonymity of the individual respondents vas preserved. Interual che

11t into the questionnaire, A
the 1972 dats and the mesults.
essentislly ident{csl manner.

S
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Data
.. Ceog. Community Collection Nusber of
Region Type Techatque Respondeats
South Metropolitan 80-ftex 3z,995
Atlantic self-adain.
~ . questionaaire
&

zle, clorii A ., Mcohol and Other Drug Usagze Amorg Junior ssd

s in Charlotte-Mecklenburg. Prepared for Community Drug Action

enburg, North Carolina, by the Iastitute of Covernment, University
Hill acd Charlotte Drug Education Center, Charlotte, North

Iten No. 12
Percentsge of Respondents
Hallucinogens Acphet—  Barbit- Used
Mari4{unana {incl. ESD) azines urates Opistes Inhalsnts Needle
Ever Used: Gr. 7 9.1 4.2 5.5 4.0 % 3.3 18.7
Cr. 8 17.1 8.5 11.3 8.6 . 5.1 19.7
Gr. 9 26.1 12.9 15.9 12.0 6.8 20.8
Cr. 10 30.0 14.1 17.9 13.8 7.6 17.4
Cr. 11 34.7 14.4 18.5 13.5 7.0 13.5
Cr. 12 39.6 16.9 19.5 13.7 1.5 11.9
*  Totsl 24.5 11.2 14.0 10.6 6.0 17.5
Over 3 Year
Since lLast Used:
Cr. 7 1.7 7 1.1 - L7 1.2 1.1 7.9
Cr. 8 2.4 1.6 2.2 1.9 1.2 7.8
Cr. 9 3.6 1.8 2.8 2.5 1.7 9.1
Cr. 10 3.6 2.4 3.8 2.7 1.7 9.1
Cr. 11 4.3 2.9 4.0 2.9 1.5 8.0
Cr. 12 4.7 3.4 4.5 3.6 1.7 1.2
Sex: Male 29.2 13.2 15.3 12.0 7.5 20.2 6.3
Fexale 20.1 9.4 12.9 9.0 4.6 °15.0 3.2
Race: Black 18.2 5.8 7.2 7.1 5.0 12.7 6.1
.'..m:e 26.2 12.5 15.0 11.2 5.9 18.9 3.9
Frequeacy of Use:
Have Tried 9.0 5.2 6.7 5.6 3.4 12.3
Use Occasionally 1.7 3.4 4.5 3.1 . L4 3.3
Use Frequently 7.8 2.6 2.8 1.9 1.2 1.9
NOTES *

This survey vas bssed on responses received from students who were
day and wvere willing to participate. Appropriste steps were taken t. ,
respondents scd slso of schools. The snzlysis of the dsts included pr
of logically inconsistent, responses, and for the detection of consistent ~rstatement or over—
statement of ussge. Sose cosparisons with relevant 1969 data sre given in the report. The data
on "Ever Used” and "Over a Year Since Last Used” enable soze conclusions to be drawn sbout cuabers
of users vho have stopped usipg drugs. Some sttention is given in the report to maltiple drug use.

~ atterdance on the given
ve the anonymity of
es for the detection

- Iten No.13
Data Percentsge of Respondents £
Teog. Cozzunity Collection Sazple \ ol
v:gion _ Technfque * st sch Usag Marijusna 1sD Acphetauines Barbizurstes  Heroin ue
seaton Sae schniqe = chool Level Aas 1969 1072 1969 1972 1969 1972 1969 1972 1969 1972 1969 1972
South Not Stated 251-1tes 2,922 Junior High  Never Used 93.3 87.0 95.7 96.4 964 95.9 96.7 956.1 96.6 98.2 91.7* 92(;
Atl. self-adzin. Tried bur Quit 2.7 5.9 0.7 1.3 1.1 2.0 e.8 1.5 0.4 O. g.g o-
quastionnaire Oace/Month 1.5 3.2 0.3 10 04 058 03 1.1 0.1 02 - .6
Orce/Week 0.6 2.6 0.t 0.3 0.1 0.3 0.1 0.7 0.0 0.2 0.4 0.3
Every Day 0.0 0.9 0.0 0.3 0.0 0.3 0.0 0.1 0.0 0.3 0.2 0.1
No Response 1.8 0.4 2.2 09 2.0 0.6 2.2 0.5 2.9 0.7 1.7 0.9
Sentor High  Never Used 79.7 58.7 92.1 85.7 0.3 84.7 90.8 85.4 95.1 95.5 90.7 91.1
8. Tried but Quit 7.3 145 2.2 8.8 4.5 8.9 4.8 8.3 1.2 1.9 6.4 6.2
Once/lonth 4.3 10.9 2.1 2.8 2.1 3. 1.9 3.5 0.2 0.6 0.6 0.5
Once/Week 4.3 10.8 1.2 1.1 0.8 1.2 0.2 1.3 0.2 6.1 0.2 0.
Every Day 2.8 4.5 0.4 0.1 0.4 0.6 0.3 0.2 0.4 0.2 0.2 0.
No Response 1.6 0.6 2.2 1. 1.9 1.3 2.0 1.3 2.9 1.7 1.9 1.7
(Marijusna usage vas raported by speciffc grade snd by sex for the two years.

n. Saauel M , Teenagers' Attitudes Toward the Use of Drugs,
Montgopery Couaty Publfc Scheols. Rockville. Marylard, August 3,

Q
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NOTES
This sutvey vas based on 3 5 percent rardom sazple from the target populstior,

stratified by scheol, grsde, sex, and sttendance sections. The pareats of potratial
respondents had ths opportuaity to withdraw their children 1f they so desired Steps
wete taken to sssura the students that no one w1s s2lected for parsonal reasots, and
snonyatty of the individusl respondects was pre.erved, Intemmal checkn on the vslidity
and credibility of the reeults were bufle into the questionnalre. A specisl feature of
tnls report is tha codparison between the 1972 dsta 8nd the results Of a 1969 survay,
which vas conducted Zn an essentislly identical samner. -




Data
Ceo3. Collection Saaple
fopulat fon Su rvc‘v_n-d Regl Lo Techn fgue _St l_z__c_ Year Crade

All Junior and Senior South 4l-1tea 17,348 1971

High School Students Al sp1€-adain. 7 Users:
in the Duval County quest torvalre Quitters:
Public Schools, Yonusers:

Jacksonville, Florida, ’ Users:

Spring, 1571 and °
spring, 1972 Quitters:
* ) Nonusers:

» 9 Users:
Quitters:
Nonusers:

19 Uscra:
Quitzers:
Nonusers:

11 Users:
Quitters:
Nonusers:

12 Users:
Quitsers:
. Sonusers:
16,046 1972 7 Lsers:
Quitters:
Nonusers:

8 Users:
Quitcers:
Nonusers:

-67=
-]

Users:
Quitters:
Nonusers:

10° Users:
Quitters:
Nonusers:
.

11 Uscrs:
Quizrers:
Nonusers:

12 Users:
Quicters:
Nonusers:

REFERENCE

Duval County School Board, Jacksenville, Flerida. Drug and Alcohol Opinionnaire and
Usage Survey, Grades 7, 8, 9, 10, 1}, 12, Spring 1971; Spring 1972." Prepared by
Research and Program Evaluation Section. Curriculuz Division, Duval County School
Board, Jacksorville, Florida, May 1972.
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ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

.
14

Percentage of Respondents

fialluci~  Azphet- Barbit- Heroln o

Yarfjuaca Hashish Mescaline nogeas asines atates  Morphine
T{T“.LFT M F M F N8 F H F M F ™ F

5.7 2.8 5.2 1.4 3.4 0.4 2.6 0.6 3.4 2.8 4.2 3.8 2.1 0.
4.2 0.7 1.6 0.2 1.0 1.2 2.3 2.3 2.3 2.1 4.7 3.9 2.1 0.
89.7 95.6 92.8 98.1 ¥5.6 98.4 94.0 96.4 94.1 94.7 91.3 92.2 95.9 98.!
7.9 4.7 5.2 2.8 '.5 2.5 3.4 2.0 5.7 5.2 5.7 5.6 2.5 1.
4.2 2.9 2.2 1.5 1.8 1.3 2.8 2.1 2.8 3.6 4.9 5.1 1.6 1.
87.2 91.5 92.1 95.0 94.5 96.2 91.7 94.7 91.3 91.2 89.0 89.2 95.6 97.:
1o 9.6 6.4 4.0 5.5%4.4 4.9 3.8 2.9 1.3 1.7 9.3 3.4 '
5.2 5.6 3.4 4.7 3.2 1.8 5.0 3.1 4.7.8.1 6.510.5 3.4
20.5 83.9 90.1 90.2 9i.1 93.7 89.4 91.1 87.2 84.2 85.9 79.8 93.1
16.5 11.2 2.6 5.2 5.5 4.2 5.9 4.2 9.3 9.7 9.6 9.4 3.6
65 5.7 5.4 3.9 4.4 4.6 5.0 4.8 5.7 7.1 6.4 10.9 1.6
75.4 82.2 84.0 90.0 90.2 91.3 86.5 88.1 85.0 83.1 84.0 79.4 94.5
22.9 14.5 13.7 8.3 7.4 5.9 S.8 3.6 8.1 8.1 8.6 9.5 2.7
10.9 2.3 6.4 4.7 8.0 5.5 9.6 5.9 9.5 9.3 10.211.3 1.8
65.3 77.1 72.2 86.3 84.7 89.5 1.9 88.0 82.1 82.5 81.0 78.9 95.2
28.7 14.5 8.4 8.9 12.1 4.8 $.2 5.0 12.6 7.8 11.6 9.1 4.2
12.8 2.6 6.1 4.0 o.9 4.0 9.6 4.0 5.5 7.2 12,8 1.6 2.6
$7.6 77.G 74.7 85.3 81.1 91.3 78.9 87.9 3.3 83.9 75.0 82.5 92.6
9.9 3.6 6.0 l.4 2.5 0.7 3.8 1.4 4.7 3.0 6.5 5.} 2.7 0.
5.8 3.2 2. 1.1 2.0 0.4 2.2 0.9 4.0 2.3 5.1 4.0 2.0 0,
83.0 91.4 30.5 6.3 ¥3.9 98.9 $3.3 97.5 90.8 25.5 87.9 $1.0 94.9 ©5.!
10.8 8.8 5.8 3.5 3.3 2.5 3.2 3.3 5.1 4.4 4.2 .7 1.9 0.8
5.6 5.1 3.0 2.9 1.9 3.6 2.8 2.3 37 5.6 a.4 6.° 2.3 1.
82,5 85.7 90.9 93.8 94.252.9 93,7 93,1 51.2 90.4 90.9 £6.0 95.3 9/.]
24.8 17.7 11.7 55 7.3 6.1 ©.3 5.3 1.3 11.3 10.5 12.6 3.6 1.]
7.5 5.8 4.7 3.7 <1 4.2 4.6 4.7 5.€ 3.3 7.4 8.8 22 2.
66.5 75.8 83.0 87.5 98.3 89 & 87.2¢ AR.9 8%.5 81.3 B1.% 28.4 93.6 96.
29.7 19.6 13.4 8.6 8¢ S$2 7.3 4.8 8.5 9.6 3.9 12.7 3.2 1.l
9.0 6.4 6.4 3.6 7.3 S.4 2.8 4.6 9.2 10.510.6 12.1 4.5 1.4
59.2 73.0 77.8 86.7 82.2 22 9 32.1 90.) 81.4 80.2 79.3 75.0 90.8 97.(
32.7 18.0 15.6 10.9 2.1 5.0 6.1 4.7 7.410.9 7.313.0 29 2.]
10.3 1.4 6.3 6.7 7.6 8.3 7.3 6.2 8.0 11.4 8.310.9 2.8 2.1
55.9 69.9 77.6 62.0 83.%1 6.7 84.9 87.0 83.9 77.5 32.8 75.9 93.9 $5.7
36.6 21.6 19.6 10.1 10.6 5.0 8.5 2.5 12.6 95 11.% il.9 4.2 1.8
10.6 10.2 8.0 8.3 9.1 7.91913 8.1 9.511.0 9.9 10.7 3.4 1.3
51.7 67.4 71.6 70.6 79.8 86.8 79.5 87.0 771 7S.1 77.2 76.7 91.7 96.5

* M denotes Male respondents.
F denotes Female respondents.

soTES

Presented above i a condensation of the Jata on druy use found
user categories are broken dovn as follows.

Users: *Just about every day”, “about once a week", and “a
Quittera: “... used to quite a bit” and "did once or txice
Nonusers: “no, but I would" nnd "no, and 1 don't want to.

The figures cited above were nbtained by sumalng the cortesponding f1
Failure to add to 100 percent within sets is due to the omission of t
tion, plus possible rounding error, which together affect the results
In both years, two grades verc fully surveved, while the remaind
the ratio of approximately onc out of every ten students). In 1971,
surveyed and other grades were randonly sanpled. In 1972, grades 9 a
other grades were randonly savpled. Steps vere taken to preserve the
The report consists, of tabular presentations of resules, plus sove gr
the accuracy of the resp and the parison of the Tesponses in
asked to answer a quecstion on the accuracy of thelr responses, “to end
on the extent of unreliable responses. An ‘nteresting feature was th
a mythical drug ("Do you tave AFCY"). llowever, no Interprctation is-
queation; they Are slaply presented with the other tabvlations.

44




Data
Ceog. Collection Sazple
Repion Technique Size Ye st Grade
South 41-{tea 17,548 1971
Atl. self-adain.
questionnaire
8
9
M 10
11
12
16,046 1972 7
! 8
9
10
, 11
12

ard, Jacksonville, Florida,
7, 8, 9,10, 11, 12 Sprin;

Evaluation Section, Curriculus Division,
Florida, May 1972.

1971; Spring 1972.

ERI

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

Users:
Quitters:
Nonusers:

Users:
Quitters:
Nonusers:

Users:
Quitters:
Yonusers:

Users:
Quitters:
Nonusers:

Users:
Qitters:
Nonusers:

)
T Users:

Quitters:
Nonusers:

Users:
Quitters:
Nonusers:

Users:
Quitters:
Nonusers:

Users:
Quitters:
Nonusers:

Users:
Quitters:
Nonusers:

Users:
Quitters:
Nonusers:

Users:
Quitters:
Nonusers:

prug and Alcohol Opinionnaire acnd
Prepared by

Duval County School

percentage of Respondents ~.

M dcné;es Male respondents.
F denotes Female respondents.

HOTES

Presented above is a condensation 2f the data on drug use
user categories are broken down as follows:

Users: "just sbout every day”, "about once a week, and *'about once & ronth”;
Quitters: ... used to quite a pit" and "did once or twice”; and

Nonusers: "no, but 1 would” and "no, and I don't want to'.

The figures cited above were obtained by sux=ing the corresponding
Fatluyre to add to 100 percent within
tion, plus possible rounding error,
In both years, two grades were fully surveyed, while the resainder
the ratfo of approximately one out of every ten students). in 1971,
surveyed and other grades vere randonly s.mpled.
other grades were randonly saspled.
The report consists of tabular pregentations of results, plus some graphs,
the sccuracy of the responges and the :ompari<on of the responses tn the two years.
asked to answer-a question on the accutacy-of *nuir-responses, to enable some
on the extent of unreliable responses. An interesting feature was the
a mythical drug (Do you take AFCT").

figures given in the

question; they are simply presented with the other tabulations.
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Halluci- Amphet— Barbit- Heroin or

Marfjuana Hashish Mescallne Rogens_ . amines  urates  Morphine ~ Oplum Cocaine Inhal

W Fk, 0 F M F M F~ N F M ¥ N F H F M H
5.7 2.8 5.2 L& 3.4 0.4 2.6 0.6 3.6 2.8 4.2 3.8 2.1 0.4 2.9 1.2 1.9 0.4 3.6
2 07 1.6 0.2 1.0 1,2 2.3 2.3 2.3 2.1 4.7 39 2,4 0.7 2.0 0.7 1.5 1.2 9.6
89,7 95.6 92.8 95.1 95.6 98.4 94.0 96.4 94.1 94.7 91.3 92.2 95.9 98.8 94.9 98.2 96.7 98.4 86.3
7.9 4.7 5.2 2.8 3.5 2.5 3.4 2.0 5.7 5.2 5.7 5.6 2.5 1.1 2.8 1.3 2.7 1.2 5.9
42 2.9 2.2 15 1.8 1.3 2.8 2.1 2.8 3.6 4.9 5.l 1.6 1.0 1.7 1.2 1.6 1.3 8.6
87.2 91.5 92.1 95.0 94.5 96.2 91.7 94.7 91.3791.2 89.0 89.2 95.6 97.8 95.2 97.4 95.5 97.3 85.3
13.6 9.6 6.4 4.0 5.7 4.4 4.9 3.8 1.9 7.3 7.7 9.3 3.4 2.1 4.5 3.1 47 2.1 6.0
32 se 3.4 6.7 3.2 1.8 5.0 3.1 47 8.1 6.510.5 3.4 1.2 4.5 3.0 4.2 1.9 8.2
0.5 83.9 90.1 90.2 91.1 93.7 89.4 91.1 87.2 84.2 85.9 79.8 93.1 96.1 91.1 93.3 91.1 95.5 85.9
16.6 11.2 9.6 5.2 5.5 4.2 5.9 6.2 9.3 9.7 9.6 9.4 3.6 1.6 4.2 19 &9 2.0 3.7
65 $.7 5.6 3.9 6.6 4.6 5.0 4.8 5.7 7.1 6.4 10.9 1.6 0.9 2.6 2.7 2.3 1.6 10.3
797 82.2 84.0 90.0 90.2 91.3 86.5 88.1 85.0 83.1 84.0 79.4 94.5 97.5 93.5 95.4 92.8 96.1 85.2
22.9 16.5 13.7 8.3 7.4 5.9 5.8 3.6 8.1 8.1 8.6 9 s 2.7 0.9 3.8 1.9 3.3 1.6 3.3
1009 7.8 6.6 4.7 8.0 5.5 9.6 5.9 9.5 9.310.211.3 1.8 1.2 4.6 3.3 3.6 2.611.2
65.3 77.1 79.2 86.3 4.7 89.5 81.9 88.0 82.1 82.5 81.0 78.9 95.2 97.6-91.3 94.3 92.7 95.7 85.1
28.7 14.5 18.6 8.9 12.1 4.8 9.2 4.012.6 7.811.6 9.1 4.2 3.6 6.5 3.3 5.5 3.0 3.2
12.8 7.6 6.1 5.0 6.9 3.0 5.6 4.0 85 7.212.3 7.6 2.6 0.9 53 1.6 4.1 2.3 8.9
S76 77.0 76.7 85.3 81.1 91.3 78.9 87.9 78.3 83.9 75.0 82.6 92.6 95.3 86.8 94.0 89.7 93.9 87.2
m9ms&oL4Lsm7La1AAJ3365542J0J2J0J343§SA
58 3.2 2.0 1.1 2.6 0.4 2.2 0.9 40 2.3 5.1 4.0 2.0 0.9 1.3 0.7 1.1 1.2 9.8
83.0 91.4 90.6 96.8 93.9 98.9 93.3 97.5 90.8 94.5 87.9 91.0 94.9 98.5 95.6 98.6 94.2 98.0 84.2
0.8 8.8 5.8 3.5 3.3 2.3 3.2 3.3 5.1 4.4 42 67 1.9 0.8 2.6 1.7 3.0 2.1 6.3
o6 51 3.0 3.9 1.9 3.6 2.8 2.3 3.7 5.0 4.4 6.9 2.3 1.2 1.6 1.2 1.2 1.411.46
82.5 85.7 90.9 91.8 94.2 93.9 93.7 9.1 91.2 90.4 90.9 86.0 95.3 97.7 95.8 96.7 95.6 96.0 81.2
2.8 17.7 11.7 8.5 7.3 6.1 €73 5.310.311.310.512.6 3.6 1.7 4.6 2.3 4.8 2.7 3.8
75 58 4.7 3.7 41 4.2 4.6 4.7 5.6 7.3 7.4 8.8 2.2 2.1 3.1 3.1 3.9 2.613.7
66.5 75.8 83.0 87.5 88.3 89.6 87.9 88.9 83.5 81.3 8.4 78.4 93.6 96.0 91.8 95.46 90.8 94.3 81.4
29.7 19.6 13.4 8.8 8.5 5.2 7.3 4.8 8.5 9.0 8.912.7 3.2 1.4 5.4 2.0 3.8 2.0 2.3
9.0 6.4 6.4 3.6 7.8 5.4, 7.8 4.6 9.210.510.6 121 4.5 1.4 3.3 1.8 4.7 1.811.6
59.2 73.9 71.8 86.7 82.3 83.9782.1 90.1 81.6 80.2 79.3 75.0 90.8 97.0 89.8 95.7 89.9 95.9 85.7
2.7 18.0 15.8 10.9 9.1 5.0 6.1 4.7 7.410.9 7.813.0 2.9 2.1 3.1 2.3 4.3 2.4 3.6
10.3 5.6 6.3 6.7 7.6 8.3 7.3 6.2 8.01L4 8.810.9 2.8 2.1 4.3 4.5 4.9 2.8 9.0
.55.9 69.9 77.6 82.0 83.1 86.5 84.9 87.0 83.9 77.5 82.8 75.9 93.9 95.7 92.2 92.6 89.6 94.3 86.3
6.6 21.6 19.6 10.1 10.6 5.0 €.5 3.512.6 9.511.81L9 4.2 1.8 5.1 2.6 6.6 2,6 5.2
o6 10.2 8.0 8.3 9.1 7.9 10.3 81 9.51L0 9.910.7 3.4 1.3 4.8 5.1 4.7 2.6130.4
51,7 67.4 71.6 70.6 79.8 86.¢ 79.5 87.0 77.1 79.1 77.2 76.7 91.7 96.5 88.9 94.4 87.9 94.3 83.5

report.

L
found fn this report, in wiich the

scts i8 due to the onisston of the "no response” classifica-
which together affect the results by a fraction of one percent.
were randonly sampled (in
g*ndes 8 and 11 were fully
fn 1972, grades 9 and 12 were fully surveyed and
Steps were taken to preserve the anonymity of the respondents.
and brief comments on
Students were
Judgrent to be made
inclusfon of a question on
However, no {nterpretation s given of the results of this
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Data

Population Geog. Collection  Number of
Surveyed  Keglon Tecamique  Respondents
Students, East 17-1ten 7.432
grades 7 Morth  “salf-adnin.

through Central question-

12, in the saire

efght local

school

districts

of

Shiavassee .

County, @

Michigan &

Januarv 1972.

Hobley. Jack and Harrison, James M.,
Drug and Alcohel Abuse {in Rural
Td-"Tichigan. Cornission on Alcolio]
and Drug Education (C.A.D.L.) o
Shiawassee County, iichigan,
3hiawassee County Intemmediate
School District, Coruana, ilchigan
48817, farch 13, 1972.

O

RIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

Experdrentation
ales: Age 12
13
14
15
16
17
18
Total
Ferales: Age

Tota
Yae
Hales:  Age 12
13
14
15
16
17
18
Total
Ferales: Age

Tota

NOTES

12

13

14

15

16
v

18
1

12
13
14
15
16
17
18
1

Mar fjuana

4 1 0.5 0.3 0.3 1 4 0.5 0.5
7 2 2 2 1 3 é 0.7 0.7
i2 5 3 3 1 5 6 0.7 2
23 10 7 7 3 9 12 2 3
34 18 9 13 5 15 |0 3 7
37 21 12 15 6 18 17 4 9
42 26 14 17 8 17 29 6 1
22 11 6 8 3 10 1L 2 4
2 0.9 0.4 0.9 0.4 2 3 0.4 0.4
6 2 2 1 0.7 5 5 0.5 0.8
13 4 4 4 2 9 10 1 2
18 7 5 7 2 13 13 2 3
28 15 9 12 4 20 21 2 S
26 . 15 8 1~ 4 16 18 2 5
24 13 8 M 7 18 14 4 9
16 8 5 6 2 11 12 1 3
1 0.5 0.5 0.3 0.3 0.3 1 0 0.5°
4 1 0.2 1 0.7 1 2 0.2 0.3
7 k] 2 2 0.6 2 3 0.3 0.7
16 7 4 4 2 5 6 0.8 1
27 13 7 9 4 9 10 1 4
27 14 8 10 3 13 13 2 5
32 18 12 12 6 11 14 3 8
16 7 5 5 2 6 6 0.9 2
1 0.4 0.2 0.4 0.4 0.7 1 0.2 0.4
3 0.8 0.2 1 0.3 2 2 0.3 0.5
8 3 2 1 0.4 4 5 0.9 0.9
13 3 4 k) 1 9 8 0.9 1
21 10 7 8 2 14 14 1 3
20 12 6 8 3 11 13 0.4 4
18 1l 3 8 4 9 10 1 4
11 5 3 4 1 7 8 0.7 2

Tabulated above arc the da
of the indicated drups once, occasienally, or frequently. "Jse" refers to the last two of these categorics,
viz.. occasionally or frequently.

The questionnalres vere od

tion of the count

Va

Since abse

fs all that could reasonahly be
advance. and anonvnity of the respondents was assured.

40

Percentage of Respondents
Mesca- Pailo- Barb{~
tashish 15D _liume cvbin_ Speed turates Heroin Opiunm

ta on tllega! drugs found in this report. "Experimentation"

rinistered to 7,432 students, censtituting 88 percent of the
nteelsm on any given day will run about 12
expected on any day of the school year. The survey was not

ltem No. 1S

=
Glue
Cocaine Sniffing

-« 1 12
2 13 -
2 13
4 13
6 15
7 13
10 13
4 13
1 10
19 1
3 11
3 13
s 10 °
4 7
7 6
3 10
0.5 4
0.7 3
0.7 3
1 5
2 6
5 5
7 .5
2 5
0.7 . 3
0.7 3
1 4
1 6
3 3
2 3
3 1
2 4

refers to the use

yrade 7-12 popula-

percent, the 88 percent participacion

acnounced in

|
|
i
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{
Data Percentage of Respondents -
Population fSeoy. Collection Sample Jard fuana 15D Hallucinogens Amphetanines Barbiturates Traunquilizers Opd
Surveved Region Technique  Slze Ape M LT § F B £ M F " F . F K
. Students dew Question- 8,846 12 4.0 1.9 1.0 0.2 5.6 2.1 2.2 0.9 2.2 2.1 1.9 0.7 1.2
- in grades England naire 13-14  R.2 1.0 3.3 3.8 .7.1 7.3 4.3 6.1 6.2 9.1 3.1 4.3 2.3
7-12 in 15-16- 30.3 27.6 9.3 7.5 16.0 12.4 1.0 1.5 9.5 13.1 | 5.7 1.1 6.0
New 17-18 4.0 32.8 14,2 8.0 20.9 12.6 14,4 14.5 11.9 12.6 6.8 8.4 9.2
Hanpshire 19+ 38.5 7.1 19,2 7.1 2.7 1.4.3 21.2 7.1 19.2 0.0 15.4 7.1 13.4
5 schools. Total 25.2 2.7 8.1 5.8 138 9.9 9.2 9.5 8.6 10.7 5.0 5.9 5.4
1972 * s
% f denotes ‘lale respoadents. ~
¥ denotes Fenale respondents. N o
—_— . ,
REFERENCE NOTES M
New iampshire, State of, "Govemror's The figures presented above pertain to users (within the previous six months) of t
Comittee on Drug Abuse Data Collection.” Thev have been inferred, as Percontages of the numbers of respondents of cach sex in ea
irco, 14 p., State of lew Hampshire the numbers fiven in Table & .~ this report. The total numbers of respondents of each
Department of iealth and Velfare, sroup are given in Chart 1 in ta® report. The schools (56) were randomly sclegted and
September 14, 1972, randon sarpling of students by gra e was designated by the school administrator. No de
questionnaire or its adninistration are given.
In addition to the school survey, the report also describes an fnvestigation of a
| drug users. N
]
I . .
. »
pata Percentage of Respondents
i Geog. Coraunity Collection Sample Use in Last Year Hallucinogens Amphet-
Population Surveyed Region  Size (Pop)  Technique Size Grade  (Nugber of times) Year ____H;:““‘;:& M .I_‘§9.F H_—.Othc; ___;“‘“0;
All students in Grades West Small City 12-ftem 1519 in 1971 10 1-2 1971 10.7 8.1 3.8 4.1 3.5 6.7 5.9 6.2
10-12 at. Parkway North (11,000) self-adnin. 1570 in 1972 1972 7.1 5.5 4.5 7.0 7.8 8.4 5.9 3.3
West Senior High Central questfonnaire 3-9 1971 3.2 5.3 1.9 1.4 3.9 2.4 2.3 2.9
School in Ballwin, answer~d on 1972 5.2 4.0 2.6 1.9 3.6 5.9 2.9 4.8
Missouri. computer 10 1971  12.7 9.6 3.4 5.5 3.5 4.3 3.4 3.3
1971 and 1972 card. 1972 18.3 14.3 3.6 2.2 55 2.5 1.5 1.l
1 1-2 1971 7.0 6.0 2.4 4.9 3.4 4.9 6.8 6.5
1972 6.8 8.6 5.0 2.7 5.4 6.6 4.3 6.6
3-9 1971 3.7 1.6 4.8 1.2 59 2,0 2,5 3.3
) 1972 5.6 5.8 3.9 4.6 4.5 5.0 4.3 2.3
10+ 1971 19.9 12.9 4.8 2.4 5.1 3.6 4.2 1.2
1972 20.5 14.8 3.6 2.3 5.0 5.0 4.6 2.3
12 1-2 1971 9.7 6.5 3.9 3.4 4.5 5.0 7.1 6.8
. 1972 9.0 8.2°7.0 4.110.3 8.2 8.2 5.6
3-f 197 7.9 7.5 5.7 1.4 6.3 2.5 3.1 2.5
1972 7.0 4.6 4.9 1.8 4.9 0.9 3.3 28
10 1971  18.4 15.1 7.9 1.9 9.4 2.0 5.2 1.0
1972 26.0 15.6 S.7 1.8 3.3 3.2 3.3 2.3
% M denotes Male respondents.
F derotes Female respondents.
REFERENCE LOTES
The procedure used in this survey was to ask the students during &
z:::sz si;:"éf;li:;"l;:ﬁuﬁ H;isg::r!:atzgghl.\sslsunr Principal, Parkway West to respond to a 12-item questionnaire by recording their answers on an
’ ’ of fundividual respondents was preserved. Except for abucntces on the
were received from all members of the target population.
~
O 4&) v

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:




Itea No. 16

Data Percentage_of Respondents

' Geod. Collection Sample . lariluana liallucinogens Apphetomines Barbicyrates Tranquilizers Oplates Inhalants
Regfon  Techninue Size Are e ¥ R ¥ 3 F Y F Bl F M )

Jew Question~ 8,846 12 4.0 1 5. 2,

England naire 13- 12.2 3

15-16  30.90 7

2

7

1

iy

0 2 2 4
6. 6. 9. - 4
9 3 5

2 4

w2

—td B W O

7 7
6. 2

0. 2
. 2. 4
. 3 9

.

. 1

’ 17-13 410 .
1%+ , 38.5

Total 25.2 2

.
.

1

4
. 7. 9.
9. 8.

s
O I~ S

0. 5
10. 5

% 1 denotes ‘lale respondents.
® denotes Female responcents.

hire, State of, “'Governor’s The figures presented above pertain to users (within the previous aix months) of the indicated drugs.
ee on Drug Abuse Data Collection.” Thev have been inferred, as percentages of the nuzbers of respondents of cach gex in each age group, f1 3
14 p., State of lew Hampshire the nunbers given in Table 4 in this rcport. The total numbers of respondents of cach sex in each age

nt of Health and Uelfare, group are given in Chart 1 in the report, The schools (56) were randomly selected and a proportionate

er 14, 1972. < , randon_sampling of students by grade was designated by the school adninistrator. No details on the

questionnafre or-its adainistration are ziven.
In addition to the schonl-survey, the report also describes an fnvestigation of a population of 1565
drug users. ) -~ -

Item No. 17
\ < .
Data . percentage of Respondents
Community Collection Sample Use tl;n Last zcar ‘ vart ll:;ll)ucinoggn: Amghet- Barbit- ont Iahal
" Size Grade (Nunber ol ¢t mes) Year Har juana LSD ther amincs urates plates ansd
Size (Pop) Technique. S T Mk F% M | . ] ¥ M ¥ M [ M “F- M F
Small City 12-item 1519 in 1971 10 1-2 1971 10.7 8.1 3.8 4.1 3.5 6.7 5.9 6.2 3.1 2.4 2.8 3.4 4.8 5.3°
(11,000) sclf-adnin. 1570 in 1972 1972 7.1 5.5 4.5 7.0 7.8 8.4 5.9 3.3 4.9 3.3 6.2 7.0 2.9 9.2
nfral questionnaire 3-4 1971 3.2 5.3 1.9 1.4 3.9 2.4 2.3 2.9 1.9 1.5 2.0 1.5 3.7 2.1
f answered on 1972 5.2 4.0 2.6 1.9 3.6 5.9 2.9 4.8 1.3 4.4 0.9 1.4 2.2 03
computer 10 1971 12.7 9.6 3.4 5.5 3.5 4.3 3.4 3.3 1.6 1.9 3.2 0.9 2.0 2.6
card. 1972 18.3 14.3 3.6 2.2 5.5 2.5 1.5 1.1 2.6 11 1.3 0.3 1.3 0.3
1 1-2 1971 7.0 6.0 2.4 4.9 3.4 4.9 6.8 6.5 5.4 4.0 &.8 4.6 5.1 50
’ . 1972 6.8 8.6 5.0 2.7 5.4 6.6 4.3 6.6 3.2 5.4 4.6 4.3 2.8 5.0
3-9 1971 3.7 1.6 4.8 1.2 5.9 2.0 2.5 3.3 1.8 1,2 2.2 0.0 2.3 2.9
1972 5.6 5.8 3.9 4.6 4.5 5.0 4.3 2.3 3.2 1.3 17 1.4 0.0 0.0
10+ 1971 19.9 12.9 4.8 2.4 5.1 3.6 4.2 1.2 1.3 1.2 1.3 0.0 1.7 0.0
1972 20.5 1:4.8 3.6 2.3 5.0 5.0 4.6 2.3 1.9 1.2 17 0.7 1.7 0.0
12 1-2 19711 9.7 6.5 3.9 3.4 45 50 7.1 6.8 6.4 3.1 3.6 3.0 4.0 2.0
1972 9.0 8.2 7.0 4.110.3 8.2 8.2 5.6 4.9 4.1 4.1 L4 5.3 4.l
3-9 9 7.9 7.5 5.7 L4 63 2.5 3.1 2.5 0.0 1.0 1.8 1,5 13 0.5
1972 7.0 4.6 4.9 1.8 4.9 0.9 3.3 2.8 3.6 1.4 3.3 0.9 1.2 09
10~ 1971 18.4 15.1 7.9 1.9 9.4 2.0 5.2 1.0 4.0 10 1.5 1.8 1.8 0.0
. 1972 26.0 15.6 5.7 1.8 3.3 3.2 3.3 2.3 2.4 1.4 17 1.4 08 0.4
B % M denotes Male respondents.
. F denotes Female respondents.
NOTES
. The procedure used in this survey was to ask the students during a selected home~base .pexiod
H;.lsl;z:rintzggill.\ssistant Principal, Parkuay Weat to respond to a 12-icen questionnaire by recording their answers on an IBM answer card. Anonymity
* of individual respondents was prescrved. Except for absentecg on the day of the survey, responses
were received from all members of the target population. ,,-')
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Data ° Hesca-
Population  Geo§. Collection Number of 1bA, line or Amphet- Barbi-
Survezed Region  Technique Regpondents < Hashish ctc. Peyote amines turates

Students Pacific 18-item 15,634 Use At least Once
in grades self-adnin. " Grade 6
6 through question= 7
12 in all nafre 8
51 schools 9
of the 10
Anchorage 11
Borough 12
School Total
District Use Ten or iore Times
and {n the Grade 6
10 schiools
located at 8
Clmendorf 9
Alr Force 10
Base and ) 11
Fort 12
Richardson Total
Amy Base, Use Once or More This Heek
Anchorage Crade 6
Alaska, 7
Hovember 17, 8
1971. 9

100

11

12

Total
Use Four or ltore Tinmes This Ueek

/ Grade 6
7

8
9
19
11
12
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Greater Anchorage Borough ficalth The above are the data on the use of fllegal drugs found in Tables 3 through @

Departrient, Drug Use as Reported tion MDA, ctc.” denotes MDA, Psilocybin, S$TP, DT, DET} "hard narcotics® denotes I

by 15,634 Anchorage, Alaska “other drugs” refers to any drug or drugs not listed in the questionnaire. Tables

tudonts In orades Six Through figures for the use of Darvon, methadone, non-prescription stinulants, non-presgrig

Tweive--1971. {iheo, 33 p., prescription tranquilizers {5 well as alcoholic beverages and tobacco)., Table 7 f

Greater Anchorage Borough Health nunbers and percentages of 4tudents using a drug at least once and ten or more tinme

Department, Anchorage, Alaska, use.

1971. . The questionnalre was administered to the students present fn school on the d/
were taken to maximize.the validity of the responses and to casure the anonynmity o
of 17,189 completed questionnaires were received from an estimated 97.4 percent of
present on that day. After screening, 15,634 questionnaires were considered usabl
89 percent of ail students present, and about 81 percent of all students enrolled
surveyed. '

13
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Ttem No.o 18

Percentage of Respondents

Data Hari- Mesca- Hard
n  Geog. Collection  Nunmber of Juunn MDA, line or Amphet- Barbi- Nar- Sol- Other
Begion  Technfque  Respondents or ML MUashish 1SD etc. Peyote anines turates Cocaine cotics vents Drugs
Pacific 18-ften 15,634 Use At Least Once
sclhl'-ndn(n. Grade 6 3.4 1.0 0.9 0.3 0.5 1.4 1.0 2.5 - 0.5 10.0 1.8
question= : 8.7 3.3 2.2 1.5 1.9 3.3 2.3 2.3 1.0 11.6 2.4
naire 8 21.2 10.4 7.1 3.7 1.5 11.6 7.5 3.9 2.6 2i.3 4.5
1s 9 2.4 17.2 12,4 6.4 13.7 16.6 13.0 6.2 3.7 21.2 5.3
. 10 39.5 23.8 17.1 10.9 18.4 21.4 15.5 7.9 6.6 20.0 5.1
11 45.9 30.6 21.8 14.0 24,5 25.1 19.2 9.3 8.2 19.4 5.4 .
12 45.7 32.0 18,7 13.4 2201 25.0 17.5 9.5 9.1 14.5 5.0
Total 24.0 14.1 9,7 5.9 10.6, 12.8 9.4 5.3 3.8 16.6 4.0
Use Ten or More Times .

e Grade 6 0.8 0.2 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.2 0.2 0.5 0.1 2.7 0.4
1s 7 3.5 1.0 0.5 0.3 0.4 1.0 0.6 0.8 0.3 3.8 0.8
at 8 9.9 3.6 2.3 1.0 2.6 3.4 2.1 0.8 0.7 7.7 2.1
£ 9 17.7 ‘8.0 4.8 2.0 5.5 6.4 4.5 1.4 - 0.9 8.0 2.5

« 10 - 25.4 12.1 8.4 3.6 8.7 9.3 5.94 2.4 1.9 6.7 2.9

11 30.4 16,9 12,2 4.1 12.4 11.9 4 7.2 2.1 1.6 5.5 2.2
12 31.2 18.6 10.0 5.2 10.5 < 1.8 6.7 2.4 2.8 4.2 1.7
on Total 14.1 6.8 4.4 1.9 4.7 5.2 3.2 1.3 1.0 5.5 1.7
. Use Once or ore This Week
‘ Grnde 6 L 0.3 0.1 0.2 0.1 0.1 0.0 0.1 0.4 0.1 1.0 0.1
7 1.5 0.5 0.4 0.3 0.3 0.7 0.3 0.5 0.2 1.2 0.3
1, 8 5.8 1.9 1.0 0.3 L0 1.1 0.8 0.4 0.3 2.4 0.5 :
9 12.0 3.3 1.9 0.7 1.5 3.1 1.5 0.4 0.4 2.1 0.8
? 10 15.5 4.4 3.2 L.1 3.0 3.6 1.8 1.0 0.5 1.3 -0.9
. 11 21.0 6.2 3.7 L4 3.2 3.9 1.3 0.9 0.8 1.1 1.0
12 20.5 7.8 3.2 1.3 2.1 4.0 1.1 1.1 0.7 0.8 0.6
Total - 9.0 2.8 1.6 0.6 1.4 2.0 0.9 0.6 0.4 1.5 0.6
Use Four or lore Tines This Week
Grade 6 0.2 0.1 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.3 0.1 0.4 0.1
7 0.5 0.3 0.1 0.2 0.1 0.3 0.2 0.3 0.1 0.7 0.3
8 1.9 0.6 0.2 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.5 0.5
9 4.5 1.3 0.4 0.2 0.5 0.7 0.3 0.1 0.2 1.0 0.8
10 B 6.4 1.3 0.7 0.1 0.6 1.0 0.4 0.1 0.1 0.6 0.9
11 8.1 1.8 0.6 0.2 0.6 1.1 0.4 0.4 0.3 0.6 1.0
¢ 12 9.3 2.1 0.7 0.3 0.3 1.1 0.6 0.8 0.6 0.4 0.6
Total 3.6 0.9 0.3 0.1 0.3 0.5 0.2 0.3 0.2 0.6 0.6

E HOTES .

Anchorage Borough Health The above are the data on the use of f11egal drugs found in Tables 3 through 6 in this report. The nota=
nt, Drug Use as Reported tion "DA, ctc." denotes DA, Psilocybin, STP, DMT, DET; “hard narcotics” denotes heroln, morphine or opium;

4 Anchorage, Alaska “other drugs" refers to any drug or drugs not listed in the questionnaire. Tables 3 through 6 also give

in Grades Six Through {igures for the use of Darvon, methadone, non-prescription stinulants, non-prescription tranquilizers, and
1971. :fimeo, 33 p., prescription tranquilizers (as well as alcoholic beverages and tobacco). Table 7 in the report gives the
Anchorage Borough llealth nunbers and percentages of studente using a drug at leaot once and ten oY more times who indicated continuing
nt, Anchorage, Alaska, A use. ’

. The questionnafre was administered to the students prescnt in school on the day of the survey. Steps

were taken to maximize the validity of the responses and to ensure the anonymity of the respondents. A total
of 17,189 completed qu~<tionnaires were roceived from an estimated 97.4 percent of the students listed as

© present on that day. After screening, 15,634 questionnaires were considered usable., This represents about «
89 percent of all studenmts present, and about 81 percent of all stulents enrolled in the seven grade levels
surveyed. °
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Leog.
Fopul:ation Sureeyed Reglon
Students fa 35 (1970)_  West
and 56 (1971) sccondary South
schools (Grades 7-12) Central

in the Houston Indepen=
dent School District,
Texas.

December 1970

December 1971

KLFERENCES
{1} Hays, F.

[} dhys, t.
191", e,

ol
ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

Ray, "lhe lucadan
St Jumeph Huspital Mcdicaf Surgical Journal, Vol. 6,

Comaunity
size (pop)
City (1,6/8,000)

50

Data

Collect fon
Toghintque
88-ftce
self-adnin,
questiounnaire
with a separ-
date answer
sheet

—
Kumber of
Respondents  Year
5,819 1971
2,908 1970

wt Dray Abuse Asung Secondary School Studanis in Houst m.
Nos, 182, pp. 52-39, Sprinp 1971,

Ray, "The lucidence ob Drug Abuse Among Secondury School Students in Houston,
Joseph Honpital Medical Surgical fouraal, Vol. 7, pp. }46-152, 1922,

' Pereentage of Respondcuts
Opiates
Marijuang  Hadlucinugens  Stimulants Barddiwate,  Cocalne
HA e M ¥ H a4 H ¥ H] 3
Fver Used:
Gr. 7 7.6 6.3 3.5 3.8 6.5 4.6 5.5 3.0 3.0 1
Gr. 8 19.7 12.3 8.2 6.b 14.5 1.8 11.% 9.9 6.9 4
Ge, 9 33.8 22.4 12.2 9.2 22.4 18.5 12.9 15.0 9.5 17
4 Gr. 10 37.6 25.6 15.2 12.7 24.4 21,3 19.3 19.3 130 2
Gr. 11 47.6 2912 20.9 14.8 27.2 20.9 20.1 17.4 131 9
Gr. 12 50.3 33.9 25.0 13.6 29.4 24.4 23,6 21,4 17.5 2
- ———
Overall 25.1 11.2 17.6 [} 8.0
Used in past
6 wonthis:
Gr. 7 6.5 5.2 1.9 1.7 4,8 3.3 4.1 2.6 2.0 14
Gr. 8 12.410.9 7.0 6.1 1.4 9.3 9.8 7.2 6.0 44
CGr. 9 28,9 20.2 10.3 8.0 17.6 14.2 1.9 13.0 7.2 4
Gr. 10 32.0 23.4 12,4 10.4 19.2 19.0 15.3 15,9 w0.2 64
Gr. 11 40.2 25.5 (6.1 12.2 23.5 17.7 16.5 11.9 9.8 84
Gr. 12 41.8 29.6 20.3 +9.6 23,9 20.3 17.6 18,2 12.2 54
Overall 1.7 9.0 141 11.4% 6.1
Uacd in past
7 days: "
Gr. 7 4.1 19 1.5 0.5 2,6 1.6 3.1 1.7 1.1 0,
Ge. 8 11.0 6.0 2.3 3.1 6.4 5.7 6.2 4.1 1.5 2
Gr. 9 16,7 11.8 3.1 2.8 8.7 8.2 5.1 5.7 3.5 2.
Gr. 10 23.4 13.7 5.1 .6 9.1 9.6 9.1 7.3 5.1 3
Gr. 11 25.217.4 3.2 9.2 2.2 8.1 1.3 6.2 35 3
Gr. 12 30.9°16.4 7.3 1.2 1.2 7.1 0.9 5.7 4.0 1.
it s —— —— M mm— e e ——" g
Overall 13.6 3.2 6.9 5.5 2.7
kver Uned:
Gr. 7 7.9 5.5 2.4 2.7 6,7 61 5.1 3.7 3.5 1.
Cr. 8 15.310.3 6.5 1.7 1.6 7.7 7.0 4.6 3.8 2.
Gr. 9 231 16.) 10.3 6.8 16.7 13.2 11.?7 8.4 6.2 2.
Gr. 10 27,4 23.6 143 12.7 18.8 19,0 12.1 14.0 6.0 4.
Gr. 'l 45,4 20,6 22.5 9.5 ¢ 28.3 17.2 1B.0 12,6 10.1 4,
Gr. 12 48.4 25.9 19.% 6.9 26,1 14,6 14.% 8.2 1.6 3.
—— o — — — e o d
dverall 22.2 9.8 15.7 10,6 5.1
Coxparinon of
“overall” data
Used in past
6 months: -
1971 2.7 9.0 11,1 11.4 6.1
1970 19.5 1.9 13.0 8.8 4.4
Used in past -~
7 cays:
19N 13,6 3.2 6.9 5.9 2.7
1970 11.7 3.4 6,0 1.7 z2.0
* H denotes Male respondents.
F denotes Feamale respondeut s,
NOTES
Lompiled ubove are the quantitative dats on diug e dound 0[], ping
categury fuund in 1), Dita on the other twe sategories are given in {1},
tcaune of space limitatlons. However, the comparison of "Overill” data fq
an indlcation of the trends which were obscrved.  An lmportant feature of ¢
vallabtlity of baseline data (for 1970), with which the 1971 data (and dag
available) can be comparcd. Procedures used were the sane in the two years
isuple represented approximately nix percent of the secondary students enra
indcpendeat School District (MISD). The author indicates that these sawplo
approximations to the secondary school student population ot HISD, the corn

demopraphic varlables belng slightly clocr in the 1971 sample,  Adoquate
cosure the anonvmity of both the individual studcats and the nilwols. Othe
wdnfnfstering the sutvey lend credibility to the validity of the 1esults qb{
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i ftum No, 19
Data Percemtdpe vt R spendant .
8 Comsunlty Collect Llon Muabar of fnope Stimaloate Raghs ":“_‘""'" _“' courh Sar Solvants !
jion Sze (pop) Techalque Respundent » tear "'!'l:U'_'.-:__T.!-' C‘n_«‘_:zgns -;-l~ L) '_;‘ 1 !;q‘ "‘_:.“ ““ ‘_!“F ;‘l"h‘ :.‘.}:“P 9%?£fuf
t City (1,678,000) b8-item $,819 1971 poer Used:
pth b sclf-admin. cr., 7 1.6 6.3 4] 3.3 6.5 4.0 5.5 3.0 5.0 1.7 136 125 9.6 5.7
prral quest fonnalre ’ G 8 10.712.3 8.2 6.6 165 113 1L% 9.5 6.9 L9 16 128 177 &1
with a sepir- or. 9 33.8 22.4 122 9.2 22.4 18,5 11,9 15.0 9.5 1.0 15.2 12.2 18.2 10.9
ate angver tr. 30 31.6 25.6 15.7 12.7 25,4 21,3 19.3 19.1 1300 7. 1222 15.7 1.9 13.2
sheet - Gr. 11 47.6 29,2 20.9 14.8 27.2 20.9 0.1 17.6 131 9.9 7.1 11,4 11.6 8.8
Gr. 12 50.3 33,9 25.0 13.6 29,4 28,4 236 214 11.5 1.2 20.4 8.3 16,1 6.3
i Dl 2l Sl o e
Overall 25.1 11,2 17.0 1.3 K0 14.2 12.0
Used in past
, . 6 mouths:
Gr. 7 6.5 5.2 1.9 1.7 4.8 3.3 4.1 2.6 20 1.2 1.4 7.0 4.6 33
Cr. 8 17.4 10.9 7.0 6.1 11.4 9.3 9.8 1.2 6.0 4.7 9.2 8.7 10,3 4.7
¢r. 9 28.9 20.2 10.3 8.¢ 17,6 14,2 13.9 13.0 7.2 A8 1.2 1.5 11.2 1.6
. Gr. 10 32,0 23.4 12,4 10.4 19.2 19,0 15.3 159 10.2 6.1 8.8 7.8 6.3 6.1
¢r. 11 40,2 25.5 16.1 12.2 23.5 11.7 16,5 11.9 9.8 8.3 9.8 6.8 9.0 1.9
N Gr. 12 41.8 29,6 20.} 9.6 2%.9 20.3 17.~ 18,2 12.2 5.1 10,0 3.9 6,7 1.8
S S———— ————— e ————
- - Overall 21.7 9.0 14.1 11.4 6.1 [ } 6.3
- acd fn past N
. 1 davs: -
- Gr. 7 4.1 1.9 1.5 0.5 2.6 1.6 5.1 1.7 1.1 L 24 3.5 2.8 1.6
. ¢r. 8§ 11.0 6.0 2.3 3.1 6.4 5.1 0.2 4.1 1.5 240 5.0 41 6.4 2.1
. ¢r. 9 16,7 11,8 3.1 2.8 8.7 8.2 9.1 5.7 3.9 201 W7 4.3 371 24
. ° or. 10 23,4 13,7 5.1 4.6 9.1 9.6 9.1 1.3 5.0 3% 4.2 2.5 40 2.8
- Gr. 1t 25.2 17,4 3.2 5.2 9.2 8.1 1. 6.2 3.5 e 3.2 2.1 2.9 1.8
Gr. 12 30,9 16.4 1.3 1.2 1.2 7.t 0.9 5.7 40 1.2 4% 1.2 1,2__0.6
—— T——— —— Sm—— S Sm— S—— — —— A ——— —— T — e
Nverall 13.6 3.2 6.9 5.% 2.7 3.6 2.8
N 3,908 1970  Fver Used:
Gr. 7 1.9 5.5 2.4 2.7 6,7 6.1 5.1 3.7 1.5 1,9 1L.s 15.9 1.9 4%
D hr, 8 15.3 10.3 6.5 3.7 11.6 7.7 1.0 4.6 3.8 2.3 15.2 14.8 12.9 6.7
Lr. 9 23.1 16.3 10.} 6.8 16.7 13,2 1.7 8.4 6.2 2. 17.% 2.2 15,4 9.2
or, 10 27.4 236 140 127 18.3 19.0 12.1  14.0 60 %9 1.6 11,9 14,0 11.3
. Gr. 11 45.4 20.6 22.5 9.5 28,3 17.2 18.6 12.6 10.1 4.9 21.9 1.1 20.2 8.3
- Gr. 12 48.4 259 19.% 6.9 26.1 u lﬂ_._l J;Z 1.6 13 l‘)_.l' 5.8 18.6 5.6
‘ evarall 22.2 ‘9.8 15.7 .6 5.1 145.6 11.7
Coaparlison of ‘
o Moverall” data
- Used fn past
6 months:
. 1911 21.7 9.0 141 b 6.1 8.3 6.3
- 1970 19.5 1.9 13.0 8.6 4.4 8.6 5.7
Used fn past
1 days:
1971 13.6 3.2 6.9 3. .7 3.6 2.8
1970 11.7 3.4 6.0 3.7 2.0 1.2 2.2
& M denotes Mile respondent «.
¥ denotes Female respondesitsa.
ROTES
dence of Bruy Abuse Among Secondary School Students i Houston®™, Conpiled above are the quantitatfve data on drug wre found in [2], pla. data on the “Ever Used”
dical Surzfcal Journal, Voi, #, Nouw. 162, pp. §2-59, Spring 1971, cstegory found in {1]. Data on the other two catvyorics are given in [1}, but are omftted above ’
T because of space limitatfons. However, the comparfson of “Overal 1™ dsta for the two yeass provides
i dence of Drug Abuse Amowg m-r.'olld..ll')' School ;.l‘.:d‘ll%lls :37"""““""' an fndication of the trends which vere obseruwed. An fuportant fuature of these tuo papers 18 the
pltal Medical Sargical sonrnal. vol. 7, pp- T8, 1T wailibility of baseline data (for 19705, with uhich the 1971 data (and data fur futate yesrs, vhen
wailable) can be cosparcd. Procudures nwcd wire the same In the two years, and in cach case the
wample represented approxismately six percent of the secondary students curolled fa tho tlouston
Independent School District (HISD). The suthor Indivates that thone samples providad adequate
approxisutfons to the secondary school student population of HIsh, the (m respondence fn terss of
Jesographlc variables bedng slightly closar in the 1971 sample. Aequate precautions were taken to
cnsure the anonymfty of both the fudividnl stedants aud the sehisols,  Other precautions taken n
aatnistering the survey lond credibility to the villdit. of the results obtafned.
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Data . Percentsge of Respondents
GCeog. “Comamunity Collection Sszple Frequency M Hallucinogens o
Population Surveyed Regfon Size (Po Technique Size of use Mar{jusns (incl. LSD) _ Stimulants Depresaants Herofn or Morphine ¢
High Schecol Students South Not 65~4ten 10.258. 1-2 tizes per dsy 1.4 0.3 0.6 0.%4 0.4
(Grades 9-12) in Atl, fdentiffed self-adain. 1-2 times per veek 31 0.9 1.2 0.7 0.5 .
South Carolina quest{onnafre 1-2 times per month 3.0 1.9 1.9 1.4 0.6 s
Fall 1971 1-2 tipes per yesr 1.1 0.6 1.0 0.9 0.4
1-2 times ever 3.6 1.6 2.4 2.2 1.0
* varfes slightly by drug category due to Quit 1.9 1.0 1.3 1.1 0,6
rejects. The maximum nusber of rejects Never used 85.3 93.5 91.3 9.2 96.3

in any category wss 65, less than 2/) of
1 percent of the sample.

REFERENCE

Milne, L. D. an Vincent, Hurray L , Survey of Drug Use Among Soutb Carolfna fifgh School Students,

~
s
-

(In the report these data are broken down by urban and rural)

NoTES
This survey cebodies the following atatisticsl aspects of good survf

¥all 1971. Mineo, 33 p., Report of a Survey Funded by South Carolina Comissfion of Narcotics

and Controlled Substances, University of South Carolins, Colunbis, South Csrolins, 1971.

1. The schools surveyed were sclected by random sampling, although
detatl on the randoatzation procedure which was actually used.

2. The questionnaire wss carefully desfgned, pre-tested on 3 group
be fncluded {n the actual survey, and revised on the bssis of pf

3. The testing sessfon in each school was not snnounced {n sdvance
bability that absentceiss on the given day {s related to the sy
However, it does not guard against the possibility thst chronic
to drug abuse.

4. All students {n esch school completed the survey st the same tif
any opportunity for one group to “prepsre” others and thus poas

$. Anonymity of indiVidual students (and schools {nsofsr ss the {4

& vag guaranteed,
& 6. Standardfzed procedures were used in the adainfstration of the
* 7. laternal validity checks were buflt {nto the questionnaire.
On the negative sfde, the fact thst responses Judged to be “uncooper-tq
fntroduce an ele=ent of non-response bias, !
\
—
|
X
Percentsge of Respondents
Data
Ceog. Collection Mar{- Hallu- Depressants  Stimulants
Population Surveyed Region Technique Sa_zgle Size juans cinogens Strong Other  Strong Other Narcotfics
Students in the South 90-ften 2,998 Ever Used 14 5 4 7 7 5 2
Junfor and senfor Atlantic multipie~ Current Use 7 2 - 5
high schools in the choice Used 5 or more Times
publfc school systea anonymous
of Virginta questfonnafire
Planning District 15
Spring and Fafl 1971
REFERENCE NOTES
-
Council on Drug Abuse Control, Regional Drug Attitude The figures cited above pertsin to the total region covered by this sury
and Abuse Pattern durvey Sumsary Report. Council on fncludes the City of Richmond snd the Counties of Charles City, Chesterfield,
Drug Abuse Control, Richmond Reglonal Planning District . Hanover, Henrico, New Kent. and Pewhatan. The corresponding data for esch of
Comnissfon, Suite 810, 7th and Franklin Building, 701 school districts are given {n the report. Hallucinogens include LSD, PCP, 51
E. Franklin Street. Richmond, Virginta 23219, no date. etc.; strong depressants include "Reds, Yellows, Rainbows, Blucs, etc."; strc
fncluce "Benntes, Co-pilots, Speed, Pep pills, etec.”

The survey vas ronducted in the spring of 1971 fn Richoond, Chesterfield
fn the fall of 1971 fn the other countfes. A 10 percent random sample of th
grades 8§ through 12 was surveysd in each school. The questionnaire {ncluded

\‘1 drug attftudes and opinions, and 8 questions of a demographic nature. The b:
EMC study vss to {mprove the quality of drug education in the region.

»
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Data
Community Collection Ssmple Fregquency
Size (Pop) Technique Size of use
Not 651ten 10.258. 1-2 tipes per day
identified self-adain. 1-2 tioes per weck
questionnaire 1-2 tizea per menth
1-2 tises per year
1-2 times ever
slightly by drug category due to Quit

. ‘the maximun nusber of rejects Never used
cstegory was 65, less than 2/3 of

nt of the sample.

of a Survey Funded by South Carolina Coemaission of Narcotics
sity,0f South Carolins, Columbia, South Carolina, 1971.

L., Survey of Drug Use Among South Carolina nléh School Studeats,

Ites No. 20

- . Percentage of Respondents

Hallucinogens -

Marifusna (incl. LSD) Stisulants Depresaants Heroin or Morphine Cocaine Solvents®
1.4 0.3 0.6 0.4 0.4 0.6 0.5
3.1 0.9 = 1.2 0.7 0.5 0.7 1.0
3.0 1.9 1.9 1.4 0.6 0.9 1.1
1.1 0.6 1.0 0.9 0.4 0.6 1.3
3.6 1.6 2.4 2.2 1.0 1.2 3.5
1.9 1.0 1.3 1.1 0.6 0.7 2.0

85.) 93.5 91.3 93.2 96.3 94.9 90.4

(1n the rcport these data are broken down £5 Urban and rural)

NOTES

This survey cztodies the folloving statistical aspects of good survey design.

1. The schools surveyed were selected by randoa sazpling, although the report provides ldttle
detall on the randomization procedure which was actually used.

2. The questionnaire was Carefully designed, pre-tested on a group of students not to
be included in the actual survey, und revised on the basis of pre-test findings.

3. The testing session in each school was not announced in advance. This recduces the pro-
bability that absenteeisn on the glven day 1s related to the subject of the survey.
However, 1t _.es not guard against the possibility that chronic absenteelisn is related
to drug abusc. .

4. “All studerits in eich schocl completed the survey at the same tine, thus precluding
any opportunity for one group to “prepare” others and thus possibly blas the results.

S. Anonymity of individual students (and schools inzofar as the final report is concerned)
¥as guarantced. b

6. Standardized procedurcs were used in the adrinistration of the survey In each school.

7. ‘internal validity checks vere built into the questionnalire.

On the negstive side, the fact that responses judged to be “uncooperative® were discardes does
introduce an elesent of non-response bias.

aning Natrict 15
ing ar . Fall 1971

RENCr.

cil on Drug Abuse Control, Regional Druz Attitude
Abuse Pattern Survey Summary Report. Council on
g Abuse Control, Ricasond Reglonal Planning District
ssion, Suite 810, 7th and Franklin Building, 701
Franklin Street, Richsond, Virginia 23219, no date.
3
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Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

. .
e
Itea No. 21
Percentage of Respondents
" Data

. s s Ceog. Collection Mari- Hallu- Depressants Stizmulante Glue
ulation Survey Region Technique Sazple Size juana cinogens Strong Other Strong Other Marcotics Sniffing .
udents in the South 90-itex 2,998 Ever Used 14 5 4 & 7 7 B 2 7 ‘
for and senlor Atlantic multipse- Current Use 7 2 -~ - .

schools in the choice Used 5 or more Tides 4
lic school systen anonymous
Virginia questionnaire

NOTES

The figures cited sbove pertain to the total region Covered by this suvvey, which
includes the City of Richzond and the Counties of Charles City, Chesterfiald, CGoochland,
Hanover, Henrico, New Kent, and Powhatan. The corresponding data for each of the cight
schocl districts arc given in the report. Hallucinogens fnclude LSD, PCP, STP, MOP, DMT,
etc.; strong depressants include “Reds, Yellows, Rainbovs, Blues, etc.”: strong stimulants
incluce “Bennies, Co-pilots, Speed, Per pills, etc.”

The survey vas conducted in the spring of 1971 1n Richaond, Chesterfield, and Henrico.
n the fall of 1971 in the other countfes. A 10 percent randon sample of the students in
grades 8 through 12 was surveyed in each school. The questionnaire fncluded §0 Guestions on
drug attitudes and opinions, and 8 questions of a desographic nature. The broad goal of the
study was to improve the quality of drug education in the reglon.
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Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

Data
Population Geog. Collection Sample Slze
Surveved Repion Technique Range*

Students Mid-Atl. 90-1ten 485~495
in grades Group-

10~12 §n adnin. .
51 public question=

senior naire 535-542
high

schools

in an

efght 476-486
coungy

area {n

South < . “

Central 1517-1533
Pennsylvania.

Fall 1971,

REFERENCE
Stroman, Duane S., High School Drug Use Survey in

South Central Pennsvlvania. Final Report on
Project Subgrant io. CT-P-069 for Govemmor's
Justice Cormission (Pennsvlvania), Reglon IV,
by Junfata College, Huntingdon, Pennsylvania
16652, February 29, 1972.

N

Welipghted Percentage of Respo
Marfjuanas Psvchedelics Arphetamines Barbiturates

Ever Used 10.4 3.2 8,2 16.1
Regular Use ' 3.5 0.3 1.3 2.9
Experimental Use 6.9 2.9 6.9 13,2
Tver Vaed 13.7 5.2 9.8 17.8
Regular Use 6.9 1.7 A P § 2.6
Experioentnl Uge 6,8 3.5 5.7 15%.2
Ever Used 21.0 19.2 18.1 22.4
Regular Use 12.5 2.7 5.2 4.6
Experincental Use 8.5 7.5 12.9\ 17.8
Lver Used 14.9 6.2 11.6 18.7
Regular Use 7.5 1.6 3,2 3.3
Experinental Use 7.4 4.6 . R4 15.4

*  The sample size varfes slightly by drug «vpe due to a few cases of

NOTES

Summarized above ate the principal daty on the extent of $llegsl
report (Table 5). The term "weighted” scfers to the fact that the ped
were obtained by taking {nte accwunt the felative sizes of saall, medy
The category called “Gther Drugs” reters 1o dfup~ not listed in the g
-authors did not Lnow what druss tre students had in mind {2 adsvering
aental use is defined as use of the drug "once'” or “a few times"; fegu
the drug "about once a month”, "once a week", "sore thah once s veek™,
The {igrre for vver used {s the sum of those for‘experimental use apd
in the report are data on frequency of usc, variations in drug use by
use. ‘fuch of the dla.cusslon is devoted to correlates of drug use.

The data were collected In 17 schools wkich vere randoily selecte
according to size, froz the 51 scnools in the populstion. The sasples
and senfors were randoaly chosen within each school. iMmile the aata
nafire findings, the study also {ncluded intervievs with sooe students,
trators, county probition officers, and police officets in the <otmuni
were located.

-7t
()
C .




Iten Nec. 22
’ Data -
ion  Geog. Collection Sample Size Weiphted Percentage of Respondents < . Other
Repion Technique Range* Marijuana Psvchedelics Azphetanines Barbiturates Herofin Gluc, etc. Drugs
Mid-Atl.  90-item 485495 , Grade 10: Ever Used 10.4 3.2 3.2 16.1 1.7 15.7 8.2
s Group- N ) Regular Use 3.5 0.3 1.3 2.9 0.0 1.3 1.4
n adnin. . Experimental Use 6.9 2.9 6.9 13.% 1.7 14,4, 6.8
ic question- =
naire 535-542 Grade 1l: Fver Used 13.7 5.2 9.8 17.8 ° 2.3 14.3 9.5
Lt - Regular Use 6.9 1.7 3.1 2.6 0.0 1.5 1.2
. . Experimental Use 6.8 3.5 6.7 15.2 2.3 12.8 - 8.3
* v
476-486 Grade 12: Ever Used 21.0 10.2 18.1 22,4 3.4 11.1 10.8
: Regular Use 12.5 ° 2.7 5.2 4.6° 0.0 - W8 2.0
Experimental Use 8.5 7.5° 12.9 17.8 3.4 10.3 8.8
) N 1517-1533 Total: Ever Used 14.9 6.2 11.6 18.7 2.5 13.8 9.5
vania. Regular Use 7.5 1.6 3.2 3.3 . 0.0 9.2 ' . L5
Experimental Use 7.4 4.6 8.4 15.4 2.5 12.6 8.0
T T % The sanple size varies slightly by drug tvpe due to a few cases of erronecous reporting.
. NOTES -
, Duane $., High School Drug Use Survey in ’ Supmarized above are the principal data on the extent of illegil drug use found in this
entral Pennsvlvanfa. Final Report om report (Table 5). The term "eighted" refers to the fact that the percentages which are cited.
Subgrant iio, CT-P-0 r Governor's were obtained by taking into account the relative sizes of small, medfum, and large scheols.
Cormission (Pennsyldanidy, Reglon 1V, : The category called "Other Drugs” refers to drugs not listed in the questionnaire, but tlhe.
ata College, Huntingfon, Fennsylvania authors did not know what drugs the students had in mind in answering this question., Expexi-
February 29, 1972, mental use fs defined as yse of the drug "once” or "a fey times"; regular use includes use of
the drug "about once a month", “once a week”, “more than once a week”, or "almost every day"”.
. The figure for ever used is the sum of those f{or experimental use and regular use. Also given
.o fn the report are data on frequency of use, variations in drug use by school, and multiple dryg
o, use. ituch of the discussion is devoted to Correlates of drug use. °
The data ere collected in 17 schools which were randosly selected, after stratifying
according ta-size, from the 51 schools in the-population. The samples of sophomores, juniors,
and senior§ were randomly chosen withia dach school, While the data cited above are question-
naire findings, the study also included Interviews with some students, teachers, school adminis-
4 trators, county probation officers, and police offfcers in the cormunities in which the schools
were located.
. . A
: 7 . - :
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Teacher Asslst Center, Fublirition No. T
pepartacnt of Fincatlon, ~tite of Hwait,

, 56

. 7
hats
> Caoog. tozmunity tullection
Fopulation Surves«d R gton Stze (Pop)  Technlque Erer Used Marijoean:
Al students in tic twe West Suburdin 27-iten lunier High k]
Junior high schools and  Nerth (i, 009) self-adaan. Senfor High 32
one senlor hish schuol  Tentral quest founaire

cooprising School Dis-
trict 834, Stillwater,
Minnesota,
June, 1971

REFERENCE
LiCroix, Kenneth J., Drug Atuse: & survey of the
Secondary School District 34, stillvater, Minnesota, Miaev, 42 p.. preprred by the
Faaily Drug ®ducat fon tesmittee of Districe 83% with {tewmclal assistance from the
Office of Health, Edacatien, and Kelfare Braog Abuse Pliot Scheol pvistrict FPrograa,

Problem in the stiliwater Publ s

- N
~1

vereentige of Fespordents

Hallue inogey o Stimulants wai

Hashish Mescallre 130 parlocbin Aaephet. ocher  Barbit. kcrofn 1
3 2 2 2 5 i
| P A * < 5 5 4 1
NOTES r

fouad In this suney are <uaeurized
the questionnaire prrtalned to v of wleshol and tabaceos knewledge o‘
pilite of drozs, aad attitudes.on drup education. There is Do tndicat!
procedure wis used; no sanple stee is statede A copy of the -;-u-.sl'.onm’

The data of ¢rteat of droep e

RFFFRESCE

Havali, State of, Health Fducataon Sheviy.

Printed by the Offlcy of Litrwy -ervievs,
12-4017, office of Instractior 3V ersboes,
“eptesber 1, 1971,

June, 1971, report. 1t 1wpears thit reisonatic stepn were taken to presceve the af
. : |
- - —
Data )
LeeR. Collection Rusber of Peroentage of Resfondents
Population Surveyed Reglon [uchafque Respuaden? o Mar { fuana iso Upper - ipeed Cocalne ilv;i\:v:r;i fler
Students l.n s\-tm'ln:y Faorfle self~adnin. 12,929 Uﬁ.!gv: 737 9.0 S 915 971 8.6 93
schools (Crades 7-12) quest toonalkre Never . N -
in Hawril. At least once 1.2 v 4.0 - 1.9 65 1
¢ .4 2.4 I 1.1 0.4 2.3 [
sarch-aprit 1971, it L3t oncd/oonth > N 4 .
AC Teant gnee/aeek 5.9 0.3 0./ v 9.2 3.9 {
it oaneel 13 0.2 0.2 9.7 0.1 0.3 1
M feast encesd iy 0.4 0.4 0.6 "4 9.5 0.4 |
W resTonTe
K™ Yonn wers 74.6 0.9 .y LS Myt .9 9
» fxperizenters . 9.4 3.3 1.0 2R 1.% st l
Uders HD A 2. 1.% 1.3 0.4 P \
Fx-uoers 3.8 2.6 .7 1.0 Wb 2.t |
- Yo resperse 1.t 0.9 I.0 1.0 1h.9 0.9 -
Age started: * '
v Never 731 .8 91.4 92.1 95.8 £88.6 3
£-10 0.5 9.2 0.2 )2 0.2 0.3
. . 1-12 3.5 0.8 0.7 0.6 * 0.3 .o -
P3-14 . 10,1 3.0 2.9 2.2 0.R 3.9
‘ SI-16 9.0 3.% 2.4 A i.0 3.7
17 20 [ ) 0.3 4 0.5 0.4 0.6 '
o Tespu e 2.2 2.9 2.9 1.9 1.6 1.9

MOTES /

In the report, the usage daty \,l'ma.u'lzvd above are *roben d;-\f,n b
rexpondents.  The categurles of experineau-sa = I8 and ©y asers: 3T
level. The basle of the wurves w17 2 randon masple cvnsisting of 20
Jary achvol population of 76,723 students, st ratificd by disatr’ets,”s
foom,.  The tinal anilyels was based on 12,929 resje ndente, or 16,8 |
Valtdity checks were bullt fut > the guettjonnyire. %o mentlon is wna
te precerve the smonyslity ot tudividnal respandents. towgvee, the S

Fudue at lon, tate of Haalt, Nee wbateed s g g lvete commmi ition th
crwe meneity were an tut taken.
M .
. \ ) <!
.
’ o




1
8
:
H

St

~
\.
-

trem Ne. 23

Percentage of_Respondentx

Pata
Geog. fomrntits tallectlon ¢ sl inopers St lmatants Bincotles
Reglon «izv fPup)  Technlque Ewrr fd Martjuany  Haves b Mesoatine LMD pullocybln  Acphet, othey  Barbit. He roln torphine Cocaniue  Inhalants
Yest Subartaan 27-{tem funier RHigk A . 2 2 N b i 2 8
North saf, e acbf-adein, Sentor lbgh 32 L 9 ? : 5 ~ s i } 2 10
Central ju < stlonnadre
. Ay
SIS
ﬁb.._.__“‘“ A Survey of the Preblem ta the Stiiluates Publlc e dita on wxtent ol drog use fonad in thas setvey o0 wemarlzed above,  Other questlons oa
t:,.li'a__.s.‘_l_l.!i'llclzb."_‘_“l‘.@ﬂ“- Qimvo, &2 po, propated by the the qnestlomnair s pert sined to u-e of acotml aad tobac o, Keowlvdpe of oJrup use by others, avatla-
=dittee of District 834 with fimacial assiststee frem the biliry of drugs, and attitudes en drug educttton,  Ther isw indica® 1on of whether a wampling ™
fon, and Welfare Drug Abuyse Pitot Sctaol aiatrtet Prograx, f-mroiuﬂ’ was u-cd: no asxpie gize ks stated A LCPY ot tle q-w-auumlln- i+ appended to the <
yeport. Yt oappedrs that rearonable steps s gaken to [T /e the anonvmlty of the respondents.
Irem No. 2%
Data R
Geog. Collection Nuzmber of ot_Revpondents
Region Tcechnlque Respondent s serijuine t. vppets Specd n. Downe 1% Qe ryan Methwdone Glue
P. - ~elf-ad N 927 i H . -
ack(t elf-adaln 12,929 e 73.9 NI 9.5 M5 9.1 LE LERY us.2 90.9
quest funnaire Newver x -
least one tt.2 .2 4.6 b 1.9 6.5 1.1 0.9 7.0
* . . ¥ * 3
it e fmonth 5.4 2.6 LS 11 0.4 2.3 0.2 v 0.9
o least onelurek 9 q 6.8 9. 6.5 u.’ 0.4 0.l 0.1 0.5
. e w3 " 0. u.? v 0,3 0.2 0.1 0.3
! it e Ay s a4 0.4 a4 0.5 0.4 % 0.5 0.4
WoLespunse
ettt Tew .y a7 1.5 My b 9.7 L) 9?7 9.9
typorimeatsars 9.6 19 [P 2.8 A ) 0,3 0.7 1.9
. Mialahdd . m.? 2 1. L )~ 2.4 0.} 0.3 1.9
Tx-unird 1.9 1.6 | 1.6 RAh 2.1 R .5 3.3
-~ ’ uore ense L.? Y L.e 1.0 v." a.9 0.9 6, 0.9
. . e
Ape A rrEed .
Never 73.1 57.8 914 92.1 95.8 2.6 96,7 3.8 89.5
6-10 2.5 [LNF3 0.2 9.2 0.2 0.3 .2 0.1 0.7
- . V<12 3.5 [L%,] 0.7 0.6 0,3 1.0 0.} 0.3 2.6
13-14 1.1 w79 2.2 0.9 3.9 0.5 0.5 3.8
15-16 9.0 3.4 2.4 2.4 1.0 1.7 0.5 L) 1.3
. 1721 1.6 0.k 0.4 0,5 0.4 0.6 0.3 0o, 0.1
No recjonne 2.7 20 1y 1.9 1.6 1.7 1.6 [ 2.0
- NTE - ]
Fducation Hurv y Foanted by the otflee of Labrars Serviees. fn the report, the neage Jat: sumar§zed above are broken down by grade levet and by sex of the
btiratiea No. ¥w saraty, Offler of fasvructl ral ervioe s, resyondent 5. The categorle s of eoxperimenters, yuofs and ex-dsers ore 1ls0 bBtoken Jown by grade
State of Bwail, -pioener i, 1771, 7 l-v»+l.  The basks of the sutver ¥is 8 rapdom «ample ¢ weebat tag of 20 perrent of the Teported secon=

" Lite school spopulation of 16,721 students, str wifiod by distriets, s« heobr , &Y ades, and hone-
- A - The thml vdvels v bise d on 12,929 re-pendent, 0T 16.3 percect of the populitton.

Toe o
yiltdity (hecks were bullt kot s the guest foamire, o meatfon e made Ju the report of steps taken

a
- t presetve the manymtty of 3¢ Hhyvdnal ree pondonte. However, the Super Iatendent, pepirtment of
- . . . pda atlor, State of Pawail, B st et fnoa private comnbeatton that proes fare atepy to pre-
. . T ey Ve ity wete in (et tbon.

. - . -

- . LN
.
Q . ' - .
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[ BETRY
Grop. (ellection Nurher of

Populatfon Surveyed Re gron Ledimique Respondent

Staderti in grades Fdat si-item I N1

6-12 In s1x Horth \N‘.-lf- wmin,

it ferent schiool tearril  guostionnafire

systems in South-

castern Michisan .

Spriny 1971

RUFRE

",

Foth, Rodney, “Stafent Nrae thea ar Hu
Michayan and Profales of the cthosers,”
of the Firse Intermitioni! Contcrence on

tie mtern
Proceedings
Stadent

Drug Surveys, Sewarl, New Jersey, September 12-15,
1971, pp. 35-66. published, 1972 by Baywosd Publiching

fompany, 43 (ontrel brive, Farmingdale,

Nw York 11735,

Forca ot e of Poapondent .

. artpaang Folban b gom, stitel ant Tepros vt e
Frequonicy of Uhe -

lever s g 93 1 0,

Once/monty or fese ) . ; N .

One e fuerk or tess 4 - . , h

More than on efucce! 3 1 1 1

Dajty > _ . B .
ML

Cited above are the d 1 on drus use “for ot'vr thom e dtcad prurpases” fonad an Tib
pave s i the mapir oarc drae boetfo e aies tor awer, ml nontars of g f o, the iy
% tn the measursment wd dntorrreration o) virton. «hool, wocral, poyviholopical, and fan
to drug abuse,

The six achool systems were o middle class suburbw of Fliat, Detroit and PFontfag Mi
tue students who responded to the questionnifre were & radom selection from the total o¢

» Anonvmity of the respondents was preserved.

Pepulation Surveyed
Student. in wraics
7-12 1o the s hweols
of leperial, Sin
Bermardine, and
Piverside (ouatires,
Gilitorny r 1971

REEEREGE

Digatal Reweonr e Corporacion. A Model tor Griminal

fnatied Sysatee Poamning md  nrrol, Volawe 11 V=14
schnol Survey .. Bimil Report prepared for Trai-
o miml Juddrce, Senthera
Calitorniy Viwontation ot foarpmwents, by Diprgal
Aesonroes TOrjoration, see Wost 8 can Bonlov ad,
Sulte LO%, Loes Beachy Calatorman 90300,

Conaty Coun #1 on (¢

12, 197).

o
e . 13 e, PO
Data Fercentage of Responde
Geog, Col¥ect fon Nber of Marijum LoD wmpl (Land
Region Tedlmique Respon fents Soys  tarls  Bog. Girls  Boys G
Proafic Anonymons Bovs, 11,929 During Pist Year
questionniire  Girls: 11,253 Gride 7 9.0 5% 1.0 1.2 6,0 3,
& 9.1 147 3.2 1.3 10.9 10,
9 3.0 213 isb 1.9 17,9 18,
10 A0 A 3L n.6 5./ 9.7 18.
i “bae 9% o 1000 T4 18.7 17,
1 a0 37,0 22,0 9.0 9.9 27,
NOTES !
|

N .
Tae dataftabufated above e found an Tables VITE-) lhrnu;;h;
in talf report. The school distrdot is referred te as "Bl
fo pparently acode nme for o diatrict consddered to be repres
ire toumty area fndbcated umtler "Population Surveyed'. Tpe wtudy
undcrt g, designed to Jew how drayg nse patterns misht be inv
inve-tination deslgned o deternfne the tevels of Jdrag use in th
« heols,

the tecimique ased was 1o saryey all andents present on o
prrticipating scheals, The questiomnaire, reproduced in the rep
stert, requesting cnly the (nformition nece.sary to porait the m
s el tho tvpe rudioate  aboye O well g, finer bre kdowans b

catercree b Monce or twae " " e o nine time " el Mten o

Jat,

. o)

\/




Data
Grog. Collegtinng Yurber of
Region Technique Respondents
T Rast W-fton . am Frequen y ot fhe
North self-admin, Aever

Central ~pestroantire Qoc efmonth or toess
Once/ueek or lusy
Mor» than oncefwe ',
Daily

“
SOTES

pnt Drug Ahusce i souteastera

s of the busers.” Proseedings

ptional Conferenie on Student

k, New Jersey, September 12-19,

plished, 1972 by Bywood Publlshing

witit the meisut ment
to drag abuse,

The six schoot systems were In nlddle iy saburbs ot Flint, Detroxt

Perceot e of Fospondent .

AT SRT RN il lacavapen ., stEentanes PGy L anty areotio saftiine

‘3 93 ) 93 G g )2
] 4 5 4 4 Y
. } 4 1 2 1
3 1 1 1 1 t
! - 1 i

Clred above are the data on ddrae use "tor athor thoan medicrl purpo.e,” tound 1o Tible 1 in this panet. Ao
givea dn the maperoare drae ue feequendcios for users ad gemtors ol ot jaana.

the stids woy coucernod manly
wd i terprotation o

vitt ais sononi, social, pavchotogde th, and tamity variablos i addition

. N ind Pontrwg Michigan,  Vrtain schools,
Deive, Farmingdi'e, New York 11735, the studeats, vhio responded to tac questionnilre were o raadom <clection from the tot 1l wehool pepalition.
Anonymity of the respondents was preserved.

: Ieem No, M6

S Percentge of Respondents
Data -
Geog. Collection HQucher of Mar juana i Ampietanines . Herotu
Population Surveyed Region Technigque Re-poslents Boys  tarls  Boys oirls CBegys arls Bexs 8irle
Students in wr Jes Parsfie Anonymouas Bovs: 11,429 Any Uae j)urh-._gﬁ!‘;lil Year ,
7-12 fn the scuonis questionmiire  Girkw: 11,753 trade 7 9.7 9 1.0 1.2 6.0 3.1 N.7 0.2
of Imperial, San 8 ) 1 S A 3.2 1.3 10.9 0.0 0,2 1.0
- y
Bernardine, and 9 37.2 1.3 7.6 2.0 17.9 1:‘5.0 .‘.,l / g
Riverside (onnties, 10 42.4 0 383 10.6 o¥.7 19.7 18.9 3.4 1S
Callfornia 1971 I Al 9.5 1045 7.4 18,7 17.0 .4 0.9
1 55,0 37.00 2200 9.0 29.0 270 L0 1.0
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Justice System P ouanipg and ¢ mtrol, Viluee HIT, 1V~}% In Girs ropett, The schonl district s rcforred to as "Blackeood,” which
School Survey.  Tinal Report prepurel for Tri- i= cpprently g code nime for wodbatrict consddired to be teprosentitive of the
County Coun {1 on Ceminal fustice, “onthern It=tonnty rea dtoted andor "Popatation hurveyed". The study wie o teastbiliey
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. Data
; Geog. Collection
Population Surveyed  Region Techaique Sample Size
Students in grades Mountain Tvo self- Total: 1562
¢~12 in the public admin. Males: 808
Achoola of Jefferson question~ Females: 754
County, Colorado naires Grade 6: 266
© 7 April 1971 (aee NOTES) 7: 232
8: 232
9: 239
t 10: 191
11: 198
12: 204
I
REFERENCE

Braucht, G. Nicholas and Berry, K. L., A Survey of
Drug Using Behavior in Jefferson County, Colorado,
Public Schools, Mimeo, 69 p., prepared by Social
Sclence Systems, Inc. for Jefferson County School
pistrict No. 1, Donald E. Shaw, Coordinator of Drug
Education, April 1971,

©
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Percentage of Respondenta

Marijuana Hallucinogens

Anphetaaines  Barbiturates

At Least Minimal Current Use

20.3 8.
15.8 7.
18.1 8.

Males
Females
Total
Crade Level
6th
7th
8th
9th
10th
11th
12th
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Possible Abusive Current Use
Males 4.1
Females 2.0
Total 3.1
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NOTES - k

The data on extent of use of illegal drugs tabulated above are found in Summary Talf
IV of this report. The term "At Least Minimal Current Use" meana use one or more times
definttion of “Possible Abusive Current Use" varies by drug; for marijuans, it means usd
year; for the other drugs it means 10 or-more times per year. In Section ILL of the r
by the following usage categories: 1-2 times per year, 3-9 times per year, 10+ times
year. The data are also classified by articulation areas, which are areas correspondin
and the junior and elementary schools feeding into it.

The survey was based on & random sample stratified by articulation area and grade. |
sinistered to one randomly selected class in each stratum, Differences in sample size 1

ences in class size, absenteeism on the day of the survey, and the fact that one of the
not participate. Each student questionnaire consisted of two parts, one of which was £
teacher. The teacher's portion (completed first) Included information (in coded form) ¢
to drug education, and ratings of the student's achool nchlevement and social behavior.
of the individual students was preserved. ’




B Data
08« Collection
ion Technique
Mountain Two seli-
admin.
question~ -,

naires
(see NOTES)

Sample Size
Total: 1562
Males: 808
Females: 754
Crade 6;: 266
7: 232
8: 232
9: 239
10: 191
11: 198
12: 204

Berry, K. L., A Survey of
Jefferson County, Colorado,

. 69 p., prepared by Social
for Jefferson County School
E. Shaw, Coordinator of Drug
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Iten No. 27
Percentage of Respondents
Marijuana Hallucinogens Amphetaaines  Barbiturates Oplates Inhalants
At Least Minimal Current Use
' MHales 20.3 8.5 8.4 6.6, 4.2 11.4
Females 15.8 7.7 8.1 5.8 3.3 10.2
Total 18.1 8.1 8.3 6.2 3.8 10.8
Crade Level
6th 2.6 0.8 2.6 1.9 1.9 15.8
7th 9.5 5.2 6.0 4.3 2.6 13,8
8th 16.4 9.1 9.5 7.8 3.9 13,4
9th 19.2 7.9 7.9 7. 4.2 14.€
10th 20.9 11.0 9.9 7.9 4.2 8.4
11th 29.3 9.1 10.1 7.1 4.0 4.0
12th 35.3 16.7 13.7 8.8 6.4 2.5
Possible Abusive Current Use
Males 4.1 3.3 1.9 2.2 1.4 1.9
Females 2.0 2.3 1.7 1.3 0.7 0.7
Total 3.1 2.8 1.8 B 1.7 1.0 1.4
. Grade Level
th 0.0 0.0 0.4 0.4 1.2 1.9
7th 0.9 0.8 1.3 0.9 0.0 1.3
8th 3.9 4.3 2.2 3.0 1.3 2.6
9th 2.1 3.3 1.7 2.5 0.8 1.7
10th 3.7 4.2 2.1 2.6 1.0 0.0
11th 2.0 3.0 1.0 0.5 1.0 1.0
» 12th 10.3 ') 4.4 3.0 2.0 0.5 .
NOTES ’

The data on extent of use of illegal drugs tabulated above are found in Summary Tables 1, 2, and 3 in Section
1V of this report. The term At Least Minimal Current Usc" means use one or more times per year, vhile the
definition of “Possible Abusive Current Usc" varies by drug; for mar{juans, it means use 50 or more times per
year; for the other drugs it means 10 or more times per year. In Section III of the report, breakdowns are 8iven
by the following usage categories: 1-2 times per year, 3-9 times per year, 10+ times per year and 50+ times per
year. The data ave also classified by articulation areas, which are areas correspording to one senior high school
and the junior and elementary schools feeding into it.

The survey was based on a random sanple stratified by articulation area and grade. Questionnaires were ad-
ainistered to one randomly selected class in each stratunm, Differences in sample size by 8rade were due to differ-
ences in clags size, absenteeism on the day of the survey, and the fact that one of the senior high schools d1d
not partf:ipate. Each student questionnalre consisted of two parts, one of which was filled out by the clasgroom
teacher. The teacher’s portion (completed first) included information (in coded form) on class grade level, exposure
to drug education, and ratings of the student's school achievement and social behavior. Anonymity of the respunses
of the individual students was preserved.
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Data
Collection

Populatfon Surveyed Technique

More than 35,000
students in 19 gentor
and 6 junior high
schools in the East,
Midwest, South and
Far West.

Spring 197!;.

REFERENCE

Eligson, Jack, A Study of Teen-Age Drug Behavior.

Quentionnaire

Geographical
Region

£ast Coast
West Coast

Midwest

East Coast
West Coast

Hldyest

East Coast

West Coast

East Coast
East Coast

w.at Coast

foutheast
scutheast

Midweat

Southeast
Midwest

East Coast

West Coast

Hest Coast

East Coast
East Coast

west Coast

West Coast
West Coast

East Coast

Sample
Size

866
1,512
1,966

1,636
1,196

3,747

973

2,724

2,993
2,827

1,056

947
%86
1,341

649
2,356
2,264

{22
1,32

486
649

780

A

Fver tried
Now using
Ever tried
Now using
Ever tried
Now using

Ever tried
Now using
Ever tried
Now using
Ever tried
Now using

Ever tried
Now using
Ever tried
Now using

Evar tried
Now using
Ever tried
Now using
Ever tried
Now using

Ever tried
Now using
Ever tried
Now using
Ever trfed
Now using

Ever tried
Now using
Ever tried
Now using
Ever tried
Now using

Ever tried
Now using
Ever tried
Now using

Ever tried
Now using
Ever tried
Now using
Ever tried
Now using

Ever tried
Now using
Ever tried
Now using
Ever tried
Now using

Suzmary Progress Report coverfng the

perfod 9/1/71 through 6/30/72 prepsred by College of Fhysicians and Surgeons, Coluzbis
University for the National Institute of Mental Health ugder Grant Nusber MH-17589-03,

June 1972,

£ BCN

6o -

Percentage of Respondents

Other Axphet=-  Barbi-

Marfjuana  LSD  Psychedelics Mcthedrine amines  turates Q

.

45,7 13,9 16.1 10,2 15.9 17.2
23.9 1.5 1.6 1.3 4.0 4.7
46.9 17.7 19.3 15.1 21.4 19.7
22.8 2.8 4.6 3.2 3.6 2.6
7.1 9.5 12,1 10.5 11.8 13.8
18.3 1.7 2.8 2.7 2.7 3.0
36.2 9.5 11.6 8.3 18.0 19.3
19.7 1.4 2.1 0.8 5.8 8:0
52,2 15.2 20.2 12.2 32.8 31.0
24.0 1.3 3.8 2.5 8.2 6.6
3.1 10.3 16.2 14.4 15.7 18.2
16.7 1.2 5.4 4.8 4.2 4.3
28,2 7.7 7.9 8.6 11.7 14.3
11.1 0.9 0.9 1.9 3.3 4.3
26.5 8.5 11.2 11.5 13.9 14,2
10.7 1.7 2.2 2.6 2.6 3.0
44,0 10.4 10.1 11.0 20.5 22.2
21.2 0.6 0.9 0.6 4.6 4.8
39,3 9,1 11.3 8.7 17.5 20.9
18.4 0.8 1.4 1.1 3.5 4.7
44.9 15.6 16.5 15.3 23.9 23.9
22,1 1.2 3.6 3.3 5.1 4.6
22.7 9.2 8.1 9.0 11.3 13.0
9,1 % 1.3 2.0 2.1 2.2 2.9
29.7 9.7 10.9 10.1 12.3 13.1
14.0 0.3 0.8 1.0 2.0 1.7
49.1 17.5 17.7 18.6 20.4 2.5
25.7 2.5 3.4 4.5 4.9 4.6
22.7 9. 9.4 8.6 1.0 11,2
6.6 0.7 0.7 0.8 1.4 2.1
36.9 9.1 8.9 — 7.8 12.1 13.6
13.0 0.4 0.4 0.5 1.5 1.4
36.4 8.7 8.0 8.5 12.6 16.0
14,3 1.1 0.8 0.8 2.1 3.9
55.9 21.1 23,4 17.6 30.1 30.2
30.0 2.2 4.6 3.6 4.6 5.0
58.3 20,7 19.6 13.0 19.5 23.0
25.4 1.9 1.4 1.0 3.2 2.9
12.9 3.2 2.8 0.4 2.8 3.4
5.0 0.0 0.2 0.0 0.0 0.0
8.4 3.6 4.1 2.7 4.4 4.7
2.3 0.5 0.4 0.3 0.9 1.4
35.9 10.4 13.8 7.9 22.1 25.2
19.5 0.5 1.9 1.0 5.9 9.3
15.4 8.3 1.1 0.0 16.2 20.5
16.3 0.6 1.5 0.9 3.6 5.1
30.7 14.3 12.9 9.8 17.4 19.6
. 9.9 0.8 1.6 0.4 0.8 3.6
15.2 5.5 6.0 5.4 10.0 10.9
5.1 0.7 1.3 1.0 2.1 3.4

ROTES . |
1

Cited abovs are the dats on the extent of drug use found in this
The term "Now using” ies sn sbbreviatfon for "Used 3 or more times in |
vere chosen purposivaly in selscted ities with pr bly diffe
behavior. With the sxcsption of schools R, W, and X, which required {
students could -parricipsts, the nusbers of participating students (saf
reficction of the numbers of students in attendsnce on the day of the
respondents was preserved, and the schools sre not identiffed. 1In te
schools A through S are high schools, T through Y are junfor high ach
middle class suburban; D, E, and F sre middle/lover=-niddle class subu
1, J, K, L, M, and N ars lsrge city predominantly white; and O P, Q,
black or ethnicslly mixad. G s

L




| Ttem No. 28

ata . Percentage of Respondents
llection Ceographical Sample o . Other Azphet=  Barbi=
Region Stze School Marijuana  LSD  Psychedelfcs Methedrine amines turates Cocafne MNerotn Inhalants
East Coast 866 A Ever tried . 45.7 13.9 16.1 10.2 15.9 17.2 8.2 6.0 11.7
: ’ Now using 23.9 1.5 1.6 1.3 4.0 4.7 1.2 0.2 0.4
West Coast 1,512 . B Ever tried 46.9 17.7 19.3 15.1 21.4 19.7 10.4 4.9 3.0.0
" | Now using 22.8 2.8 4.6 3.2 3.6 2.6 1.1 0.2 0.4
Midwest 1,966 < Ever tried 37.1 9.5 12.1 10.5 11.8 13.8 9.9 3.6 9.2
Now using 18.3 1.7 2.8 2.7 2.7 3.0 1.0 0.6 0.7
East Coast 1,636 D Ever tried 36.2 9.5 11.6 8.3 18.0 .19.3 5.0 2.7 8.5
Now ueing 19.7 1.4 2.1 0.8 5.8 T 8.0 0.7 0.4 0.4
West Coast 1,196 E Ever tried 52.2 15.2 20.2 12.2 32.8 31.0 8.9 5.6 12.4
Now using 2.0 1.3 3.8 2.5 8.2 8.6 0.8 0.4 0.1
Midwest - 3,747 F Ever tried 3.1 10.3 16.2 14.4 15.7 18.2 8.2 4.7 12.6
Now using 16.7 1.2 5.4 4.8 4.2 4.3 0.6 0.6 1.1
East Coast 973 [ Ever tried 28.2 7.7 7.9 8.6 11.7 14.3 6.7 4.8 11.6
Now using 11,1 0.9 0.9 1.9 3.3 4.3 0.9 0.5 0.7
West Coast 2,724 H Ever tried 26.5 8.5 11.2 11.5 13.9 14.2 5.8 4.9 8.3
Nov using 10.7 1.7 2.2 2.6 2.6 3.0 0.5 0.1 1.1
East Coast 2,993 1 Ever tried 44.0 10.4 10.1 11.0 20.5 22.2 8.7 5.5 11.0
- Now using 21.2 0.6 0.9 0.6 4.6 4.8 1.0 0.8 0.4
East Coast 2,827 J Ever tried 39.3 9.1 11.3 8.7 17.5 20.9 8.4 6.7 11.9
Now uaing 18.4 0.8 1.4 1.1 3.5 4.7 0.8 1.3 0.4
Weat Coast 1,056 K Ever tried 44.9 15.6 16.5 15.3 23.9 23.9 6.6 5.4 9.3
Now using 22,1 1.2 3.6 3.3 5.1 4.6 0.4 0.3 0.5
Southeast 947 L Ever tried 22.7 9.2 8.1 9.0 11.3 13.0 7.1 5.1 9.6
Now using 9.1 1.3 2.0 2.1 2.2 2.9 1.3 0.3 1.0 !
Southeast 686 M Ever tried 29,7 9.7 10.9 10.1 12.3 13.1 8.1 5.0 7.1
Now using 14.0 0.3 0.8 1.0 2.0 1.7 0.4 0.1 0.2
Midwest 1,31 N Ever tried 49.1 17,5 17.7 18.6 20.4 26.5 9.5 5.9 12.8
Now using 25.7 2.5 3.4 4.5 4.9 4.6 1.2 0.5 0.6
Southeast 649 0 Ever tried 22.7 9.1 9.4 8.6 11.0 11.2 11.4 8.7 11.7
Now using 6.6 0.7 0.7 0.8 1.4 2.1 1.2 0.6 1.5
Midwest 2,356 P Ever tried 36.9 9.1 8.9 7.8 12.1 13.6 10.2 6.5 7.0
Now using 13.0 0.4 0.4 0.5 1.5 1.4 0.2 0.5 0.5
East Coast 2,264 Q Ever tried 36.4 8.7 8.0 8.5 12.6 16.0 10.4 8.6 10.2
Now using 14.3 1.1 0.8 0.8 2.1 3.9 0.9 2.1 0.4
west Coast 422 R Ever tried 55.9 21.1 23.4 17.6 30.1 3.2 8.0 4.6 14.5
Now using 30.0 2.2 4.6 3.6 4.6 5.0 1.4 0.0 0.9
west Coast 1,324 S Ever tried 58.3 20.7 19.6 13.0 19.5 23.0 13.8 8.2 8.1
Now using 25.4 1.9 1.4 1.0 3.2 2.9 1.7 1.0 0.8
East Coast 486 T Ever tried 12.9 3.2 2.8 0.4 2.8 3.4 1.5 1.5 7.1
Now using 5.0 0.0 0.2 0.0 0.0 0.0 9.0 0.0 1.2
East Coast 649 v Ever tried 8.4 3.6 4.1 2.7 5.4 4.7 4.2 2.7 8.4
Now using 2.3 0.5 0.4 0.3 0.9 1.4 0.6 0.1 1.9
West Coast 780 v Bver tried 35.9 10.4 13.8 7.9 22,1 25.2 9.7 3.9 11.6
Now using 19.6 0.5 1.9 1.0 5.9 9.3 0.7 0.1 0.9
West Coast 349 w Ever tried 35.4 8.3 1.1 10.0 16.2 20.5 6.2 3.3 14.6
. Now using 16.5 0.6 1.5 0.9 3.6 5.1 0.6 0.0 2.1
West Coast 285 X Ever tried 30.7 14.3 12.9 9.8 17.4 19.6 10.5 10.2 27.1
* Now usi” , 9.9 0.8 1.6 0.4 0.8 3.6 0.8 0.8 3.0
Bast Coast 1,036 Y Ever t..ed 15.2 5.5 6.0 5.4 10.0 10.9 7.4 5.6 16.3
M N¥ow using 5.1 0.7 1.3 1,0 2.1 3.4 1.3 1‘.7 2.8
' -
. NOTES

- -, Ci 3
;;;npte;.[::: b;cgz‘l’i:;; o:ﬁ;:{:z::‘::: ::g:::“‘:vgi:gb::' “"f’. above nr: the data on the extent of drug use found in this report (Appendix 2, Tsble 20}.
W1 Institute of Mental Health under Grant Number MH-17589-03, The ternm "Now using" 1s an abbreviatfon for "Used 3 or more tizes {n last 2 months”. The schools
were chosen purposively in selected communities with presumably differing patterns of youthful drug
behavior. With the exception of schools R, W, and X, which required written parental consent bafore
students could participeie, the nusbers of participating students (sazple sizes cited above) are &
reflection of the nuabers of students in attendance on the day of the survey. Anonymity of the
respondents was preserved, snd the schools are not fdentified. In teres of a byoad classification,
gschools A through S are high schools, T through Y are juntor high achodls; A, B, and C are upper

niddle class suburban; D, E, and F ere middle/lower-middle class suburban: G and H are small city;
Q F 4 I, J, X, L, M, and N are large city predominantly white; and 0, P, Q, R, and S are large city,
l: MC b} black or ethnically mixed. 6 s :
= ‘ L}

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:




Populuatton durveyed

students in Grades
9-12 tn 10 county
unit and 20 separ-
ate school dlstrlet
high schools and
Srenhoen and sophoe
wotes {n 12 junlor
colleges ta
Mlssisatippt

1971

=09~

REDERLNCH

Rafnviter, Momer T. and “alone, Howard,
and_ lunzor tolloe Student s

Mo d3sippl, 1971,

64

Goag. Ivpe ot Number of
Regton Schoul systen Schools
South  County Unde 9
10
9
2
10
Separate Schaol R
hiserict
1%
16
20

unter tollepe 11

Total

Forol 1pcat

1911

il

446

3126

Nuaber ()
Participating trude

1316
M
F:
1121
M:
F:
G940
M
F:
843
M:

(69
676
640

(140)
527
94

a8
462
528

asn
367
476

(36%)
940
1007
(59%)
1464
1599
(55%)
1527
1664
(56%)
1469
1638

(36%)
820
197

397
666
549

-9

10

Frosh-
®an

Sopho-
wore

statewlde harcotten Ust harvey of Righ Schuwl
Hisoisslppt val! Coast Juntor tullepe, Ferkinston,

Paroont ige of Ropoudents

Walluc fnogan St{anlant

tne Harifuans 10 Mol e Anphet. Cocatne ura
Hx  F% M 1 M 1 1} F n b M
Fxperimeot. 11y 4.0 1.4 1.6 0.6 1.7 0.3 1l L7 1.4 1.4 1.9
Occastonally 1.9 1.5 0.7 0.8 0./ 6.5 L6 0.6 1.1 0.4 1.8
Often 1.% 1.0 0.7 0.6 0.3} 0.3 0.4 6.3 0.8 0.6 0.9
Fxperimentally 1.4 )2 1. 0.8 0.4 0.8 2.3 1.7 04 1.2 1.9
Occaslonally 3.6 1.5 0.8 1.7 0.6 0.3 2.1 1.2 0.8 1.7 1.1
often 1.3 1.2 0.4 0.8 0.6 0.5 0.6 0.5 0.6 1.2 0.8
Eaper tentally 4.3 3.2, 2.9 1.5 21 18 15 B 2N 0.3 2.9
Occantonally 2.8 2.0 1.3 0.5 0.4 0.7 2.1 09 L9 1.5 2.5
Ofren 3.2 2.0 0.6 0.9 0.6 0.2 1.3 L1 1.5 0.5 1.0
Experimcntally 4.6 1.9 1.9 0.6 .4 0.6 o1 15 22 Lt 2.l
Occastonally 4.1 1.1 0.8 0.4 .0 04 3.1 0.4 0.8 0.2 0.5
often 1.9 0.2 0.0 0.% 4 0.0 6.8 0.4 0.8 0.4 0.
Experizent 111y 5.4 2.0 1.2 0.7 1.0 0.5 1.5 1.7 1.4 0.7 2.
Occaslonally 2.9 1.5 0.9 0,7 uv.3 0 L2 11 1 L o,
Often 1.4 1.0 0.5 0.6 0.2 9.3 0.5 0.4 0.9 0.3 0.
Expertmentally 4.8 U6 1.2 1., 1.3 0,% 3.0 1.6 1.5 0.5 2.
Occasiomilly 3.0 1.3 1.4 0.9 0.9 0.4 L6 07 1.2 1.8 L
Often 2.5 1.4 0.6 0.5 0.7 0.1 0.5 0.2 0.7 0.9 0.
txoerinontally 1.4 4.2 3.3 0.0 1.7 1.0 3.9 1.9 2.6 0.6 3.
Occastonally 5.2 2.5 0.9 0.4 1.3 03 A4 1.3 1.9 Lo L
Often 3.9 1.5 1.1 0.5 0.7 0.2 0.9 0.3 0.6 0.7 1.
Eaperimentally 6.7 3.4 2,6 1.3 23 13 409 1.3 s 12 L
Occasionrlly 6.9 2.4 1.9 0.3 1.4 0.9 )1 2.3 2.1 0.9 3.
Often 5.9 2.4 1.4 0.6 1.2 0.3 1.4 0.8 0.9 0.5 1.
Fxperigentally 7.9 2.5 4.3 0.6 2.4 0.6 4B LY 9 00 4,
Occasionally 6.3 2.1 0.9 0.1 1.9 0.1 3.9 2.0 2.0 1.3 2.
Often 4.7 0.6 1.1 0.1 0.9 0.0 0.7 0.7 0,5 0.1 1.
Pxperimontally 10,5 2.7 2.5 0.7 3.0 1.0 /.6 20 2.1 05 3.
Occanionally 7.2 .0 2.5 0.7 1.9 0.0 5.8 21 1.0 2.0 2,
Often 5.4 0.5 0.7 0.1 0.5 0.0 1.0 0.3 06 0.5 0.
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Porgentupe ol Re posdeats ,
Tvpe of tusber of Totul Numho g (1) flallue fnoren Stiwulant » Barhit- far ctde
} School System  Schools enrollacnt  farticlpating nade [UNR V'3 Hand fuaes p oot Anphiet. toaine ur;/‘ Heendn Paroymy
B Ha M ¥ M | . ¥ . B ) H t n 3

Countv Unit 9 1911 1316 (692) 9 Experimentally 4.0 1.4 1.6 0.6 1.7 0.3 1.6 1.7 1.4 L4 LA 0.6 1.7 (% 3.3 20

2 676 Occasionally 1.9 1.5 0.7 0.8 0.7 0.5 1.6 0.6 1.1 0.4 8 0.3 00 0.Y 7.7 56

P 640 Often 1.% 1.0 0.7 0.6 0.3 0.3 0.5 0.3 0.8 L.t /0.9 0.3 €4 0,6 1.6 1.3

10 1511 1121 (74D 10 Fxperiwentally 1.4 3.2 2.3 0.8 0% 0.8 2.3 1.7 0.4 Y.z 1w 0.7 LT 1% 3.2 22

. M 527 Occasfonally .o 1.9 0.% 1.7 0.6 0.3 21 1.2 08 1 1.1 0.8 0.4 0.1 4.8 6.2

. Fr 994 often 1.3 12 0.4 u.8 0.6 0.5 0.6 0.5 0.6 .2 0. 0.7 0.2 0.0 0.9 1.2

9 1268 990 (78%) 11, Experimoatally 4,3 2.2 2. 1.9 2.1 LA o1 2w L 0.3y 2.9 t.s+ 1.9 0.6 2.9 2.0

M 462 Occanionally 2.8 2.0 1.3 0.5 0,4 0,7 2.1 0.9 Ly 1.9 L 004 0.6 5.6 4.9

F: 528 Otten 3.2 o 0.8 0.9 0.6 0.2 1.3 1 s 05 1o 0.7 0.6 0.4 1.9 0.7

10 ny 843 (150 12 Experisentally 4.6 1.9 1.9 0.6 1.4 0.6 .1 L5 2.2 14 21 1.3 16 0.2 2.4 0.2

Mo 367 Occanfonally 4.1 1.1 ¢.8 0.4 0.0 0.4 1,1 0.4 08 0.2 0% 0. 13 6.6 4,6 3.1

. ¥ 476 often 1.9+ 0.2 0.0 0. 1.4 0,0 0% 04 0.3 04 (48 6. 0.5 0.0 1.} C.%

Separite School 8 2262 1947 (86%) 9 taperimntlly 5.4 2.0 1,2 0.7 1.0 0.5 1.2 1.7 L4 0 .’:! 1.0 0.8 0.5 2.9 l.4

District M 940 Occasfonally 2.5 1.5 a9 0.7 9.3 4.2 1.2 1.0 by L4 0,5 1.} 0.2 0.3 3.9 L0
F: 1007 Otten 1.4 1.0 0.5 0.6 0,2 0.3 0.5 0,4 0.9 0.t 0.6 0.8 0.6 0.2 0.8 1.0 '

15 5214 3063 (90 10 Experimentally 4.8 2.6 1.2 1.2 1.3 0.5 l.(f‘l 1.6 1.5 0.% 2.0 02 1S 0.5 2.2 1.9

M: 1464 Occasfonilly 3.0 1.3 1.4 0.9 0.9 0.4 1.6 0.7 1.0 1.8 l.& 1.7 0.2 0.0 4.3 4.9

F: 1599° Often 2.5 1.4 0.6 U.3 0.7 0.1 0.5 0.2 0./ G99 0.3 0.4 0.2 0.1 0.7 1.1

16 5825 "I (55%) 11 Expoerimentally 7.4 422 3.3 0.9 1.7 1.0 3.9 1.9 26 O 3 1S 1.3 00 4.3 1.6

M 1527 Occasionally 5.2 2.5 0.9 0.4, 1.3 0.3 2.4 1.3 1y 12 1.8 1.' 1.0 0.6 5.9 4.3

F: 1664 Often 1.9 1.9 1.1 0.5 0.7 0.2 0.9 0.3 0.6 6.7 1.6} 0.3 0.6 0.3 1.3 0.4

0 . asle 3107 (%61) 12 Exper imentally 6.7 3.4 2.6 1.3 3 1.3 w9 L8NS L 3.9 1.2 1.6 0.4 3.4 1.8

M 1469 Occasfomilly 6.5 2.4 1.9 0.3 1.4 0% 3.1 ) 2.1 09 e S 1.2 0.4 4.6 .4

Fi 1638 Often 5.9 2.4 1.4 0.6 1.2 0.3 1.4 o.s 0.9 05 1.2 \0.-’. 0.9 0.2 1.8 2.0

Junior (oltepe 11 4462 1617 (362) tresh- Experimontally 7.9 2.9 4.3 0.6 2.4 0.6 4.8 1.3 29 w0 s 05 1.2 0.0 3.1 0.%

M: 820 man Oecanlonally 6.3 2.1 0.9 0.1 i.9 0.1 L9 s e L, 2.4 1.1 06 0.1 3.1 2.6

F:r 197 Of tem 4.1 0.6 1 0.1 0.9 00 00 0.7 wE o Lo p.1 6.4 0.0 0.7 0.5

12 3126 1215 (394 Sopho- Fxperfmontally  10.5 2.7 2.5 0.7 1.0 1.0 /.6 2.0 I, 0,< 1,6 1.0 1.3 0.1 1.5 1.2

H: 6h6  mofe OCcastonalls 72 40 2.5 0.7 1.9 0.0 5.8 2.1 L0 2o 27 k0 0.7 0.0 41 56

! t., 549 Meen 5.4 0,5 0.7 0.} 0.4 0.0 1.0 0.3 0¢& by DS ¢.3 0.0 0.0 0.6 0.1
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City 6Y-1tum 3065 (RN 7.9 [OL T SL B T4 3.2 ) L6 ¥ 1.3
(80,009) s 18- wsda. Ouittors 7.3 Lo 2 38 . "y 34 2o 8.9

questionnsire Nonusers Jea 8439 A6 B0 4 Ha Rt PYEEREE S N SR 4 69,2

N fnforsation 1.0 107 10,3 19,1 10.5 [TU Be, . 1006 1009 16.%
ol

g m-pq Uee in the Wilmington sehool svutems A Study Bad stud 1 gart of the statesdde surse  cste b i tam 37 il ey ple con.titutad abont 50
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¥
Percentage of Rtspondent

. Data .
Collection Marfi- Other i
Population Surveved Technique Frequency of Use juana LSD Hallucinogens Amphetamines Ba bitura:
Students, grades Sclf-adnin. One or more tires a day
8-12 in the pudlic question- Males 12.9 2.6 3.2 3.6 5.0
schools of a large naire ®  Females 5.8 0.4 0.4 4,1 2.6
Yew England city. Once or twice a-weck )
January 1971 Males 10.6 2.4 2.6 5.3 5.0
Females 9.2 1.5 2.1 2.8 4.9
A few times a month -
? ales 10.8 5.5 3.8 6.3 6.7
Females 8.8 2.6 2.1 4.5 7.1
Only once or a few times
ales 13.5 7.1 7.9 9.5 11.7
Females 10.5 4,7 5.8 13.1 11.3
- Never used
Males 52.1 82.3 82.4 75.4 71.6
Females 65.6 90.8 89.5 75.6 74.1
Whites - i 58.8 87.0 . 75.2 73.1
. Blacks 53.8 80.1 71.5 70.3
All Students 58 85 85 74 72
Daily and Uecekly Use
Grade 8 16.2 5.5 6.3 11.7 10.8
) 9 14.9 4.9 5.0 7.0 7.7
10 20.3 3.6 3.9 7.9 9.2
, 11 24,1 4.4 5.0 8.5 9.9
12 23.6 2.4 3.6 4.8 7.8
Dafly and Ueekly Use
N, by Father's Occupation
58 Unemp loyed 26.5 7.7 5.7 9.4 18.2
229 ¥orkman 20.2 4.0 5.3 7.2 10.6
268 Service, Clerical worker 19.1 3.8 4.2 8.0 1.7
236 Proprietor, manager, tech., ctc. 21.1 5.2 4.3 9.5 9.5
165 Professional 20.1 5.1 8.0 11.8 11.3
Daily and Ueeklv Use
by Level of Aspiration
for Education
40 Dropout of high school 28.2  12.8 10.3 i8.4 21,1
211 Finish high school 23.2 7.0 7.0 12.8 14.0
90 Get vocational trafining 18.2 4.6 7.0 13.8 12.8
160 Junior college 22.0 5.0 4.3 9.3 8.0
506 Four-year college 18.0 2.6 3.6 5.2 7.0
Daily and Weckly Use
by Adult Family
Constellation
738 Yother and Father 17.8 2.8 3.9 6.9 7.7
170 tother only 24.7 8.4 6.0 12.6 12.0
18 Father only 27.8 5.6 16.7 5.6 5.6
22 Other relative 31.6 10.6 10.6 15.8 21.0
- 13 Other 36.4 16.7 7.7 36.4 46.2
REFERENCE NOTES 1
follins, Joan H. and Holden, Presented above are the data on frequency of drug use tabulated in this paper. Clustei
Raynond a., "adoles.ent on a random selection of groups (in this case classrooms) from the population being studied
Drug Use and the Alienaticn sample of approximately 15 percent (1,000 pupils) of the enrollment in grades 8-12. The sa
Syndrome." Journal of brug certain categories in the above tabulation are shown in the column headed "N". Breakdowns
Education, Vol. 2, No. 3, categories are not given in the paper. 3
pp. 249-261, September 1972. Students responding to the questionnaire were assured of their anonymity. The testing
advance. “

bo . o




des
jublic
large
ity.

rveved

Data
Collection
Techuique

Self-adnin.
question=
naire

229
268
236
165

40
211
90
160
506

738
170
18
2
13

n H. and Helden,
“Adojescent
the Alienation

Journal of Drup

ol. 2.

No. 3,

197.

60

% - ltem No. 31

- Percentage of Respondents
i Mart- Other ¢ -
Frequency of Use juana  LSD Hallucinogens Anphetanines Batbiturates derofn Glue Sniffing
One or morc times a day
Males 12.9 2.6 3.2 3.6 5.0 2.2 4.7
Fenales 5.8 0.4 0.4 4,1 2.6 1.9 2.6 - 7
Once or twice a week .
«  Males 10.6 2.4 2.6 5.3 . 5.0 2.6 4,1
Females 9.2 1.5 2.1 2.8 4.9 1.7 2.4 ¢
A few times & month
Tales 10.8 5.3 v.8 6.3 6.7 4.1 3.5
Females 8.8 .2.6 2.1 4.5 7.1 1.1 2.6
Only onca or 4 few times ) ’
tales . 13.5 7.1 7.9 9.5 11.7 3.2 10.9
Females 10.5 4.7 5.8 13.1 1.3 1.5 7.1
Never used )
Males 52,1 82.3 82.4 75.4 - 1.6 87.8 76.8 ‘
Fenales 65.6 90.8 89.5 75.5 74.1 93.8 85.4 :
Whites 55.5 87.0 75.7 73.1 93.0 83.2
Blacks 53.8 80.1 71.5 70.3 76.4 7 77.8
All Students 58 85 85 . 74 72 90 80
Daily and Weekly Use “
Grade 8 16.2 5.5 ? 6.3 11.7 10.8 8.3 11.3
9 14.9 4.9 5.0 7.0 7.7 5.0 7.2
10 20.3 3.6 3.9 7.9 9.2 3.6 8.0
13 24,1 4,4 5.0 8.6 9.9 ' 4.3
12 23.6 2.4 3.6 4.8 7.8, 2.4 4.8
Daily and.Weekly Use R
by Father's Occupation
Unezployed 26.5 7.7 5.7 9.4 18.7 2.0 7.7
Worknan 20.2 4.0 5.3 7.2 10. 7.6 10.4
Service, Clerical worker 19.1 3.8 4.2 8.0 7. 4.2 6.2
Proprietor, manager, tech., ctc. 21.1 5.2 4.3 9.5 9. 4.8 7.5
Professional 20,1 5.1 8.0 11.8 11,3 5.7 7.6
Dajly and {leekly Use -
by Level of Aspiration
for Education . g N
Dropout of high school 28,2 12.8 10.3 138.4 21.1 10.3 18.0
Finish high school 23.2 7.0 7.0 12.8 14.0 7.0 11.0
Get vocational training 18.2 4.6 7.0 13.8 12.8 5.8 11.7
Juntor college 22.0 5.0 4.3 9.3 8.0 6.3 7.5
Four-year college 18.0 2.6 3.6 5.2 7.0 3.2 4.8
Daily and Weekly Use
hy Adult Family
gg_nstellatlon
Mother and Father 17.8 2.8 3.9 6.9 7.7 4,5 6.3
sfother only 24,7 8.4 6.0 12.6 12.0 4.8 9.6
#ather only 27.8 5.6 16.7 5.6 5.6 11.2 v 112
Other relative 31.6 10.6 10,6 15.8 21.0 10.6 15.8
Other 36 A 1647 7.7 ¥ 36.4 46.2 16.7 27.3
HOTES

Presented above are the data on frequency of drug use tabul ated in this paper. Cluster sazpling, which is based
on a random seclection of groups {(ir this case ciassroons) from the population being studied, was used to gelect a
sarple of approximately 15 percent (1,000 pupils) of the enrollment in grades 8-12. The sample sizes pertaining to
certain categories in the above tabulation are shown in the column headed "N". Breakdowns of the sampla by other
categories are not given in the paper. -

Students responding to the questionnalire were assured of their anonymity. The- testing was not announced 1

advance.
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Ttes No,

Froamtage of Fewpondents

Data
. . Geog. Collection . _Mar{iuana Uther Drugs
Population Surveved Regton Technique Sample Stze city County Ly Coint
Students in the South JZ’KG;L City: 500 Nevet uned 9 “Hg 26 3
. junfor ard senfor Atlantic  self-adain. County: 1500 Used once or tuice 22 , ? 2% 6
hish schools (city quest fonnalre Used frequently LY 3 5 2
. N and county) of Wake * Xo response recefved - . 1 1 2
= County, North -
, Carolina - l
<& Noveaber 1976 (County) - R
February 1971 (City) « N
r [ v
‘o .+ REFEREXCE SOTES
Catter, James H. and Gregory, Robert J., “Assessment of the Shown above are the tabulitfon. of the respances tu the
JPrevatence of Drug Abuse Among Junior and Senfor Hizh School , questions on tivquency of wuse of iileRsl drugs (Questions 27 an
Students of Wake Countv, North Carolfna.” . C. Jourmal of tn the question: afre wsid fn this survev. “Uther drugw” vefers
Mental Health, Vol. 5, No. 3, pp. 21-35, >umxer 1971, ML drags such ad atd, spred, pep Pillu, or herotn.” "Iity"
refers to the city of Ralefnh, and “Ceunty” refers to ®ake Cou
- . North Caralinal -
: The 1500 students were randvwis selected fros all of the
. . junior and senior hIsh school  in the county mchool systes.
Questionnatres were Waintstervd by the homervom teachgr Jurlag
. . a “hoacroon period™. The survey was carried out strultencounly
~ . thraughout the *ocunty sthool syste®, and sssurances vire giv
the students regaraing the onfidentfality of thelr Fesponses.
. some r~luctance on the 2art of city school offlcials, the city
IS participated approximastely tive months later. The Questionnaly
g the proposed methad of alsministration vere the same as in the ¢
R schools. Bowever, the «1'y respondents vege slloved 0" take thi
questtonnatres hose ~vv right and ty urn thes the folloving
‘ S ¥
. -
‘ -
- Fercemtags of Ses” pdents
Data J
?‘ Ceop. Collactfon Nusber of .
Papulation urveyed Regton  Technique Respondents Mar{juana Lst Amphetanines Harhirgrate [SE PR PR Nne o
Students in grades Moutain  Anonymous Approninmately Freshzen 19 5 ] R 1
9-12 {n 28 high questionnatre 9,000 Sophomores 28 10 14 13 3 ~ 64
schools {n the . Juntors 32 11 1% 1% N L]
vicinity of Phoenix. - Senfors 36 12 1 B 59
- Arizona fa Total 28 9 15 12 - 6@
Jannary 1971 -
° 1968 Total 14. » 4 » 3 ?
*questfon not asked tn 19638 survev'
REEERENCF HOTFS
Phoentx Gazette, "“Teens Belteve Drug Problem Grows.” Tip- The {igures clted above are the tibulated fespontes o *he na 1109 hase werta taken u
oft 11, Teen: ¢ Fhoenfx—opinfons, Farts, Fancies, Student THAT APPLY)," which was part ot the Drugs and Driakioy -ecfion S thi Wl szpretanioes vel
“arvev reprinted from Teen Gazette, The Phoenix Gazette, as including speed; addfctive druss fncluded berrin, asphine, co-alre, oty More perersl dats
F. 0. Box 1950, Phoenix, Arizona #5001, 1969, 1971 pp. 13=15.  of drugs are conveyed in the tibulated responnes to U fquestion Ha e oo Oben Jrupa’” The
of percentage of susponddits, arc shown below. ~
Fr. Soph 1T, R otal Jan 1 Total O
Never 14 X #ty bl ‘ 81
o once, for an experisant ] 9 3 1 y 6
Sceveral tizmes 12 1 Ny 21 i §
Habftualiy 2 -~ « > “ - B3\
Cther drug=related questions fn tul, seciion of the sufvey perlsned opanions and attited 4‘
drug laws, and means of dealins with the Srug problen. o

O

ERIC . . .

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

.
1he survey covered approximately fifteen percent of each nrite le.al (v the 9 participacse

Student participation was cospletely voluntiry and atonrssuus, questlonniifes were adafnistered

during s class perted. Results were edited by newspaper perronncl anld tabalted by co-purei.
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: M ‘e . feem No. 32 o . N
' O, . . == ' s
i .
o R . : ; i o
) . S Percentage of Respondents - ‘- -
Data hd ¢ . Yo ) . et >’
Geog. Collection * Mari juana Other Drugi - . ) *
ulation Surveyed Region ¢ Technique Sazple Size . city County JCity.  County s me / ";,-.
udents in the South 32~iten City: 500 Never used 68 « 89 70 39 CREEN frge
hior ard senior Atlantic se’f-adain. County: 1500 Used once or twice 22 . 7 2% 6 -
gh schools (city q.estiongaire Used frequently 6 - 3 ‘5 2 -
d county) of Wake - , No response recelved 4 Y .’l\] ) B 2 ” v 2l
imty, North ~ i ’ - ’ -
kol ina - RN T Y
penber 1970 (County) ” . ‘
proary 1971 (City) ‘ . e _ X
- N : i
ERENCE . + NOTES N - » ! L .
- — - 1 3 I3 : ~ . . '._‘
kter, James H. and Cregory, Robect J., "Assessment of the Shown above are the tabulations ‘of the respo"es to the tvo - - ., -
valence of Drug Abuse Among Junior and Senfor High School questions on freqency of use of illegal drugs (questions 27.and 28) i N -
pdents of Wake County, North Carolina." N. C. Jouraal of in the questionnafre used in this survey. "Other drugs” refers to .. .
tal Health, Yol. 5, No. 3, pp. 21-35, Summer 1971. - v...drugs such asi acid, speed, pep pills, or heroia.” 5 {3 .t
- refers to the city of Raleigh, and ""County” reférs to Wake Covhey, #° o . ' T
* - — North Carolina. * N Tl ES 1. b -
. . The 1500 students were randoaly selected from 3“-'0(’ the ¢ N W
A junior and serior high schools in the copnty ool’system. ' . e
Questionnaires were administered by the home¥oo) ceaclfgr during H -
v a “homeroom period”. The survey was carri t simultaneously .
throughout the county school system, and assylances vere given to N .
the students fegarding the confidenti¢liey of their responses. After
~ o some re}uctance on the part of city school gfficials, the city schools ve
participyted approxinately five zonths later. The qdestionnaire and Y - .
the proposed method ot administration were the saze as in the co'uncy . .
schools. However, the Qity respondents were allowed to take their a e,
. . * questionnaires fioze over night and to return thes the following day. * ‘ . |
S
v b . ) .
, T %
. - - Itea No. 33 N
. N : f ) '
Percentapge of Respondents
’ Data
Geog. Collection Number of " b } .
Region Technigue Respondents Mari juana LSt Asphetanings Barbiturates Addictive Druks Yone_of These .
Moutain  Anonymous Approximately Freshmen 19 S 8 7 < . 3
Guestionnaire 9,000 Sophomores 28 10 14 13 3 66 ¥
Juniors 32 11 15 14 5 64
Senfors 36 12 18 15 5 59 ¢
Total 28 9 13 . 12 4 . 66
* 1968 Total 14 x> * * 3 n
*question not asked in 1963 survey -
~ ~ < )

Believe Drug Problem Grows.” Tip-
1x~-0pinions, Facts, Fancies, Student
Teen Gazette, The Phoenix Gazette,

x, Arizona 85001, 1969, 1971 pp. 13-15.
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Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

wores
’

The figures cited above are the tabulated responses to the question: “Have you taken: ... (ANSHER ALL
THAT APPLY),” which was part of the Drugs and Drinkiag section of this survey. Asphetamines were wdentified
as including speed: addiceive drups included heroin, morphine, cocalne, etc More general data on the use
of drugs are conveyed in the tabulated responses to the question: "Have you taken drugs?” These, in terns

of percentage of respondents. ar¢é shown below,
Fr. Soph. Jr. Sr. Total Jan. 71 Total Oct. 68

Hever 78 69 66 62 69 81
Once, for an experimen? 8 9 9 10 - 9 6
Several times 12 13 20 23 18 10
. Habitually 2 4 S 5 4 3

Other drup-related questions in this section of the survey pertained to opinions and actitudes on drug usage,

drug lavs, and veans of dealing with the drug problem.

The survey covered approximately fifteen percent of each frade level 1o the 28 participating high schools.
Student participation was completely voluntary and anonynmous; quedtionniires were adsinistered by teachers

during 701.135 period. Results were edited by newspaper personnel any tabulated by computer.
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‘ . Geoi., Collectien | Number of . - 2
d . Porelarion Surveved Reglon  Techaique  , Respondents L. . Mar{juana LSD Asphetanines . 3arbiturates Cough Syrup
Eiemetntary and high New Anonymons Any use.during 1970-71 School Yesr ‘¥ -
schooi studengs {n Eagland  questiodnalre 6th Crale 4 1 -1 2 s
. a town in-the = * 480 7th Crale . 9 1 S 5 - 1
. vigialty of Boston, - 8th Crade 30 3 7 9 4 N
o +» Massachegetls . .. 225 High Schocl 46 8 12 14 4
~ Tvay 1971 I . v ) .
. . » - 1
- N -
LI .
REFERENCE s NOTES . .
= - . - h
Wechsler, Menry and Thua, Dentse, Jrug Usage Anonz School- The data shown above arc found in Table 1 fn this report. “Cough syiup” refers to the!
Age Youth fn the Town of » °- Mizeol, 20 p., ki.ks”  The report also glves estimates of the cxtent of drug use cbtained fro= parents,
. The Medical Foundaclos, Ifc., 29 Comdmealth Avenue, Eoston, Questfonnalres were dfstributed in a saople of “ho3e rooas™ ag cach grade level. The
;. Massachusetts 02116, October 21, 1971. ~ rooms were asked by graduate students, or in soze cases, srudgats fro= their owa school to
" N R . (In no {nstance werce tcachers present when the questionnafres sere diftributed or belng £11
. . . agsured their anawer: would be znoaymous and were {nstructed not 20 write thefr nases on a
- e ,AJzest all the students in the selected hoae rooas, who were present on the day the questd
- cocpleted the questioanalre. .
T .- . S . -
., ;: ) s Ay L% 1
v .. LIS ¢ i
N, . i
‘ . i ’ Data - B |
- ' Geog. LCollat tion Nunber of Percentage of Respoadents }
Pogu!a_ﬂgﬂ Surveyed* Réalon Techntfue RIsponieats Mar{juana ng Azphetamines  Barbiturates Cough Syrup Hes
" Juntor and senfor New ARORYROUS :.}00 Students under 15 vears of age . . ;
high schoot atudents Snglaad  qucstfonnatre , . Any use {eripg 1970 12.9 4.7 7.3 8.0 123 h
{n a cfty In zhe « - M Use five or more tices daring 1970 5.8 1.2 2.4 3.2 1.3 1
. . viclatey of Boston. - . N
Magsichusests ’ . . - 3tudents 13 years of age and over
Fally 1970 v . . . . 4ny use durfaz 1970 40.3 9.3., 15,7 15.9 7.9 4
. - - - I Use five or oore tizes during 1970 26.3 3.4 6.7 6.1 1.2 ]
- .- * -
» -
-,I ¢ .:.‘ \,i
\oofEFERENCE - ¢ NOTES
. - . ' = - .- -
wWechsler, 1eary nd Thus, Denisc, The Extént of Drug Uee The data shown above are taken froms Tables 1 and 2 ia this report. The figures for "us
fnthea o Public Schocls. Hise... 15 v, duriog 19707 are glven in those tables as perceatages of the users, whercas {n the above tah
o The MedIl T Youndatfon, Tnc., 29 Commonvealth Av.ctue, shown as percentages of the respondents in cach ¢lassiffcatfon. "Cough Syrup” refers to the
Boston, Mastachusetts 02116, Septezber 24, 19°1 T, "for kicks”. The report also gives cst'lnntcs:ol the extent of drug usc obtained from parent
° personrel, as well as from students. |
K - 4 Questionnkires were distributed (n a sanple of “home rooms” at each grade level. Stude
* - . . M . rooas wete asked by graduate students, or {n somse cascs, students from their own school to ¢
« 1‘ b \ . . questionnvires. (In nopinstance were ‘teachers present when the questionnatres were distriby
X e . . £1lled out.) Students were assured their answers would be anonymous and were fnstructed nct

B - .

names on any part ot the questfonnafre. Almost ali the students in the sclected hoag rooms,
on the day the questfonnatre was distributed, coapleted the questionnafre.
.
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'
. __;
1
Data
. Collection '&.:l:ber of
flon Techaigue Redpoalents
Anonyaous
nd  questionnaire
480
225

Denise, Drug Usage Asong School-

o— . Mizea., 20 p.,

. 9 Cozmomsealth Avenue, Boston, o

’ - .
Y N -
[ -
-~ ! -
. L e -
. - .
< v b
€
* v ’
. Ttez o. 34
. -
. s
< ) / . :
* Persentape of Respordents
- . Marijuana LoD ‘ Asphstamines  Barbiturates Cough Svyrep  derein  Glue Sniffing  °
Aay use duriug 1570-71 School Year
6th Crade - 4 1, 1 2 R 5 0 9
) Jth Grade . 9 1 5 5 - 1 0 . 8
8th Grade 30 3, 7 9 4 1 9
A High School . 46 8 12 14 4 2 - 4
B - 3 -
- ] -~
b v . - - .
» NOTES e e
The data shown above are found in Table 1 in tris report “Cough syrup” refers to the use of «ough syrup “for
%icks”. The report also pives estlsan:s of the cextent of dru; use obtained from parents, as well as from students.

Questionnaires vere d.xs:rlbumd 18 a sazpic of “hone roses™ at each grade ievel. The studeats in these home

ber 21, 1971. - roocs verce asked by graduate students. or in soce <ases, students ;roz thelir own sivhool to complete the questionnaires.
¢ “ . (In no iastance Bere teachers Present when the questiopnalres were distributed or bulng filled out.) Students were
. - assured thiir glsvcrs would be anony=ous and vere instructed not to write their aanes oa any part of the questionnaire.
Al2ost all the studeats in Xhe xelected’ home rooms, who were present on the,day the questionnaire.was distributed,
- s cozpleted the Questionaaire.
.
S . .
- Ll
_ A ‘ ttem M. 35
Data : . Percertage of Respendents :
. Collection  * Nusber of * R o ifreertape ol
on Technique Respondents Mirijuana LSD Asphetasines  Barbituvates . Congh Ssrup  Hexeth  Glue Sniffing
®  Anonysous 1,30¢ Studenes under I5 vears of age i
land Qquestionnaire Any usc during 1970 . 2.9 4.7 7.3 8.0 12.2 ¢ 3.1 14.9
Use five or pore tises during 1970 5.3 1.2 2.4 3.2 1.7 1.1 3.0
Students 15 years of age and over
Any usc during 1970 y ! 40.3 £9.3 15.7 15.9 7.9 4.8 8.4
Use flve or sore tizes during l970 26.3° .4 6.7 6.1 1.2 A T 2.6 .

Denise, The Extent o Druy vse
bllc %Mois. Mizeo. ., Poe
.y 49 oxogueaith Aveauc,
[16, Seprember 24, 1971.

pthor's request.

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

NOTES

The data shown above are “taken fron Tubles 1 and 2 ip this reporc. The fisares for “use .ive of nore tines
during 1970" are given in those tables as per.entages of the du(.s. whercas f{a the above tabulation they ate
shown as percentages »f the respondents in gach classificatios, "Cough Syrup tefers to the vse of cough ayrup

"for kicks”’. The report also gives cstimates of the extent of drug usc obnmed from parents aad school -
personncl, as well as from students.

Questionnaires werc distributed fn a snple of ho:n. rooas’”’ at cach grade level. sStudents in these hoze
roozs were asked by graduate students, of in sone cases, studenss frem their owvn school to coxzplete the

) qudstionnaires. (In no instance were teachers' present when tie juestionnaires ucre distriboted or being
filled cut.) Studenis were assared their answvera wuld be ananymoas and vere fnstructed ne't to write their
nases on any part of the quesqtionnaire, Aloost all the atudents in the selected hoze rooms, whe were present
ob the day the questionnaite was.distributed, completed the questioanaire.
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,* Data
Geog. Coxcunity Collection Sample A Perrentage of Respondents
Populat fon Sur jeved Reglon ~_Type Technique | Sfze Marfjuana Psychedelics Amphet- Barbic- Solvents ~
) anines urates :  Herdin
All studeats in the North Suburban 76-1ten 13,603 Use During Last 3 Months
six high schools ot Central self-adafn. (Varies Twice/month or less
Townskip High School questionnaire  slightly Gr. 9 6.1 2.8 3.3 3.1 3.4
Districe 214, tn the with drug Gr. 10 9.9 5.3 6.3 4.3 3.5
victaity of Arling- type) R Gr. 11 12.2 5.7 5.8 4.2 2.4
ton Heights, “1llinois Cr. 12 14.2 6.6 6.7 5.3 1.8
Decezber 1970 All Students 10.2 4.9 5.4 4.2 2.9
- Once/veck or more
Gr. 9 3.4 0.6 0.8 0.6 0.5
Cr. 10 6.5 1.4 2.0 0.7 0.7
Gr. 11 8.7 1.4 2.2 0.8 0.5
cr. 12 12.0 1.1 2.3 0.7 0.1
All Students 7.2 1.2 1.6 0.7 0.5
Any Use ° %
Class of 1971 .
‘ As Freshmen (1967) 5.2 2-1 Zg 22 ]
As Sophomores (1968) 10.5 -2 6.9 3'7 1
as Juntors (1969) 18.3 .3 3 o .
& w . As Semdors (1970) 6.9 99 . . |
. Class of 1972 :
- As Freshuen (1968) 6.8 2.¢ g; i1 |
As Sopkomores (1969) },3'6 S-; 8. -
. . As Junfors (1970) 2.5 8.2 -8 5.1
Class of 1973
As Freshzen (1969) 10.1 4.2 4.8 2-0
:‘: As Sophomores (1970) 16.5 7.4 8.8 -5
' Class of 1974 .
As Freshmen (1970% 9.4 3.8 4.8 2.5
Users (1970)
Freshzen 5.0 0.9 5.%
Sophosores 7.4 1.9 9--2
. Juniors 10.7 1.8 8.
Sentors 15.6 2.5 8.z
. All Students 9.1 1.7 7.8
Male 11.0 2.4 1.5
Female 7.3 1.1 5.0
REFERENCE NOTES
Schaps, Eric: sanders, Clinton: and Hughes. Patrick, uistrict 214 Drug Abuse Survey: As Interim The data cited above wrz derived from a sanpls comprising approxim
Repert. Eptdeafology Unit, {1linofs Drug ibuse Prograa, Depactzent of Psychfatry, Universicy target populatfon. However, tbe authors are oroperly cautious in stat
i

of Chicago, Chicago, Illinois, June 1971. not allow thea to gen:ralize their findidgs to the entire student body

] hidden Sources of bian due te absenteeism on the days of the survey, ¢
to return answer sheets, and the unusable nature of some of the answer
very rcasonable etforts were nade to obtain valid and rcliable data, 4

R that the sample was in many respects representative of the target popu

Pl




Data
Collection
Techaique

Sample : A
Size _

pomunity
Type

jJuburban 76-1ten
self-adain.

questionnaire

13,603 Use Puring Last 3 Months
(varies Twice/zonth or less
slightly cr. 9

with drug cr. 10

type) Ccr. 11

Cr. 12

All Students

Ohce/weck or more

¢ Cr. 9

. 10

st

.12

All Students

Any Use

Class of 1971

As Freshoen (1967)
as Sophozores (1968)
As Juniors (1969)
As Senlors” (1970)
Class of 1972

As Freshzen (1968)
As Sophosores (1969)
As Juniors (1970)
Class of 1973

As Freshzen (1969)
As Sophozores (1970)
Class of 1974

As Freshzen (1970)

Users (1970)
Freshmen
Sophomores
Juniors
Senlors’

All Students
Male
Fezale

Fand Hughes, Patrick, District 214 Drug Abuse Survey: An Interin
nois Drug Abuse Prograz, Department of Psychlatry, University
une 1971,

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

7o

Iten No. 36
L3
Y
percentage of Respondents v
Amphet- Barbit~- Solvénts Narcotics
anines yrates Heroin, Morphine

{

Marijuana psychedelics

Other

The data cited above are derived from a sagple comprising approximately 85 percent of the
target population. However, the authors are properly cautious in stating that the results do
aot allow them to generalize their findings to the entire student body under study. There are
hidden sources of blas due to absenteelsm on the days of the survey, failure of some students
to return answer sheets, and the unusable nature of some of the answer sheets received. However,
very reasonable efforts were made to obtain valid and veliable data, and the report indicates
that the sazple was In many respects representative of the target population.
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- Data Percentage of Respondents
Geoyg. Comunity Colléction Sample Hallucinogens Stinmulants Depressants Opiates
Populatfon Surveyed  Region Size (Pop.) Teghnique S{ze . tortiuana LSD Qther Asphet. Baxbit, Ixang, Hereln Ot
x
All ztudents Grades Mid-Atl Various Y5-iten . 31,882 Users 6.8 - 1.4 1.5 2.7 1.6 0.7 1.1
7-12 in 49 schools self-adsin. Quitters 6.1 2.0 1.4 4.0 2.4 0.8 1.5
in Delaware, questionnaire L Nonusers 83.0 91.7 92.2 88.6 91.0 93.6  92.4
fncluding two . No informations 4.0 4.8 4.9 4.7 5.0 5.0 5.0
private and six '
parochial schools. Users: Male N
Fall. 1970 Female
Quitters: Male .
Female - *
Nonusers: Male
Female n
«No Information: Male -
Female
Ever Used: Gr. 7 2.7 0.8 0.6 1.8 1.1 0.6 0.8
cr. 8 5.7 l4-.1.2 3.1 1.8 1.0 1.3
cr. 9 10.0 2.2 1.7 5.7 3.2 0.9 2.0
Gr. 10 16.1 4.0 3.4 8.7 5.5 1.7 3.9
Gr. 11 21.3 5.5 4.9 10.5 6.7 1.7 a,
Cr. 12 27.1 8.4 7.0 15.5 7.2 2.9 7.
(In the report these data are broken down by three counties and the cig
.
REFERENCE NOTES

Wilson, Robert A , Drug Use fn Delaware:

A Study of Junior and Senior High School Students.

Division of Urban Affairs, Univers{ty of Delaware, Newark, Defaware, December 1971,

<~

The sample, Which comprises approximately 50 percent of the state’
including both public and private schools, is considered by the authorsf
whole state. Adequate measures to ensure confidentfality of the fndiv.
validity checks in‘the questionnaire enhance the credibility of the re

Data '
Geog. Community Collection Sample
Population urveyed Region Stze (Pop.) Technique Size
AS
All students Grades Mid-Atl Rural 35=-1iten * Users
7-12 in a particular (24,397) self-admin. Quitters
rural school district questionnaire .
Fall 1970 Ever Used: Gr. 7
G6r. 8
Gr. 9
Gr. 10
Gr. 11
~or. 12
All students Grades Mid-Atl Suburban 35-1iten . L Users
7-12 in a particular (42,000) sel f-adain. ' Quitters
suburban school dis- M upr. nid. questionnaire
trict cl. Ever Used: cr. 7
Fall 1970 Gz 8
* not stated explicitly; varies between cr. 9
grades and from question to question due ., GOr. 10
to non<response - Gr. 11
- Gr, 12
ReFERENCE e

Londergan, Susan: Wilson, Robert A.; and McGrath, John H., "Patterns of Drug Use Among

Adolescents in a Rural Community and in a Suburban Community".,

41p.. Paper presented at

1971 Rural Sociological Society Meeting, Denver, Colorado (ED 052-882).

RIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

P

el

'L", -
g;.._' Percentage of Respondents
Hallucinogens i} |8 Stimulants Depressants Opiates
Marijuans LSD' QOther Amphet. Other Barbit. ITrang. Heroin Othe
2.2 0.8 0.6 0.8 0.8 0.9 0.8
3.2 0.5 0.5 2.2 1.7 ——- 0.4
3.0 1.5 1.5 1.5 1.5 1.5 1.5
0.6 L 1.1 0.6 - -—
3.3 - me- 0.8 ——— — -—
7.3 2.4 2.4 4.0 3.2 0.8 0:8
9.9 0.9 9.9 6.3 6.3 —-— 0.9
13.3 4.1 3.1 6.1 5.1 3.1 4.1
* 10.6 1.4 2.2 2.9 1.5 0.4 1.0
, * 8.2 3.2 2.6 6.0 2.9 0.9 2.2
3.7 0.2 0.4 2.5 1.0 v.l 0.4
8.6 0.8 1.7 4.4 1.9 0.7 1.5
14.4 3.3, 2.9 6.3 3.0 1.2 2.0
23.1 5.3 5.8 11.5 S.4 1.0 4.2
28.8 6.2 6.7 7.8 6.6 1.6 4.5
40.2 13.3 13.8 10.6 8.9 3.9 7.0
KOTES
This study is part of & mtatewide survey (see Ites 37). The dier]

by the authors td be typical, respectively. of rural and’ suburban dis
.Census classifications). Good provision was wade for confidentiality
and internal checks were made for the consistency of responses.

- (4
: /f 1)
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Item No. 37

. % -~
faga | Percenta.g:: of Respondents
- Comunity (follecr.lon Sample & Hallucinogens Stinmulants Depressants Opiates Spec.Subst. Total
$ize' (Pop.) Technique Slze N darijuags LSD Qther _Amphet, Glue Qther
4
Various 35-{ten 31,882 ., Users 6.8 1.4 1.5 2.7 4 1.6 0.7 1.1 «1.0 0.9 8.3
self-adain. Quitters 6.1 2.0 1.4 4.9 2.4 0.8 1.5 3.6 1.8 8.3
quest fonnaire Nonusers 83.0 91.7 92.2 88.6 91.0 93.6 92.4 90.5 92.4 79.3
) No {nformation 4.0 4.8 4.9 4.7 5.0 5.0 5.0 4.9 s‘;_o 4.2
- Users: Male 9.3
Fezale 6.9
Quitters: Male - 9.0 .
- .. Female ’ 7.2
» Nonusers: Male 76.7
Ferale . 82.4 s
No Information: Male [y 5.0
. Female 3.5
~ . «
Ever Used: cr. 7 2.7 0.8 0.6 1.8 1.1 0.6 0.8 2.9 1.7
¢r. 8 5.7 1.4 1.2 3.1 1.8 1.0 1.3 4.9 2.0
¢r. 9 10.0 2.2 1.7 5.7 32 0.9 2.0 5.0 2.8
Gr. 10 16.1 4.0 3.4 87 5.5 1.7 3.9 5.3 3.2
¢r. 11 21.3 5.5 4.9 10.5 6.7 1.7 3.5 5.4 4
Gr. 12 27.1 8.4 7.0 155 1.2 2.9 7.7 4.6 2.6
(In the report these data are broken down by three countfes and the city of Wilmington)
BOTES
laware: A Study of Junjor and Senfor High School Students. The sample, which comprises approximately 50 percent of the state's total student population,

ersity of Delavare, Newark, Delaware, December 1971. fncluding both public and private schools, is considered by the authors to be representative of the
- whole state. Adequate measures to ensure confidentfality of the fndividual responses, and built-in
validity checks fn the questionnaire enhance the credibility of the results.

’ Item No. 38
Data . Percentage of Respondents
Corzunity  Collection Sample Hallucinogens Stinulants’ Depressants Opiates Spec.Subst _Total .
N Size (Pop.) Technique Size Mar{juana,; LSD Other Asphet. Other Barbit. Trang. Herofn Ot >r Glue Other
L]
1 Rural 35-1ten x Users 2.2 0.8 0.6 0.3 0.8 0.9 0.8 0.6 0.8 2.)
(24,397) self-adnin. Quitters 3.2 , V0.5 0.5 2.2 1.7 —— 0.4 3.0 0.6 5.5
questionnaire )
Ever Used: Gr. 7 3.0 1.5 LS5’ 1.5 1.5 1.5 1.5 2.2 1.5 3.1
kY ¢r. 8 0.6 - == 1.1 0.6 -— ~—- 1.7 === 3.4
7oAy cr. 9 3.3 eey == 0.8 --- - -~ 2.5 === 5.8
* Gr. 10 7.3 2.4 2.4 4.0 3.2 0.8 0.8 1.3 1.6 8.9
Gr. 11 ,9.9 0.9 0.9 6.3 6.3 —— 0.9 3.6 1.8 13.5
Gr. 12 13.3 4.1 3.1 6.1 5.1 3.1 4.1 s.1 3.1 19.4
Suburban Is-iten * Users 10.6 1.4 2.2 2.9 1.5 0.4 1.0 0.7 0.4 11.3
(42,000) self-admin. Quitters 8.2 3.2 2.6 6.0 2.9 0.9 2.2 4.2 2.3 10.2
upr. mid. questionnaire .
cl. Ever Used: Gr. 7 3.7 0.2 0.4 2.5 1.0 ! 0.1 0.4 3.0 15 6.4
i Gr. 8 8.6 0.8 1.7 4.4 1.9 0.7 1.5 4.7 2.4 12.5
* pot stated explicitly; varies betveen cr. 9 14.4 3.3 2.9 6.3 3.0 1.2 2.0 5.6 4.7 17.5
grades and from question to question due Cr. 10 23.1 5.3 5.8 11.5 5.4 1.0 4.2 4,6 3.1 25.2
to non-response cr. 11 28.8 6.2 6.7 7.8 « 6.6 1.6 4.5 6.6 4.0 31.2
6r. 12 40.2 13.3 13.8 10.6 8.9 3.9 7.0 5.2 2.7 41.8
NOTES
rt A.; ar: ‘cGrath, John H., "Patterns of Drug Use Among

«This study ic part of a atateuvide survey (see Item 37). The districts selected are considered
by the authors to be typical, respectively, of rurel and suburban districts (using Bureau of the
Census classifications). Good provision was made for confidentialfty of the individual Tesponses,
and internal checks wers made for the consistency of responses.

\)uj("
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ty and in & Suburban Commynity". 41p.; Paper presented at
y Meeting, Denver, Colorgdo (ED 052-882).




Population Surveved

Students in Grades 7-1I in
Woburn, Massachusetts,
Winter 1970.

KEFERENCE

4

l.)"’

Geog. Corzmunity
Region Size (pop)
New city (37,000)
England

v
.

Data
Collection
Technique

Questionnaire

Sample
Size

450

:

Celineau, Victor A.; Zaks, Linda A.; Novick, Karen M.} a2ad Camp, Joy M., Report of the

Youth Study to the Weburn Community.
Departzent of Meutal Health, Boston, Mass., April v, 1971,
2

Mimeo, 12 p., Division of Drug Rehabilitation,

)

Percentage of Respondents

Halluci- Asphet= Barbi-
Marfjuana nogens azines turates Narcotics
Senfor High 25 8 12 4
Gr. 12
Cr. 11
Gr. 10
Junior High 9 2 3 2 1
Gr. 9
Cr. 8
Gr. 7
Total

NOTES

The above & a compilation of the quantiZative information on drag
The colum headed “Any Drug” refers to those who reported any use of dry
purposes. Blank Spaces indicate the absunee of !nfor?azion in the repo
ten fercent of the Wobura scheol populativn, but no details are given af
Neither the Questionnaire nor sny descriptive details on it 2re 8iven 1
gay that it was carefully consirucied and pretested, and had teen used
Anonymity of the respondents was preserved.

-gy-

O

Population Surveyed

All students in public and

private junior and senior

high schools (Grades 7-12)

in Syracuse City School
Diatrict {n upstate New
York. May 1970.

REFERENCF

Geog.
Reglon

Mid-Atl

/

Community
Size (pop)

Cicy
(197,000)

Data
Collection

Technique

Self-adoin.
questionnaire

* Nusber of respondents shown, by

grade and by other drug use

according to marijuana use, do

not add to total number of
respondents (15,158), since
unknown responses wore not

fnzluded in the dn:?r':nalyszs:"ﬂ

Number of
Respondents*

2,5%
2,543
2,834
2,356
2,489
2,026

6,320
6,869

1,126
32

Babst, bean V. and Brill, Leon. Diug Abuse Patierns Among Stadents in an Upstate New Yurk

Urbau l\l’g.
City, February 1972.

ERIC -

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

Mipeo, 21 p., New York State Narcotic Addiction Control Lommissiun, New York

«

Percentage of Respondents

Harijuana Lsd Speed Pep Pills
Ever Used: GCr. 7 2.5 1.0 0.6 2.5
Cr. 8 4.6 1.9 1.4 3.6
Gr. 9 9.7 4.0 z.5 7.7
Gr. 10 13.9 . 3.1 4.2 3.9
Gcr. 11 20.0 6.1 5.0 10.0
Cr. 12 25.5 6.5 3.6 11.7
Overall 12,1 4.0 3.1 7.2
Now Using: GCr. 7 1.1 0.5 0.3 0.9
Cr. 8 1.6 0.7 0.4 1.0
Cr. ¢ {.8 2.1 1.0 2.7
Gr. 10 8.5 2.6 1.7 2.5
Cr. 11 11.3 3.6 1.9 Al
Cr. 12 13.3 2.7 2.8 3.1
Overall 6.5 2.0 3.2 2.2
Tried other drugs but
never tried marijuana:
Male - 0.8 0.5 2.6
Ferale - 0.5 0.6 3.5
Tried other drugs of |
those who tried
wari juana:
Male {Az lcﬂs:} 2.0 , 23.3 36.1
Female once 25.0 22.7 43,3 |
NOTES i

The questionnaire was administered to all students on the sane dayi
students responding. Validity checks for internal consistency were pro
and it appears that confidentifality of the individual responses was end

Although a breakdown by specific drug was not provided, it is of i
at which drug abusers in the 7th-12th grades began their drug use. The

Axe at Which
Drug Use Began

Grade Level

Jth=8th _ 9th-10th  11th-12t

L1000 100.01  100.0%

' 13 years or less . . . 69.4 18.5 6.0
14-15 years . . . . . 21.8 67.1 22.6
16 years or pore o . o 2.8 14.4 1.4




2

Itea M.33

<. Data N Percentage of Respondents
Hallucli= Amphet- Barbi- Exenmpt Any

Cozmmunity Collection Sanple .

Size (pop) Technique Size Mar{juana nogens anines turates Narcotics Narcotdcs Clue Drug
v City (37,000) Questionnaire 450 Senfor High 25 8 12 4 ’ 15
ngland © cr. 12 48
Gr. 11 36
Gr., 10 22
Junior High 9 2 3 2 1 1 1 9

- Cr. 9 12 -
6. 8 8
Gr. 7 7
Total ‘ 18

NOTES .

: Novick, Karen M.: and Cawp, Joy M., Report of the The above is a compilation of the quantitative information on drug usc found {n this report.
Mimeco, 12 p., Division of Drug Rehabilitation, The column headed "Any Drug" refers to those who reported any use of drugs for other than medical .
cston, Mass., April 9, 1971. purposes. Blank spaces indicate the absence of information in the report. The sazple Comprised
ten percent of the Woburn school population, but no details ave given as to how it was selected. .

Neither the questionnaire nor any deseriptive details on it arc given {n the report, except to
say that it wvas carefully constructed and pretested, and had been used {n soveral other studies.
A}

Anonymity of the respondents was preserved.
-

Item No. 40

Data
Geog. Conmmunity Colleetion Number of ' Percentage of Respondents

Region Size (pop) Technique Respondents* Mardjuana LSD Speed Pep Pills Heroin Volatiles
Mid-Atl Ciety Self-admin. 2,594 Ever Used: Gr. 7 2.5 1.0 0.6 2.5 0.6 15.0
(197,000) qQuest {onnaire 2,543 Gr. 8 4.6 1.9 1.4 36 0.5 11.9
2,834 ¢r. 9 9.7 4.0 2.5 1.7 0.8 12.0
2,556 cr. 10 13.9 5.1 4.2 8.9 1.3 9.8 .
2,489 Gr. 11 20.0 6.1 5.0 10.0 1.7 8.1
2,026 cr. 12 25.5 6.5 5.6 11.7 2.1 8.6
Overall 12.1 4.0 3.1 7.2 1.2 11.0
* Number of respondents shown, by . .
grade and by other drug use Now Using: gr. ; ié 83 gz (l)(,; gz gg
according to marijuana use, do ' 9 4.8 2.1 1.0 2.7 0.4 2.2
not add to total number of Cr. . . . . . .
respondents (15,158 : . Gr. 10 8.5 2.6 1.7 2.5 0.7 1.3
:p ndents . )4. since . . Gr. 11 11.3 3.6 1.9 3.1 0.9 1.4
‘;“ ';°‘d'“d““5p°“5°s were not Gr. 12 13.3 2.7 2.0 3.1 1.1 1.3
ncluded o the data analysis. Overall 6.5 2.0 1.2 2.2 0.6 1.9
Tried other drugs but
never tried marijuana:
6,320 Male --- 0.8 0.5 2.6 0.3 , 9.2
6,869 Ferule —--= 0.5 0.6 3.5 0.1 7.8
Tried other drugs of
those who tried
marijuana:
1,126 Yale {Ar. least)} 32.0 23.3 36.1 10.6 36.3
732 Yewale once 25.0 22.7 43.3 6.6 26.9
NOTES
, Drug Abuse Patterns Asong Students {n an Upstate New York The questionnaire was administered to all studente on the same day, with 90 percent of the
York State Narcotic Addiction Control Commission, New York students responding. Validity checks for internal consistency were provided in the questionnaire,
and it appears that confidentiality of the individual responses was ensured.
¢ Although a breakdown by specific drug was sot provided, it {s of interest to note the ages
at which drug abusers {iythe 7th-12th Srades began their drug use. These are tabulated below.
Age at Which Grade Level
Drug Use Began 7th-8th  S9th=10th  1lth-12th _ Tota] R
: 100.0%  5*100.0% 100.0% 100.02
\‘1 3 13 years or less . . » 69.4 18.5 6.0 20.2
. 14-15 years . . . . . 27.8 67.1 22.6 39.3
E lC 16 years or more . . . 2.8 14.4 7.4 40.5
) - * ~
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Data

Haberman, Paul W.; Jozephson, fric, Zanes, Anne; and
Elinson, Jack, "High School Drug Behavior: A Method-

the First International Conference on Student Drug
Surveys, Newark, New Jersey, September 12-15, 1971,
PP. ;03-1"1 published, 1972 by Baywood  Publishing

Percentage of Respondents

- Geog. Collection Sacple
Population Surveyed Region Technique Size Marijuana, Hashish ups DOWNS He.
Students in grades East Self-admin. 359 Tried and still use, or stopped using 28 17 13
9 and 10 in a white Coast questionnafire '
niddle class sub~ N 3 Ever used one or zore times 31 16 13
urban school e +
May 1970 <.
Students in grades East 3 Self-admin.
9 through 12 {n an Coast ~ questionnaire, o1l b Tried and still use, or stopped using 21 7 6
cthnically aixed 3 ’ S -
inner city schocl Ever used one Or more times 24 3 8
June 1970
7/
* REFERENCE NOTES

Cited above are the data on the extent of use 2f fllegal drugs found in this papeq
refers to Dexcdrine, Dexamyl, Benzedrine, ctc; DOWNS refers to Nembutal, Seconal, Barb
ological Report on P{lot Studies.” Proceedings of etc.

The pilot studies reported {a this paper were chiefly methodological {n purpose.
to help develop the questionnaire to be used in a national survey and to test the effid
of a self-coding procedure for matching students in successive waves of the larger gur

Cozpany. 43 Central Drive, Farningdale, New York ‘\§ addressed was the extent to which the drug behavior of students absent from school on
11735.1 A,d(ron that reported by those present.
- I
AN
13
Data
Geog. Collection Number of Percentage of Reapondents
Population Surveved Region Technique Respondents dari fuana LSb Anphetarines Barbiturates He
People of high school  Mid-Atl. 78-1zen _ 6,969 Grade 7 9 8 14 16
age in Pennsylvania frOUp~ 8 10 $ 15 18
Apxil and May 1970 adatn. 9 14 7 13 17 -
anonymous 10 17 9 15 19 1
question- 11 22 13 19 20 1
natre 12 26 13 20 20 i
_REFERENCE NOTES ’ |
e |
Ltarimer, George 5.. Tucker, Alvin H., and Brown, Ellen F., Reproduced above §s the tabulation of percentages of respondcnts 19

“rugs and Youth," Pennsylvania’s Health, vol. 31, No. &4,
Winter Issue =~ 1970 and Vol. 32, Ko. &4, Winter Issue -

1971 (Reprinted by Division of Public Health Education,
Pennsy ivania Departrent of lealth, 1971).

)

e}

of substances by grade found in this feport. "Use" ranges from "a few
"almost every day." The report also gives percentages of high-use respe
grade, by socioeconomic level, and by residential environment. Attdtude
knowledge of drugs are discussed; cowposite descriptions are given of zl
user and the potential user of drugs.

The data were obtained in 35 senior and junfor high schools in nin
vere sclected as representing the urban, subarban, and rural and socloet
characteristics of residents of Pennsylvania. Within schools, students
randoaly within each of the gix grades. This was accomplished by select
name {n the files by grades until the desired sasple size was net.

4’ ~7

o N




P o .

4 Data

Geog. Collection Sasple
Region  Technique Size

East Self-adnin. 359
Coast questionnaire

East Self-adain.
Coast  questionnaire 41}

Josephson, Eric; Zanes, Anne; and
School Drug Behavior: A Method-
Pilot Studies."™ Proceedings of
onal Conferenie on Student Drug
Jersey, September 12-15, 1971,
hed, 1972 by Baywood Publishing -
Drive, Farmingdale, New York

=

lten No. 41

Percentage of Respondents

Harijuana, Hashish urs DOWNS Heroin
Tried and sttll use, or stopped using 28 12 13 1
Ever used one or Dore times 31 16 13 1 ¢
Tried and still use, or stopped using 21 7 [ 3
Ever used one or nore times 24 3 8 4

NOTES *

Cited above are the data on the extent of use of {llegal drugs found in th.s paper (Table 9). UPS
refers to Dexedrine, Dexazyl, Benzedrine, etc, DOWNS refers to Nembutal, Seconal, Barbs, Yelloy Jackets,
etc.

The pilot studies reported in this paper were (hiefly methodological in purpose, They were intended
to help develop the questionnaire to be used in a natlonal survey and to test the efffiacy and reliabilicy
of a self-coding procedure for matching students in successive waves of the larger survey. Another lssue
addressed was the extent to which the drug behavior of students absent from school on a given day differs
from that reported by those present.

Data

Geog. Collection

lation Surveyved Reglon Technique
le of high school  Mid-Atl. 78~{ten

in Pennsylvania group-

1 and May 1970 adain.
anonymous
quest {on=
naire

RENCE

er, George 5., Tucker, Alvin H., and Bruwn, Ellen I.,
Pennsylvania’s Health, Vol. 31, lo. 4,
er Issue - 1970 and Vol. 32, Ku. 4, Jinter Issue -
(Reprinted by Divislen of Public Health Education,

gs and Youth."

sylvania Departanent of Health, 1971).

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

Iten No. 42

Nimber of Percentage of Respondents

Respondents :fari juana LSD Azphetanines Barbiturates Herodn Glue
6,969 Grade 7 9 8 14 16 10 13
8 10 s 15 18 10 12
9 14 7 13 17 ? iQ
;10 17 9 15 19 9 11
11 22 13 19 20 10 8
12 26 13 20 .20 7 7

i
NOTES

! Reproduced above s the tabulation of pcrcentagt.x of respondents indicating use
o{ pubstances by grade found in this report. "Use" ranges from “a few times” through

'alpost every day."” The report also gives percentagis of high-use respondents by
grade, by sociveconcaic level, and by residential wnvironment. Attitudes toward and
knowledge of drugs are discussed; composite descrtptlms are given of the non=-user, the
user and the potential user of drugs.

' The dota were obtained in 35 senior and Junlo}‘ high achools in nine counties uhlch
were selected as representing the urban, suburban, and rural and socioeconomic level
characteristics of residents of Pennsylvania. Within schools, students vere selected
randocly withi{n ecach of the six grades. This was: accomplished by selecting every fifth
nate in the files by grades until the desired safple size was met.

’
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Populatfon Surveyed
Studenta {n grades

10, 11 and 12 {n
five schools {n the
metropol {tan area
of Houston, Texas
Spring,1970

-gy-

REFERENCE

2y s
i

Percent_ fn Each Schoal Who are U

Percent of
Data Respondents {n Percent fn Each Ethnfcally
Ceog. Collectfon Sazple Each Category Category Who are Black Heterogeneous  Black
Region  Technfque Sf{ze (N=535) Users of Mar{juanal (N~127) (N=73) (N=101)
West Intervicw 515 Sex -
South Male 37.% 32.8 25.0 33.3 18.5
Central Female 62.5 17.7 46 11.8 0.0
Grade Level
10th 39.3 16.8 9.5 4.8 0.0
11th 42.0 31.7 16.7 24.0 6.5
12th 18.6 22.9 15.9 38.5 20.0 ¢
Ethnictty
Anglo 39.3 39.2 - - -
Black 45.1 10.8 - - -
Meafcan Aser{can 12.5 21.9 - - -
Other 1.1 12.5 - - -
Family Intactness
Parents living together 76.4 25.6 ; - - -
Parents separated 10.0 17.0 - - -
Parents divorced 3.6 ° 18.8 - - -
Priends' Use of Marf{juana |
Practically all 11.4 86.7 T 109.0 50.0 75.0
More than half 8.5 72.7 ' 50.0 100.0 0.0
Only a few 27.4 24.3 {263 33.3 12.5
None 19.7 2.9 3.7 9.1 0.0
Don't knov 33.0 1.7 ( 0.0 59 0.C
Parents' Use of Drugs |
Yes 4.4 65.2 H 0.0 100.0 100.0
No ., 63.2 31.4 i 18.8 40.0 7.4
Don't know 32.4 2.4 ‘ 0.0 5.4 0.0
1
NOTES

preston. James D. and Fry, Patricia A.,
“Mar{juana Use Azong Houston High School
Students.” Socfal Science Quarterly,

Vol., 52, pp. 170-178, 1971.

7

The above data on mirijuana use {n relatfon to varfous socfocultural vartables are fcund {n
The schools had been selected to represent a wide range of soctoeconoaic and cultural differenced
headings {n the above table. The following data on regularity of use for the total saspie (Ne5)
fn the paper:

Manv times: 1} percent
Several times (sore than 3): 7 percent
1-3 times: 6 percent

Within schools, the students selected were those enrolled {n sections of required clasics
designated time. No claim {s nmsde by ¢he authors that the sample is representative of a.l Hous
were interviewed {n groups, and conpleted {ndfvidual {nterview achedyles. Anonyafty of the resa

1
i




- Data
Geog. Collectd
jveyed  Reglon  Technique
Jades Vest tnterview
South ’
n the Central ¢
Kea
i
xas .
iy

0, and Fry, Patricia A.,
Among Houston High School
arterly.

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

Sample

S{ze

535

.

. 4
54 ]
i
Item No. &3
. Pergent i fach Sesool Who are Lsers of Marfjuana
- fercent of Anglo= Anglo=
Respondents {n Percent {n Each Ethnically Lower= Upper=
knch Category Category ¥Who are Black Heterogencous  Black Middle Middle
R (Ne535) . _ Users of Mwijmanal (uei2l) _(R73) T(NIOD | @rlY) izl
Sex
Male 37.5 32,8 25.0 3.3 18.5 31.6 55.3
< fezale . 6.5 17.7 4.6 128 0.0 20.% 44.4
R N
Grade Level
1Gth 39.3 16.8 9.5 4.8 0.0 26.4 66.7
1th 42,0 31.7 16.7 24.0 6.5 18.8 47.3
12th 18.6 22.9 15.9 38.5 20.0 20.0 0.0
Ethnicity
Anglo 39.3 9.2 - - - - -
Black 5.1 10.8 - - - -
Mex{can Aacrican 12,5 1.9 - - - -
Other 1.1 12.5 3 - - -
' k3
Family Intactness ! "
Parents living together 76.4 2%.6 I - - - - -
Parents separated 10.0 17.0 ! - - - -
Parents divarced 13.6 18.8 ! - - - - -
" !
Friends' Use of Marijuana |
Practically 311 11.4 86.7 T 100.0 50.9 7%.0 88.2 90.6
More than half 8.5 72.7 b50.6 100.0 0.0 80.0 79.2
Only a few 27.4 243 263 33.3 12.5 25.0 22.5
None 19.7 2.9 3.7 9.1 0.0 0.0 7.1
Don't know 13.0 1.7 | 0.0 5.9 0.0 3.1 0.0
Parents' Use of Drugs
Yes 4.4 65.2 ' 2.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 56.3
No 63.2 k) 13.8 40.0 7.4 3.4 $56.0
Don't know 2.4 2.4 N 0.0 5.4 0.0 2.6 5.3
|
NOTES

The above data on mar{juana use {a relation to varfous sociocultural variables are found {n Table 3 In this paper.
The schools had b¥rn.gelected to represent 8 wide range of socioecononic and cultural differences. as indfcated by the
headings in the abave tible, The follouing data on regular{ty of use for the total saaple (8+53%) are found {n Table 2
i{n the paper:
11 percent
7 percent
6 percent

Maay times:
Several times (sore than M-
1-3 times:

within schools, the students srlected were those enrolled {n sections of required classes and wno vere free at the
designated time. Mo claia (s =ade by the authors that the sanple {s representative of all Houston adolescents, Respondents
vere intervieved {n groups, and <onpleted individual Interview gchcdules. Anonym={ty of the respondents was assurcd.




Data
Geog. Community Collection
Population Surveyed Reglon Type Technique
. Public school students fn  MNid-West (See Yotes) 190-1ten
GCrades 8-12 in vhite, non~ group-admin.
metropolitsn, noncollege opinionnaite
communities of the Midwest.
November-Decerber 1969.
)
~ - T L e

REFERENCE

-69=~

="
Toes

Nusber of
Respondenta

4,220
*M:2,131
F:2,089

816
507
823
867
807

1,181
1,909
1,130

Hager, David L.; Vener, Arthur M.: snd Stewart, Cyrus 5., "Patterns of Adolescent Drug Use
in Middle America”. Journal of Counseling Psvchology, Vol. 18, No. 4, pp. 292-297, 1971.

. Peccentage of _r:n od

M
Never Used 83.
Once - 4.
2+4 tipes - 3
5-7 tices 1
8 or more timca . 6

.

Ever uscd by Age

13 and under

14

15 1
16 1
17 and over 2
Ever used by .
Cozunity Type

Comzunity A 2
Cozzunity B 1
Coz=munity C

*M denotes Mrle respondents. .
F denotes Femile respondents.

NOTE! ~
The drug uteguriel cited abuve are desribed in the paper as 4 ..l
»
1LSD, S5TP, mescaline,

Benzedrine, Dexedrine, Methedrine,
heroin, cocaine, and werphina.

v

Hallucinogena:
Azphetanines:
and Hard Drugs:

A

The “Ever Uscd” data were obtained by adding the figures given in the ¢
use categories as cited In the first tabulation above. The survey wvas
ties, the chsracteristics of vhich are described in the pape-. The red
pricarfly affluent professionals and managera; Comsunity 3 is cosposed
upper lower class levels; Cozsunity C is primarily a workingeclass sem
tions of the three are about the sare {(approximately 13,000), and each
and one junior high. Cozplete anonynity of the respondents was assured
not {dentified in the paper. High internal consislency in rhe Tesporst

g

g
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Data
Ceog. Community . Collectfon Number of
Regzion TIype Technique Respondents
Mid-West (See Notes) 190~iten 4,220
group-admin. *M:2,131
opinfonnaire F:2,089
816
907
' 823
867
8q7

1,181
,909
1,130

r M.; and Stewart, Cyrus S., "Patterns of Adolescent Drug Use
of Counseling Psychologv, Vol. 18, No. 4, pp. 292-297, 1971.

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

ERIC
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LY
{
[
. .
- .
.
* Iten No. 44
. Percentage of Respondents ) .
Marijuana Hallucinogens Amphotaxines Hard Drugs
M* F* M % M F M F
Never Used 83.7 91,7 91.: 96.0 %1.8 94.8 96.0 98.4 .
Once 4.4 2.6 3.1 1) 2.5 2.2 1.7 0.8
2-4 times 3.3 2.2 2.2 1.0 2.8 1.3 0.8. 0.4
5-7 tizes 1.8 0.7 1.3 0.8 0.8 0.4 0.5 0.1 N
8 or more times M 2.3 0.4 2.1 1.3 0.9 0.2 .
e e
Ever used™ ge . .. ‘
13 and under 5.0 3.0 3.3 2.6
14 6.5 5.0 4.8 2.8
15 101% 6.0 5.8 3.0
16 18, 9.6 9.3 3.0
17 and over 22.1 9.% 1.1 '2.7
.
Ever used by
Comaunity Type
Community A 20.8 10.3 9.6 2.9 >
Community B 10.6 6.1 6.9 3.0
Cormunity C 6.3 3.4 3.8 2.7
#*M denotes Male respondents. //'
F denotes Fexale respondents.
NOTES
The drug categories c{ted above are dercribed in the paper as including the following® -
Hallucinogens: LSD, STP, mescaline, .
Azphetamines: Benzedrine, Dexedrine, Hethedrine,

and Hard Drugs:

herofn, cocaine, and morphine.

The “Ever Uszed” data were obtalned by adding the figures given {n the paper for the corresponding
y 1 gu

use categories as cited in the first tabulation above.

ties, the charac

The survey was conducted {n three comuni-
stics of wvhich ure described in the paper.

The residents of Compunity A are

primarily affluent professionals and managers; Community B is composed mainly of lower middle and

upper lower class devels; Community C {s primarily a working-clsss semi-rural area.

The popula-

tions of the threc are about the same (approximately 15,000), and each has one public high school
Complete anonymity of the respondents was assured, and the communities are

and one junior high.
not f{dentified in the

paper.

High internal consistency in the response patterns was demonstrated.
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. - .~ -
P »°
) . . -
A . R 2 -
[}
[ [ A
S} -
GNP
, - . .
.
H . ‘¢ .. . [
. . M ’ . *
.Y ' *
. Percentage of Respordents
. f
. Data 0 Morning Mescalire N
i} Geog.  ‘CoMection  Nuzher of Marfjuana Glory or STP, Beazedrine, Nesbutal Codeine,
Population Surveyed Rezfon * Technique Respondents or THC Hashish LSD Seeds Peyote > etc, _ eic. etc. Cocatne _etc.
Junior and senfor West Group-adxin. $6, 745 tee at Least Lo L Ry L S LU LU g S 4_)'1 te __
hizh stydents in South questionnairt “Ore tise -
the Dallas lidepen- Cengral Grade 7 3 2 2 3 2 2 3 3 2 3
dent School District,” \ - 8 a 2 3 3 2 .3 4 4 3 3
Texas .« - . . 9 -~ 9 4 S 4 3 4 6 ] 4 5
s0ctober 21, 1969 . - 10 11 b 5 3 4 4 ? - 4 5
11 ib 6 6 3 S 5 8 S 4 6
- - 12 17 7 7 3 6 S & 5 5 7
Use Ten ox .
More Tizes
Grade 7 <1 1 <1 <1 <1 <1 <t <1 1 <1
8 1 <1 <1 <1 <1 <1 <1 <1 <t o <1
. 9 3 ‘1 PR | 4 | < 1 <1 -1 <1
1 ’ - 10 4 1 1<t <1 <1 2 <1 <1 <1
11 6 2 2 <1 1 1 2 1 <1 1
1 12 8 2 2 <1 1 1 3 1 1 2
. - tse at Least One . !
. Time Tals Week
Grade 7 2 1 2 2 1 2 2 2 2 2
. T8 3 ) 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
- . ’ 9 4 2 2 2 2. 2 3 2 2 2
. 10 5 3 2 2, 2 2 3 2 E T F4
. . . 11 6 2 3L 2 2 2 2 3 2
£ 12 8 3 3 72 2, v2 , 2 2 3 }
. - . . 1
. NOTES v 1

REFERENCE
- .

.
Gossete, John T.; Lewis, Jerry M. and Phillips,
yirzinit Austin,

Drug Use as Reported by
of the Azerican Medical Associatfon, Vol.

56,765 Students,”

9. 1464-1470, way 31, 1971.

"Edtent and Prevalence of Ilifclt
The Journal
216, Vo. 9,

. .
The data tcbulated above are found in Tables 1, 2, and 3 in this paper. STP, etc. tncludes
Desoxyn, or Methedrine (“spced”); Ne

psilocybin, Benzedrine, etc. fncludss Benzedring,

Kembutal, A=vtal,
and $olvent Inhalants nclude
Other drug categori
alcoholic beverages, cigarettes, 2 variety of vcnprescrt

or freon.

Seconal,

or not previously listed drug types. ’

The questionnaire was adainistered in

Bistrict on the sam< day.
respondents wrs preserved.

-

or Tulntl; Ce'elne, etc.,

soline, paint thinner,» cldaning solvents,

sz for whicu dat. are given in Tables 1, 2,

ption drug types, prescription grang
-

An attemp: was mad- e

-

Dexedrine,
fncludps Codelne, Dez

11 %3 juntof ad s
reacn ever; student present in school u.

i

erol, paregoric, terpin

nail polish resover, n

and 3 include aerosol
i
1

entor high schools fn the Dallas 1
that d

=

1
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AL * . Iten No. 45
T Percentage of Respoadents
Data ' . Morning Mescaline deroin
Geog.. Collection Nusber of Mar{juans Clory or STP, Benzedrine, hesbuisl Codelae, or Solvent *
Reglon  Technique Respondents or THC  Hashish LSD Seeds Feyote cetc,  etc. etc. Cocaine esc. Morphine lnhalants
West Group-adain. 56,745 Use at Least - —_ -
Soutk  questionnaire “ne Time . ™~
Central . Grade 7 3 2 2 3 2 2 3 3 2 1 2 < K
8 6 % 3 3 2 3 4 4 3 3 2 9
’ 9 9 Wte s A 3 4 6 5 - 5 3 1
" 19 11 . .5 3 \% 4 7 b s 4 s 3 9
11 14 6 6 3. M3~ st - & 5 “ 6 4 7
. L 12 17 7 7 3 6 s - 5 5 7 4 7
: 4 Use Ten or 4 . v
e More Tizes :
) Crade 7 <1 <1 <1 <1 <1 <2 <1 < 1 <1 <1 1
8 1 <1 <1 <1 ~1 <1 <i -« <1 <1 <1 “1 1
. 9 3 <1 1 <1 <% <1 1 <1 <1 <1 o1 2
P 10 4 1 1 <1 <1 <1 2 <X .1 <1 <1 2
- 11 6 2 2 <l 1 1 2 LA <1 1 <1 1
: . 12 8 2 2 <1 1 1 3 1 1 2 <1 1 .
- . ° Cse_at Least Oue
Tine This Week
Grade 2 102 2 1 2 2 : 2 . 2 1 2
o 3 1 2 2 2 2 T2 z 2 2 1 3
> . 9 4 2 2 2 2 2 3 .2 2 2 2 4
. . 10 s 2 2,02 z 2 A 3 2 2” 2 2 3
* 11 v 6 2 ,3 TR 4 2 "\ 2.~ 2 3 2 2 2
. 2 > 8 3 32 Y 2 . 2 2 3 2 2 \
-
/ ” NOTES : Tt
LN - . . .
. serrz %.; and Phillips, * N The data tabulated above are found {n TS5Tes 1, 2, and 3 in this paper. SIP, etr, incloses STP, DMT, EST, MDA, -
ent end'z‘rp\.alcncc of 1lljcit N Psilocybin; Benzedrine, ete. includes Benzearine, ')»(cdrlnc. Desoxvn, or Methedrire ("gpeed”); Nembutal, etc. includes
y 56,745 St @enes.” The Jougnal Nesbutal, Agytal, ,Seconal, or Tuisal, Codel-_gretc.” IMTTudes Codelhe, Desgr-ol, paregoric. terpin hydrate, or Robitussin;
1 Assaclation, Vol. 216, Mo. 9. ax:\;! Solvent Inhajfnts include gasol ine, paint twinner, cleaning solventa. nail polish resover, erher, fiquid metal,
S 1971, . or freon, Other {drug categories for vhich data are given in Tgbles T, *, nrd 3 inciude aerosol sprays, airplane glue,
“ alcoholic beverages, cigarettes, a varfetv of nonprescription drug types. prescripsron rranquilizers. ans several unkniwwn
" or not previouslv listed drug tyres. /
. The questionraire was sdmuistered 1n all 43 junior and senior high s-hools 1~ the Dallas Ifdependent School
District on the sam< 4av, An attexpl Was made to rpach every «tudeat present {n school o~ that day. Anonyaity of the
) respordents was preserved. i .t -
L] « » ”
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Item No. 46

"Mar{juana Use, Soctal Discontent and
Political Alienatfon: _A Study of figh*
School Youth."” The Amerfcan Political
Science Review, Vol. LXV, No. 1, pp.
120-130, March 1971.

\

O
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Ceog. g:;‘;ecuua . Percentage of Respondents
Fopalation Surveyed Rezion Technique & sample Size ?
titgh school senfors South Self~admin. mafl —ﬂ—"—— Sex ‘ Hartluans
in the state of Atlantic questionnaire 419 Mole 18
Piorida , 474 Feszale .09
Speing 1969, . Race .
739 “hite >4
» ~ 150 Black - ‘7 10 M
- . Residence
PR . 282 Large city (greater than 50,000 popnlation) 17
/ s ’ 276 Med{un city (25,000-50,000 population) 14
- ‘; 204 Small city (less than 25,000 population) 9
125 Rural 8
Father’s Education - ‘
160 College degree 21
. . 206 Some college or business school b 14
211 H#igh School graduate - .12
. 312 Less than high school o 11
Fazily Incese T
. . 205 Over $12,000 20
. N 301 $8,000 to 11,999 12
N 273 $4.000 to 7,999 12
90 Less than $4,000 - 9
REFERENCE MTES
v .
Clarke, Jazes W. and Levine, E. lLester, Presented above are the data on marijuana uge (percentages who are users fin each class~

ftication) found in this paper (Table 1). As the title Indicates, the paper i{s concerned
with social discontent and political alifenatfon in relatfon to marijuana use.

This survey was based on an adjusted statewide randoa sadple of 1057 high school seniors.
The response rate was approxizately 85 percent (varies slightly by classification, as shown
above under Sanmple Size). The questionnuires were nafled to the principals of participating :
high schools, who were asked to adeinister them and forwazd the returns coliectively.

2

A




:’ . $2
, . . . 2O -
3 , )
E »{ p .
3 d ks i .
' " 1t
d P .
2N " . Rata - Percentage of Respondents
Geog. Collection Number of
Populatfon Surveved  Reflcn Technique Respondents Mar{juana LSD “Speed” Herofn Giue Snif
High school s:udents Hid-Ati. T5-item 1,704 Never tried ft and would not iike to try it 60 85 85 97 89
{n an aftluent sub- seif-admin. Never tried it but wouid like to try it 8 5- 3 1 2
urban comunity quest {onnaire Tried it once 8 2 5 1 6
within comsuting Use it once in a while 12 3 6 0.5 2
distance from New Use {t regularly 12 1 0.6 <0.1 <0.1
York City !
February 1549
REFERENCE NOTES “
Tec, Nechama, "Drugs Azong Suburban Teenagers: Basic Findings.” Summar{zed above are the principal-data on the extent of use of f{1ifcit drugs found
~Soc. Sci. & Yed., Vol. 5, pp. 77-84, 1971. A large part of the discussion (g concerned with attitudes toward sarijuana.
Questiomuaires were given to ali students present on the day of the survey; the par
on a voluntary basis was 94 percent. Anonymity of the respondents was phasized.
- o
3 ° Percentage of Respondents
Data
Geog. Coilection Number of
' fopulation Surveyed Regilu,  Technique Respondents . Mar{ juana _LSD -Hallucinogens Stimulants "Speed” Barbfiturates Heroly
e Studects {n six M{d-Atl. 89-iten S,614 Current Use
' nigh schoois in seif-adz=in. Freshuen 7.8 1.2 2.7 3.6 0.4 3.1 0.8
northern New Jersey quest {onnafire Sophopores 13.3 1.9 - 6.7 .53 1.0 5.0 0.4
1969 Junfors, 20.5 3.6 9.2 . 9.1 1.3 7.3 0.9
Seafors 23.6 4.1 10.2 10.1 1.2 6.5 0.7
Frequency of Use
4 Hardly ever 28.0 SR 450 49.1 N.A. 57.8 oA
Less than once a week 81.7 64,4 51.3
Once or twice per month 30.6 N.A. 39.3 26.0 N.A. 26.4 N.4,
- At least once per week  24.0 18.3 11.5 13.1 35.6 7.6 48.7
Tuice a week or Dore 17.5 N.A. 4.0 11.8 N.A, 8.2 N.A.
Past Use
Freshmen
Sophomores . .
Junfors i
- N Seniors
*N,A. = Not Asked
N
REFERENCE NOTES
wolfson, Edward A.: Lavenhar, Marvin A.; Blum, Richard; The data tabulated above are found in Tables 2, 3, and & of this paper. Haliucinogens Jinclg
Quinones, Mark A.} Einstefin, Stanley; and Louria, Donnld "Speed" 1s defined as methasphetanine ({ntravenous). "Other substances” are primarily glue and b
8., "Survey of Drug Aocuse in Six New Jersey High non-prescription cough medicine. - "Any Drug” s an abbreviatfon for “any drug for other than ned
Schiools: 1-Methodology and General FPindings."” Proceed- The selection of the six gchools was based on a varfetv «of personal and professiunmal contact
{ngs of the First Iaternati{onal Conference on Studant was, therefore, not {ntended to reflect the demographic, coononic and raclal diversity of the std
Drug Survess, Nevark, New Jersey, Septesber 12-15, 1971, achools were located in predomfnantly white, and econsatcally middle to upper middle class suburf
pp. 9-32, publisaed, 1972 by Baywood Publishing Cowpany, response rate ronged from a 1oz of 78 percent to a high of 91 percent. Questionnaires were cowmp
4% Central Drive, Faraingdale, New York 11735, a voluntary and anonynous basis. *
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, Data - Percentac of Respordents ..
i Geog. Collection Number of . - - . e
L:_d{ Reglon  Technique Respondents R Mariluana LSD “'Speed" Merqin* glue Sniffing : .
pat Mid-Atl. 75-{tem 1,704 Never tried {t and would not like to try fte 60 = 85 35 9% 89 . & :
hb-' self-adnin, Never tried 1t but would like to try it 8 s 3 1 2 .
questionnaire Tried {t once 8 -2 S 1 6 . *
Use it once in a while 12 3 6 6.5 2 -
4 Use it regularly 12 1 0.6  <0.1 <0.1 S
e gr
— N - [ N
. R ,
S~ h -
NOTES
fugs Among Suburban Teenagers: Basic Findings." Summarized above are the principal data on the extent of use of {11licit druge found in this Paper.
, Vol. 5, pp. 77-84, 1971, A large part of the discussion is concerned with attitudes toward marijuana.
Questionnaires were given to all students present on the day of the survey; the participation rate )y L
on a voluntary basis vas 94 percent. Anonymity of the respondents vas exphas{Zed / S
-lzes No. 48
- ) -r
Percentage of Reapondents ’ ,
Data :
1Geog . Collection Number of Other " Any Drug
-‘uglgg Technique Respondents Marijuana LSD Hallucinogens Stimulants “Speed” Barbiturates Meroln Substances Males Females
Md-Atl., 89-iten 5,614 Current Use . - N
self-admin, Freshmen 7.8 1.2 2.7 3.6 0.4 3.1 0.3 8.8 12.9 141 -
quusticnnaire q] Sophozores 13.3 1.9 4.7 5.3 1.0 5.0 0.4 10.6 20.6 20.8 N
Juniors 20.5 3.6 9.2 9.1 1.3 1.3 0.9 8.3 23.6 26.6 .
Seniors 23.6 4.1 10.2 10.1 1.2 6.5 0.7 6.0 28,3 25.3 .t
Frequency of Use <_
Hardly ever + 28.0 N.AL* 45,3 49.1 N.A. 57.8 N.A. 73.0
Less than once a ween 81.” 64.4 51.3
- Once or twice per month 10.6 N.A. 39.3 ¢ 26,0 N.A. 26.4 NA. 13,2
At least once peT week 24,0 18.3 11.> 13.1 35.6 7.6 48.7 6.0
Twice a veek or more 17.5 N.A. 4.0 11.8 N.A. 8.2 N.A. 2.8
Past Use 4 ) - 4.8 4.9
Freshmen 7.5 6.8
Sophonores \ 8.1 9.5
Juniors . 1.1 11.7
Senfor's
*N.A. = Not Asked
NOTES ’
enhar, Marvin A.; Blun, Richsrd; The data tabulated atf»‘;‘arc found {n Tables 2, 3, and 4 of this paper. Hallucinogens include hashish but not LSD.
tein, Stanley; and Louria, Donsld ™ "Speed" is defined as mcthamphetanine (intravenous). "Other substances" are primarily glue and other vapors and {nclude

se in Six New Jersey High

non-prescription cough medicine. “Any Prug” 18 an abbreviation for “any drug for other than medically approved reasons".

and General Pindings." Proceed- The selectfon of the six schools was baged on a variety of personal and professfonal contacts of the authors, snd
rnationsl Conference on Student vaa, therefore, not ifitended to reflect the demographic, economis and racial diversity of the state of New Jeraey. The
¥ev Jorsey, September 12-15, 1971, schools were located i{n predominantly white, and «cconorically middlc to upper middle clacs suburban neighborhoods. The
972 by Baywood Publishing Cotpany, reaponse rate ranged from a low of 78 percent to a fitgh of 91 percent. Questionnaires vere ceupleted by the students on

ogdale, New York 11735,
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Data
Geog. Collectfon .Number of
Population Surveyed Region Technique Respondents
High school students New Group~- Urban Schools:
{n Chittenden England adain. Rural Schools:
County, Vermont . anonymous
Spring 1968 questionnaire .
-
>
4 .
- L3
~
REFERENCE

- v

Leahy, Patrick J.; Steffenhagen, Ronald A,; and Levine, Bruce L.,
"A Study of Drug Use Patterns of High School Students in the State

of Vermont.” Drug Dependence and Abuse Resource Book, Chicago,
Nar.k’mal District Attorneys Assotiation, 1971, pp. 275-280.
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2191
852
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Percentage of Respondents
N Non-Users Admicted Drug Users Pote
Urban Rural Urban  Rural Ur!
Total 75.8 80.6 7.1 5.0 17
Sex >
Male - 71.5 “18.8 9.7 © 6.3 18
Female 80.2 82.2 4.4 4.0 15
Clags Standing
Top 73.5 83.1 6.9 4.6 19
Middle 76.1 79.0 7.5 5.3 16
Lower 76.4 73.5 6.6 8.8 17
Grade
Sophomore 77.5 80,7 4.7 5.3 . 17
Junior 76.1 79.6 7 6.7 5.7 17
Senlor 73.9 , 80.9 $.7 3.7 16
Socfoeconomic
Status
High 1 . 74.8 75.%5 7.7 6.4 11
2 . 74.3 70.9 9.2 8.8 16
3 78.2 84.0 . 5.5 4.2 16
Low 4 83.3 90.9 4.8 1.5 11
Education of* N
Parent (Father) g .
Grade School 79.3 85.6 51 3.4 . 15
Kigh School 78.6 81.7 5.6 4.9 15
College 69.7 74.7 10.6 6.6 19
NOTES

The datﬁ tabulated above have been obtained from Table 1 in
‘.alculutlng the percentages with reference to thc total number {i
f fcation. Wille the paper refers to "drug users”, the only drug s
referred to is marijuana. Thus, "adnt:‘tcd drug users” are those
to using marijusna. "Potential drug users” are those who admitt
possibility of” usins drugs if the opportunity were aviilable.

18 not included {n "non-users”. .

The objective of this studv was to obtain an estimate of dru|
high school students, in Vermont by surveying all high school st
county. Chittenden County was selected as representative of bot
and urban areas of the state. In all of_the public high schools
all wembers of the sophomore, junior, and senior classes were uu
same day ulthour. prior announcement.

The survey included aneurotic fndex, and a major finding of
that drug use is signif{cantly associated with emotfonal fnstabf
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fon Surveyed
ool students

;tenden_
Versont
1968

Patrick J.;
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Data

Geog. Collection Number of
Region Techaique Respondents
New Group~ Urban *Schools:
England adwein. Rural Schools:

anonymous

questionnalre

P

e

Stet fenhagen, Ronald A,

and Levine, Bruce L.,

of Drug Use Patterns of High School Students in tie State

ne."

Drug Dependence and Abuse Resource Book, Chicago,

Pistrict Attorneys Assocfatfon, 1971, pp. 275-280.
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2191
852

Item No. 49 N ~
Percentage of Respondents
Non-Users Adnitted Drug Users Potential Drug Users
Urban Rural Urban  Rural Urban Rural
Total 75.8 80.6 7.1 5.0 17.1 14.3
Sex )
Male 71.5 78.6 9.7 5.3 18.8 14.9 °
Female 80.2 82.2 4.4 4.0 15.4 ~ 13.8
Class Standing
Top 73.5 83.1 5.9 4.6 . 19.6 12.2
Middle 76.1 79.0 7.5 ° 5.3 16.4 15.7
Lower 76.4 73.5 6.6 8.8 17.0 17.6
Grade
Sophomore 77.5 80.7 4.7 5.3 17.7 14.0
Jun:or 76.1 79.6 6.7 5.7 17.1 14.6 .
Senlor 73.9 80.9 9.7 3.7 16.4 15.3
Socfoeconomic
Status
High 1 74.8 75.5 7.7 6.4 17.5 18.2
2 74.3 70.0 9.2 8.8 16.4 21.2
3 78.2  84.0 5.5 4.2 16.3 11.7
Low 4 83.3 90.9 4.8 1.5 11.9 7.6
Education of
Parent (Father
Grade School 79.3 85.6 5.1 3.4 15.6 11.0 1
KHigh School 78.6 81.7 5.6 4.9 15.8 13.4
College 69.7 74.7 10.6 , 6.6 °19.7 18.8
NOTES

The data tabulated above have been obtained fiom Table 1 in this paper by
calculating the percentages with reference to the total number in each classi-
ficatfon. While the paper refers to “drug users", the only drug specifically
referred to 4s marijuana. Thus, "adeitted drug users' are those who admitted
to using mirijuana. "Potential drug users” are those who admitted to the
possibility of using drugs L{f the opportunity were avaflable. This group
1s not included {n "nor -users",

The objective of this study was to obtain an estimate of drug usage by
high schiool students {n Vermont by surveying all high school students {n one

countv. Chittenden County was selected as representative of both the rural 4
and urban areas of the staté. In all of the public high achools in the county,

all bers of the sopt e, junior, and senior classes were surveyed on the }
same day without prior announcement. |

The survey included ancurctic {ndex, and a major finding of the study i3
that drug use s significantly assocfated with emotional {nstability.

1Y) .




Data
; Geog. Comezunity Collection Number of
! - Population Surveyed Reglon  Size (pop) Tcchnique Respondents *
‘ v
: Students tn all Paeltic City and verbal fnstruction™ M F* .
public hlgh schools County and sinmultaacous Ever Usad:
(18) in the city of (555,700) screen preseatas 365 378 Freshnren
Portland and zetro- tion made by ser 363 365 Sophomores
politan Multnomah . veyor and question- 329 299 Juntors
9 County, Oregon. naire for rccording 285 299 Senfors
' Spring, 1968 of answers by stu-
dents Froyency of
. use:
. . 1-5 times:
- Freshge
\- Sophoﬁcs
R - Juniors
- Seniors
6-15 times:
. . - . Fresheen
N . . . Sophomores
Juniors
“oniors ¢
: 16+ times:
. Freshnen
>, Sophomores
R Juniors
- ~ Senfiors
l
w -
=
REFERENCE
v
Johnson, Kit G.; Donnelly, John H.; Scheble, Robert; Wine, Richard L.; and Weitman, Morris,
2 "Survey of Adolescent Drug Use 1 -- Sex and Grade Distribution™. American Journal of Public
flealth, Vol. 61, No. 12, pp. 2418-2432, Decenmber 1971. N

',9.4*'

N

Percentage of Respondents
Percentage 0 Respondents,

Sedati
Marijuana MHallucinogens Amphetamines Cocaine Barbiturates Tranqu

MY P& M F ] F M F M F M
7.6 3.4 4.9 2.1 9% 1.4 2.6 0.6 (5.7 3.4 17.8
4.6 9.0 1.1 5.6 11.3 12.3 2.4 1.9 8.5 9.0 19.1
20.1 9.3 8.8 7.7 139 4.1 1.8 Lo 7.9 1l.4 20.3
24.9 12.1 1.1 2.0 14.0 13.1 3.9 0.7 9.5 7.7 22.5
g0 2.6 3.8 1.3 6.6 5.8 1.6 0.3 4.4 2.9 14.0
fo.2 3.0 5.5 4.6 6.6 7.4 1.6 L4 6.3 6.8 15.2
8.8 4.3 5.2 3.0 8.2 1.4 L5 1.0 6.1 9.4 17.0
13.3 7.4 4.6 10 9.1 8.4 2.8 0.7 6.0 5.0 16.8
3.0 0.3 0.8 0.0 1.6 1.1 0.5 0.0 0.5 0.0 2.7
1.4 2.7 0.0 0.5 3.r 2.2 0.0 0.5 1.4 11 2.5
5.8 1.6 L5 0.7 3.6 1.0 0.0 0.0 1.2 1.0 2.4
4.9 1.7 1.8 0.7 2.1 3.0 0.» 0.0 L& 2.0 3.2,
1.6 0.5 0.3 0.8 1.6 0.5 0.5 0.3 0.8 0.5 1.1
3.0 3.3 L6 0.5 1.6 2.7 28 0.0 0.8 1.1 1.
5.5 4.0 2.1 0.0 2.1 1.7 0.3 0.0 0.6 1l.¢ 0.9 }
67 3.0 0.7 0.3 2.8 1.7 0.4 0,0 2.1 0.7 2.5

* M denotes Male respondents.
F denotes Female respondents.

NoTEs . o=
A systematic 10 percent sample (total sfze: 3,476) was dravi from
community’s 18 public high schools. 1t should be noted that the data c
the responses of 2.683¢ or 77.2 percent of the total sample. Of the red
who fafled to identify their séx and/or grade and were therefore excludd
The balance of 724 were discarded from the’data analysis for such reasod
tions were not ansyered on the questionnajre; absent from school; preseq
to report for the survey: present in school but failed to return the qud
the survey, the survevor discussed the study carefully with the respondd
.tions, rcassured them of thedr right of non-cooperation in any manner, &
anonymity. The author, in a private communication,®has elabqrated on tH
the anonymity of the respondents. There 13 no doubt that the students o
not be~identffied with their answer sheets. A
Included in the “survey were data on those respondents whb had never
upon which the study was based and those who fell, fnto the "'ng response’]

category was generally one percent or less of the respondénts “for each d
k)

Data

Geog. Corzmunity Collection Sanple\
Population Surveyed Regfion Size (pop) Technique Size Usage
Students in six senfor East City (717,000) Questionnaire 6,041 Once

{ high schools in the North Occasional
metropolitan area of Central Often
Milwvaukee, Wisconsin. Regular
(Date not given) Total
/ .

REFERENCE o

Jackson, Bastl; Lange, Robert W., and Lehman, Robert P.. "Teenage Drug Abuse {n Middle
Class Milwaukee". Wisconsin Medical Journal. Vol. 71, pp. 210-212, September 1972.
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Ay
~

Percentage of Respondents
Halluci- Amphet-  Barbi-~ !

Mar{juana nogens MDA amines turates Cocaine Codefne Opi
5.1 2.1 1.2 2.8 3. 0.9 1.6 1.
5.6 2.5 0.8 3.2 2.5 0.7 1.2 1.
3.6 1.0 0.3 0.8 0.6 0.) 0.1 0.
4.3 0.8 0.2 0.8 0.5 0.3 0.3 0.

18.6 6.4 N2.5 7.6 6.6 2.0 3.2 4,

NOTES
The usage categories cited above are defined in the paper as follow

Occasfonal: once a ‘month or less frequently,
Often: at least twice a month, but not weekly,
Regular: at Jeast once a week.

As a result of {ts being more restricted than originally planned, this ﬁ
drug picture in the entire metrorolitan area of Milwaukee, but pertains
middle, and upper middle class at the tize of the gsurvey. Anonymity of &
served, and checks were made on the reliability and validity of the resq

. 1
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Item No. 30

e Data Percentage of Respondents
Community Collection Nunber of Sedatives and
Size (pop) Technlque Respondents Marijuana Hallucinogens Asphetamines  Cocafne  Barbiturates Tranquilizers Nurcotics lahalamte
e City and  Verbal fnstruction MY F* EUEE L ¥ ¥ F M F M F M °F M F H F %
County and siaultaneous . Ever Used:
(555, 700) screen presenta~ 365 378 Freshuen 7.6 3.4 4.9 2.1 9.8 7.4 2.6 0.6 5.7 3.4 17.8 16.1 7.7 7.1 14.7 10.5
tion made by sur- 363 365 Sophomores 14:6 9.0 7.1 556 1Ls 12.3 2.4 1.9 8.5 9.0 19.1 25.2 9.7 9.9 18.710.2
veyor and question- 323 299 Juntors 20.1 9.3 8.8 37 139 141 1.8 1.0 7.9 1.4 203 3.1 8.810.6 13.6 7.4
natre for recording 285 299 Sentors 26.9 12.1 7.1 2.0 14.0 131 3.9 0.7 9.5 7.7 225 29.1 9.5 6.3 12.3 2.0
of ansvers by stu- " B N
dents requency of «
| use:
1-5 times:
N Freshzen 3.0 2.6 38 1.3 5.6 5.8 1.6 0.3 4.4 29 14,0 12.5 5.5 5.8 9.0 8.2
Sophomores 10.2 3.0 5.5 4.6 6.6 1.4 1.6 1.4 6.3 6.8 15,2 20.0 6.9 7.4 12.1 8.3
Juniors 8.8 4.3 5.2 3.0 8.2 11.4 1.5 1.0 6.1 9.4 17.0 26.8 6.7 9.0 11.2 6.7
7 Scng‘, 13.3 7.4 4.6 1.0 9.1 8.4 2.8 0.7 6.0 5.0 16.8 21.4 5.6 5.0 8.0 2.0
6-15 times:
Fresheen 3.0 0.3 0.8 0.0 16 L1 05 00 05 0.0 2.7 1.8 1.9 0.5 1.6 1.3
Sophomores 1:4 2.7 0.0 0.5 3.1 2.2 0.0 0.5 4 L1 25 2.7 L4 W% 2.5 414
Juniors 5.6 19 1.5 0.7 3.6 1.0 0.0 0.0 1.2 1.0 2.4 5.3 1.2 1.3 0.9 0.0
Senfors 4.9 ‘1.7 1.8 0.7 2.1 3.0 0.7 0.0 1.4 2.0 3.2 3.7 2.5 1.0 2.5 0.0
16+ tizes:
Freshzen 1.6 0.5 0.3 0.8 1.6 0.5 0.5 0.3 0.8 0.5 1.1 1.8 0.3 0.8 4.1 1.0
: Sophomores 30 3.3 1.6 0.5 1.6 2.7 0.8 0.0 0.8 1.1 1.4 2.5 1.4 -+1.1 4.1 0.5
Juniors 5.5 4.0 2.1 0.0 2.1 1.7 0.3 0.0 0.6 1.0 0.9 2.0 0.9 0.3 1.5 0.7
Senfors 6.7 3.0 0.7 0.3 2.8 1.7 0.4 0.0 2.1 0.7 2.5 4.0 1.4 0.3 1.8 0.0
* M denotes Male respondents.
Lo F denotes Female respondents. M
. ' . NOTES
ohn H.: Scheble, Robert, Wine, Richard L.. and Weitman, Morris, . A systematic 10 percenc sample (total size: 3,476) vas drawn from the nancs on rosters of the
se 1 - Sex and Grade Distribution”. Ascrican Journal of Public comunity’s 18 public high schools. It should be noted that the data cited above vere based on =
2418-2432, December 1971, e S = he responses of 2,683, or 77.2 percent of the total sapple. Of the remalning 793, there wvere 69
- who failed to identify their sex and/or grade and were therefore excluded from the data analysis.
The balance of 724 were discarded from the data analysis for such reasons as: four or more ques~
tions vere not answered on the questfonnaire; absent from school; present in school but failed *
to report for the survey; present in school but failed to return the questionnaire. In conducth’g
the survey, the surveyor discussed the study carefully with the respondents, answered their ques-
e tions, reassured then of their right of non-cooperation in any manner, and guaranteed them full
~ anonyaity. The author, in a private cormunication, has claborated on the steps taken to assure
L8 the anonyaity of the respondents. There 18 no doubt that the stud2nis wore 2uive that they could
* not be identified with their ansver sheets. .
Included in the survey vere data on those respondents whn_imd never used any of the substances "
4 upon which the study was based and those who fell fnto the "no responge" category. The *no response” .
category was generally one percent or less of the respondentt for each classification of drug use.
3
Item No. 5%
Data : Percentage of Respondents .
og. ~  Community Collection Sanple Halluct- Amphet-  Barbi- Hard
Size \pop) Technique Size Usage Marijuana nogens MDA  amfnes turates Cocaine Codeine Opfum Nargotics Catnip Clue
' -
t13 City (717,000) Questionnaire 6,04~ Once 5.1 2.1 1.2 2.8 3.0 0.9 1.6 1.8 0.8 1.4 2.3
rth Occasionai 5.6 2.5 0.8 3.2 z.5 0.7 1.2 1.8 0.7 0.4 0.6
tral often 3.6 1.6 0.3 0.8 0.6 0.1 0.1 0.3 0.4 0.1 0.2
‘ Regular 4.3 0.8 0.2 0.8 0.5 0.3 0.3 0.5 0.3 0.2 0.4
; Total 18.6 6.4 2.5 7.6 6.6 2.0 3.2 4.4 2.2 2.1 3.5
R . NOTES .
rt W., and lehman, Robert P., “Teenage Drug Abuse in Middle The d8age categories cited sbove are defined in the paper as follows:
a Medical Journal. Vol. 71, pp. 210-212, Scptember 1972, occasional: once a month or less frequently, .

Often: at least tvice a month, but not weckly,
Regular: at least once a weck.

As 4 result of its being more restricted than originally planned, this survey does not portray the
drug picture ‘n the entire netropolitan area of Miiwaukee, but pertains to the picture in the
middle and upper middle clags at the time of the survey. Anonymity of the respondents was pre=
Q ! - served, and checks were made on the relfability and validity of the results.

L2




bata
Geog. Cozpunity {ollection Sample Percentage of Respondents

Population Surveyed Reglon _Tvpe Technique Size Mar{luana LSD Pills

Mt Ft H F M F
Students “In Grades 5 ' West Suburban 19-iten 124 tver Used i
and 6 in Alicf Inde- Seuth self~admin. Gr. S 4.0 2.8 0.0 2.8 12.5 8.8
peadent School Dis- Central questionnaire Gr. 6 2.2 0.0 2.2 0.0 9.7 11.7
tefct in Harris £
County, Texas. Overall 2.4 1.6 9.8

o v give
(pate not given) B A * M denotes Male respondents.
. F denotes Female respondents.

REFERENCE - NOTES

Hays, J. Ray and Windburn, Michael ¢, "Drug Abuse Among Elementary School Students in a These data are presented by the authors as preliminary results of
suburban School Setting”. tournal uf Drug bducativm. vul 2, Su. «, pp. 355-360, Winter 1972. ing whether there should be a further investigation of drug use in el
cluster sample of fifth and gixth grade homerooms was used. The items
together with a summary of the responses, are given in the paper. Be
- sazpling procedure and administration of the survey instrument by the
percentages cannot be extrapolated to the clementary school population
4 whole., Precautions were taken to ensure the anonymity of each student
that they could not be identified individually. ’'Pills” (authors' te
" category representing the medication with which young people first coa
No details were given regarding what was included in the categorics ofi‘
o had —_— —_—

' ke :
",;“ . bata Percentage of Respondents
. Geog. Corrsunicy Collecction Sample Amphet-  Barbi- Narcotics
Population Surveved Region Size (pop) Technique Size Marijuana Lsb anines turates Heroin Other
Student body in Natich New » City (31,000) Questionnaire 250 Ever Used 34 8 10 9 2 [
High School and onc England Gr. 12
Junfor High School, Gr. 11
Natick, Massachusetts Gr. 10
(Year not stated) 6. 9 S
. Now Using 22 [ 6 6 s SO 2
REFERENCE NOTES
uvelincan, Victor A.. Pearsaell, Doris 1., Cazp, Juy M., and caks, kLinda A., Repurt of the The above is a compilation of the quantitative fnformatfon on drug
Matick Youth Study. A Profile of >tudents uiades Nine Through Twelve. Mimeu, 12 p., The category "Ever Used" refers to sny usc during the previous year. N
Oivision ot Drug nchavalitation, bepartment of Mental Health, wommonwealth of Massachusctts, the selection of the sample, except the statement that it vas a scientd
April 1972, . sample comprising ten percent of the student body. The authors state t

proven in seven other studies and is being employed in a statewsde stud
itself is not given in the report. Anonynity of the respondents was pr

X bata Percentage of Respondents
Geog. Cozmunity Collection Sample Other
Population Surveyed Region Type Technique * _Size Laers Marijuana Hashish LSD Methedrine Acphet. Tranquilizers Hero
3
All students in three Northeast  Suburban Self-adnin. 68 Sample A (homerooms): 22.1 1.5 4.4 4.4 7.4 t5.9
homeroon classes questionnaire R
(Grades 9, 11-12) 13 Sample S (special class): 92.3 46.2 69.2 38.¢ 3.8 15,
and in one special (Figures for Sample S reflect.the fact that oost of the drug takers used
class of 12th giaders q B . M
mrtlxh:?“ﬂsmﬁ“ .. ‘. Median Prequency of, Use (Number of Times)
no ew Haven, Marijuana LSD *Yothedri Arphetani
Connecticut. (Date ' - - ~ Eehedtineer . "“ s
not given) Sample A 12 1” 2
Sample § 200 10 . 70
-~ (These data pertain to drug users, not to the vhole satples.)
REFERENCE \ HOTES ’ ’
= RLNCE (OIS
"iatchen.. Villdam Yoster, "Who Use Drugs” A Study in a ban public High School". The The students in Sample A were considered by the author to be "avera
Q‘"-wl of School Health, VoIi“XLi, No. 2, pp. 90-93, Febr. y 1971. Savple S were identified by the author 3s having good native academic a
‘ ( . achievement. The author made every effort, to safeguard the students' P
E lC 3') . format of the questionnaire and its method of adminigeratdon, and in hi
PP . N * the ‘studcnls remain anonymous to hinm.” gl W

. i
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Data
Geog. Coveunfty Collect fon Saople
Regfon - Type Technique \ Size
West Suburban 19~{ten 124
South self-admin.
Central questfonnafre

chacl G., "Drug Abuse Among Elementary School Students fn s
Uournal of Drug Educatfon. Volk.2. No..4, pp. 355-360, Winter 1972,

Item No. 52

s

Percentage of Respondents

Marfjuana LSD Pills Solvents
Mk Fx M F M F M F
Ever Used .
Gr. 5 4.0 2.8 0.0 2.8 12.5 8.8 24.0 24.2
Gr. 6 2.2 0.0 2.2 0.0 9.7 11.7 19.5 29.4
Lt ——— — 2 2
Overall 2.4 1.6 9.8 23.8
* M denotes Male respondents.
F denotes Female respondents.
NOTES

These data are presented by the authors as preliminary results of a pilot study for deterain-
fng whether there should be a further tavestigatfon of drug use {n elenentary schools. A randoa
cluster sasple of fifth and sfxth grade honerooms was used. The ftems on the questionnaire,
together with a suanmary of the responses, are given {n the paper. Because of the sample afze,
sanpling procedure and adninistration of the survey fastrument by the classroon teacher, the
percentages cannot be extrapolated to the elementary school populatfon of MHarris County as a
whole. Precsutions were *aken to ensure the anoaymity of ecach student and to assure the students
that they could not be fdentiffed individually. “pi11s” (authors® terminology) s a generic
category representing the medfcatfon with which young people first come fn contact {n the hoze.
No detatls were given regarding what was included fn the categories of “solvents" or “pflls™.

Data
Geog. Coesunity Collectfon Sample
Regtfon Size (pop) Technique Stze
New City (31,000) Questionnatre 250
England

11, Dorts T., Cazp, Jov M.: and Zaks, Linda A., Report of the
{le of Students Grades Nine Through Twelve, Mfmeo, 12 p.,
tion, Department of Mental Health, Commonwealth of Massachusetts,

Itea No. 53

Percentage of Respondents

Amphet=  Barbi- Narcotics Any
Marfiuana Lsp amines turates Heroin *  Other Cocafne Glue Drug

Ever Used 34 8 10 9 2 6 4 4 36
Gr. 12 45

Gr. 11 34

Gr. 10 35

6r. 9 * 30

Now Using 22 6 6 6 1 2 2 2 24

NOTES

The above is a compilation of the quantitatfve information o1 drug use found fn this report.
The eategory “Ever Used” refers to sny use during the previous year. No fnformatfon fg given on
the sclectfon of the sample. except the statement that it was a scfentifically dcsighed randon
sample comprising ten perceat of the student body. The authors state tnat the quest fonnajre was
proven in seven other studics and !s befng employed fn a statevide study. The questionnafre
ftself fs not given in the report. d&nonyaity of the respondents was preserved.

Data
Comnunity Collection Sasple
Type . Technique _Stze Users
st Suburban Selt~adain. 68 Saople A (homerooms):
quest fonnafrs
13 Sample $ (specfal class):

Sample A
Sample §

Use Drugs” A Study in a Suburban Publfc High School™. The

P -

'\) pp. 90-93, February 1971,

ERICs

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

Iten No. 34

Percencage of Respondents

Other tnspec.

sarfjuana  Haehish LSD Methedrine  Amphct. 1ranquilizrers Herofn Glue Other

22.1 1.5 4.4 4.4 T T4 5.9 1.5 2.9
92.3 46.2 69.2 38.5 30.8 15.4 15.4

(Figures for Sample S reflect the fact that most of the drug takers used a varfety of drugs.)

Median Frequency of Use (Nuzber of Times)

Margjuana LSD Methedrine or Amphctanmines
12 1 2
200 10 70
(These daza pertain to drug users, not to the whole samples.)
NOTES {

The students in Sample A were considered by the author to be “average”, while those {n
Sagple S were fdentiffed by the author as having good native academic abflity but low acadenic
achievement, The author made every effort to safeguard the students' privacy both in the '

format of the questfonnafre and fts wethod of admint atdon, and fn his insistence that
the students remain anonymous to him. gl
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Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

90

Data
Geog. Collection Sazple
Population Surveyed Region Technique Size
High school students South Group~adain. 458
in a smal} Mississippl questfonnaire

Community
(Date not given)

REFERENCE .

§
Globetti, Cerald and Brigance, Roy S., “The VUse and
Nonuge of Drugs Among High School Students in a
Small Rural Community." Journal of Drug Education,
Vol. 1, No. &, pp. 317-322, December 1971.

Ever Used 9 I

NOTES

Cited above are the principal dat
black and white students are noted.
The sacple was chosen randomly fr

‘ 96

Pareentage of Respondents

Amphetanines Tranquilizers Opfates '
7 5 0

3 on the use of drugs found in this paper. Several
Effects of fanily variables and Yeliglon are discu
om students in grades nine through twelve. Questio

to groups of 25, and complete anonymity of the respondents was assured.

.~




9,

Data
Collectfon
Technique
Group~-admin.
questionnaire

» Roy §.. “"The Use
hool Students in &

Sazple
Stze

458

and

sl of Drug Education,

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eric
0

Item Mo 30

Percentage of Respondents -
o
HMarijuuna Lsp Asphetanines Tranquilizers Opiates Glue >niftirg .
Ever Used 9 1 7 5 [ 12 .
i 1
NOTES

Cited above are the principal data on the use of drugs found in this paper. Several difterences betwreen
black and white students are noted. Effects of fasily variables and religlon are discunned.

The sasple was chosen randomly fron students in grades nine through tuclve. Questionnaires very ad=inistered
to groups of 25, and complete anonvmity of the respondents was assured.




APPENDIX C

ABSTRACTS
SURVEYS OF UNIVERSITY POPULATION
ITEM N0S. 56-73
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. , Percentage of Rej%ﬂgonde
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Datas ~ DMT
Ceog. Collection Numher of i or
Populatlon Suzveyed Region Technique Respondents Marijuana D DET Aczphetanines Hethedrine Barbiturates
Several ciasses of fifa- Sclf-admin. 1970z 565 Ever Trying 1970 R R 29 ] ‘ 14
rudents attending Atlantic quesglonnaire 1971: 400
a Jecture course fh Tryliag During .
“'dovianse and Six-Month Period
sledfrqueaey” at a 1970 70 18 1 21 5 9
state-surporied 1971 79 32 4 26 8 19
uatrersicy '
February 1979
Moy 187 ) -
. .- ..
pes
.

REVEPENTE NPTES - -

Goode, Ttich, "itwady In Sollege Dreg Use: Report From
One Cazpus.” Proccedtngs of the First International
Conference on Student lrug Ssrveys, Newark, New Jersey,
Septeaber 12-15, 1971, po. 123=-127, publ{shed, 1972 by
Baywood Publishing Cospany, 43 Ceatral Drive,
Farzingdale, New York 11735.

The data tabulated above are found in Table 2 in this paper. The six-month period refers ¢
the survey. The data for marijuana are broken down by several categories of frequency of use in
Since the sase students were not involved in the two surveys (1970 and 1971), the data are, as t
exploratory in nature rather than definitfve.

. Popalasion Survevad
FOpA LSt Anh Jullow

Data Percenta

Geog. Collecticn Number of

Reglon Technique - Respondents Ever Used Mar{ juana
All 389 law students and Nocrtheast Hafl 221 Law Students 73.3 ) 6
239 tedfiwal studants questionnaire 188 Medical Students 68.1 9
ittending Yoo
Jdurversity in Fall :070. 1

l

AFLEEHCE NOTES |
Slaby, Mdrew £.; Lieb, Julian; and Schwartz, Arthur H., "Cosparative Study of the Cited above are the data on in
Puyshosoctal Correlates of Drug Use aAmomy Medical and Low Students." Journal of found in this paper. Ic is reporgey

Medical Edyeation, Vol. 47, No. 9, pp. 717-723, Septesber 1972,

O

RIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

LSD or amphetamines had also used
percent of both groups had used ma
tizes. Only 5 students in the entil
more than 10 times. The chief con
with psychosocial correlates of dr
religlous, social and professional 1




Data
. Collection Nuzber of
on Techn(gue‘ Respondents Mar{juana LS
Self-adzia.  1970: 565 Ever Trylng 1970 B 7 I ¥
tic questionnalre 1971: 400

Trrving During
Six-Month Period

.o ot 1970 70 18
1971 79 32

1lege Drug Use: Report From
f the F{ Internatiotal
Surveys, Newark, New Jersey.
123-127, published, 1972 by
43 Central Drive,

5.

The data tabulated above are found
the survey. The data for marijuana are

IV 2

Item No. 56
Percentage of Respondents

MT
or
DET Azphetamines Methedrine Barbituratea Cocaine Opfun Heroin
4 29 9 14 8 9 4
1, 21 5 9 4 5 3
4 26 8 19 15 11 4

{r Table 2 i{n this paper. The six-month period refe's to the sfx-nonths prior to
broken down by several categories of frequency of uge in Table 1 {n the paper.

Since the same students were not involved {n the two surveys (1970 and 1971), the data are, as the author has stated,
exp loratory {n nature rather than definitive.

Data
Geog. Collection
Population Surveved Reglon Technique
All 589 law studeats and Northeast Matl
359 medical students questionnaire

attending Yaje
Universicy in Fall 1970,

REFERENCE

Slaby, Andrew £.; Lieb, Julian; and Schwartz, Arthur H., “Comparative Study of the
Joumal of

Psychosocial Correlates of Drug Use Ancng Medical and Law Students.”
vedical Education, Vol. 47, ¥o. 9, pp. 717-723, Septecher 1972,

ERIC -

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

v more ‘than 10 times.

- Item No. 57

Percentage of Respondents
Number of

Respondents Eve: Used Marijuana LSD Anphetaaines
221 Law Students 73.3 6.8 1.7
188 Med{cal Students 68.1 9.5 7.0
HOTES .

Clted above are the data on incidence of drug use
found in this paper. It is reported that every user of
3D or asphetamines had also used marijuana. Over 35
percent of both groups had used war{juana more than 10
times. Oaly 5 students in the entire saople had used LSD
The chief concern in this peper is
with psychosocial correlates of drug use (political,
religlous, social and professional attitudes and practices).

-~




. Percentage of Respondents i
- Data ° . Atr~ lMorning
Collection Sample . . plane Glory  Synth. Nut-
Population Surveyed Technique Size University Marijuana LSD Mescaline DMI MDA Glue  Seeds  THC meg Barbit. Trang. Amphet. Ste
.3 )
Undergraduate stu~ Questionnaire 201 Arizona State 49 5 10 1 1 1 1 4 <1 15 6 20 .
dents in health . 200  Penn State® - 38 9 11 11 1 1 1 2! 12 u 28 <
education classes 220 Univ. of Tenn. 33 6 , 7° 1 2 <1 2 3 2 9 8 32
at five universi- 178 Northern, Colorado U. 37 11 12 2 2 4 2 2 7 8 4 6
ties, Fall 1970 132 N.Y. State U. Geneseo , 28 2 2 I - - - 1 6 7 12
REFERENCE NOTES ’
Toohey, Jack V., "An Analysis of Drug Use Behavior at Five American Universities'. The The figures cited above pertain to percentages of students who ha
Journal of School Health, Vol. XLI, No. %, pp. 464-468, November 1971. tize. Also given in the paper are data on frequeficy of marfjuana use
- | R rarijuana. No details are given on the questionnaire or the way fn w
~ Data Percentage of Respcndents
. Ceog. " Collection - Sample School A  School B S
Populatfon Surveyed ~ Reglon : Techaique Size (N=213) (N=226)
Students at four medical West Coast . Mail : 1,063 Have used marijvana in the past 70 17
schools in different Midwest questionnaire Using marijuana currently 44 6
geographic regions. Ehstern Seaboard Present during marijuana use 85 35
Spring 1970. . Present during marijuana use but abstained 15 19
' Never used it 30 84
v Never exposed to it 15 65
]
REFERENCES . NOTES
{1] Lipp, Martin R., Benson, Samuel G., and T_’~r.r, Zebulon, "Marijuana Use by Medical Summarized above are the data on marijuana usz and exposure to
Students”. Azerfcan Journal of Psychfatry. Vol. 128, No. 2, pp. 207-212, August 1971. two papers, which are based on the same study. Respondents were 8ty
hool h . 2
{2} Lipp, Martin; Tinklenberg, Jared; Benson, Samuel; Melges, Frederick; Taintor, Zebulon; ;::\::c: ::go:;: :gg;‘:iisi oi-rg; overall rate of return of question
o, . percent to a high of 65 percent, O
and Pelerson, Margaret, "Medical Student Use of Marijuana, Alcohol, and Cigarettes: A
Stedy of Schools". The International 1 of the Addicti Vol. 7 1 medical opinions conceming marijuana and the relationship of those
u )l'“_lg‘z’“r”;z"o s. Ihe ln = Journal of the celons, Vol. 7, No. 1, valued sources of fnformation on marijuana, and projected future use
Ppe ’ * [2] are data on use of alcohol and cigarettes. A significant part o
suznarized by the statement: "If medical authorities can't coavincé
msrijuana is 'a dangerous drug', then persuading the populatfon at 1.
£
Percentage of Respondents
Data Nonmedical Use of Drugs
Geog. Collection Sample 1967 s 1268 - ~1969
Population Surveved Region Technique Sizes Freshmen Sophomores Juniors
Males Females  Males Females Males [Eemales
Students who registered for the first North Questficnnaire 1967: 4,183
tine at the University of Minnesota Lentral 1968: 2,496 Current uzers 3.1 2.6 8.6 7.1 14.2 9.5
in the fall of 1967--ainus dropouts 1969: - 1,128 Ex users 5.9 3.9 16.1 15,3 19.9 19._8
plus transfer students-~as the group 1970: 2,517 — g
progressed through four years at the . Ever used 7.9 23.6 32.1
university. 1967-1970.
REFEREXNCE NOTES
Dvorak, Edward J., "A Longitudinal Study uf Noamedical Drug Use Among Univer.ity Students-- Cited above are the data oa the fncidence of nonmedical drug use p
A Brief Sumary”. Journal of the Amcricun Tullege Health Association, Vol. 20. No. 3, this paper. The reference ''nonmedical use" is to one or more of such d
op» 212-215, February 1972. . ba-blturates, and amphetamines. Data are not tabulated separately for
a brief discuscion of trends which were observed (decreasing use of ISD
use of peycte and the hard narcctics). The surveys were based on syst
effort was made to ipnsure anonymity and confidentialiry. A special fea
., longitudinal nature, and particularly notable {s the trend of lncreaslnq
< years. 1
- - 1
y l i . |
O : : . ]
B : -~
ERIC ' 101 |
4 - |

* <.




jnsor, Sammel G.; and Taintor, Zedbulon,

ection Sample
hnique Size University
jstionnatre 201 Arfzona State 49
N 200 Penn Stat~ 38
220 Untv. of Tenn. 33
178 Northern Colorado U. 37
132 N.Y. State U. Geneseco 28

Vol. XLI, No. 9, pp. 464-468, November 1971,

s

5
9
6
11
2

Marfjuana LSD Mescaline

10
13
7
12
2

Jysts of Drug Use 8chavior at Five Amerfcan Universities”. The

Item No. 58

Percentage of Respondents

Atr=  YMorning ’ .
plane Glory Synth. Nut-
DMT MDA Glue  Seeds THC wmeg  Barbft. Tranq, Amphet. Steroids Cocaine Morphine Heroin
1 1 1 1 4 <1 15 6 20 2 2 1 1
1 t 1 1 1 2 12 11 28 <1 3 2 2
1 2 <1 2 3 2 9 8 32 - 2 1 1
2 2 4 2 2 7 8 4 6 2 4 1 1
1 - - - - 1 6 ? 12 - - 1 1
NOTES

The figures cited above pertain to percentages of students who have used the drug at least one
time. Also given in the paper are data on frequency of marfjuana use ~wong students that use
rarijuana. No detatls are given on the questfonnaire or the way in which it was administered.

Data
Geog. Collection
Regfon Technique -
’ West Coast Mail
Midwest quest fonnaire g

Eastern Seaboard

rnal of P chiatry, Vol, 128, No. 2, pp. 207-212,

enberg, Jared; Benson, Sanuel;

Sample
Size

1,063

A

"Mar{juana Use by Medical
August 1971,

Melges, Frederick; Taintor, Zebulon;
"uedical Student Use of Martjuana, Alcohol, and Cigarcttes®
The Internatfonal Journal of the Addfctions, Vol. 7, No. 1,

. Item No. 32
. t
Percentage of Respondents
School A School B School C  Sghool D Total
(N=213) (N226) (Ne267) (N=251) (N=1057)
Have used marijuana fn the past 70 17 68 46 50
Using marfjuana currently 44 6 42 26 30
Present during marfjuana use 85 35 88 7% 70
Present during marfjuana use but absta tned 15 19 20 28 21
Never used it 30 84 32 54 50
Never exposed to ft 15 65 12 26 30

' NOTES

Summarized above are the data on marijuana
two’ papers, which are based on the same study.
schools are not tdentifted. The overall rate of return of questionnaires was 62 percent, varying
between schools from a low of 57 percent to a high of 65 percent. Other topics surveyed include
wedical opinions concerning marijuana and the relationship of those opinicns to wmarijuana use,
valued sources of informatfon on marijuana, and projected future use of marijuana. Included in
[2] are ddta on use of alcohol and cigarettes. A signiffcant part of the discussfon fn [1] is
summarized by the statement: "If medical authoritfes can't convince medical students that
magtjuana {s 'a dangerous drug’, then persuading the population at large scems unltkely.”

use and exposure to marijuana use found fn these
Respondents were strictly anonymous, and the

* Data
Geog. Collectfon Sample
Regton Technique Sizes
for the first North Quest fonnaire 1967:
pf Minnesota Crentral 1968:
pus dropouts 1969:
bas the group 1970:

years at the

<&

ngitudinal Study of Nommedfcal Dru

72.

-

1 of the Amerfcan College Health

il

~

j;.l\n) | -
ERIC.

4,183
2,496
1,128
2,517

g Use Anong University Students--
Associatfon, Vol. 20, No. 3,

Item No. 60
. Percentage of Respondents )
Nonmedical Use of Drups
1967 1968 1969 1970
Freshaen Sophomores Junfors Senfor$
Males Females Males Females Males Females Males Ffemales
Current users 3.1 2.6 8.6 7.1 14.2 2.5 20.3 - 185
Ex users 5.9 3.9 16,1 15.3 19.9 19.8 25.0 27.9
—————— - ———
Ever used 7.9 23.6 32.1 45.8
NOTES
Cited above are the data on the tncidence of nonmedical drug use presented tn Figure 1 in
this paper. The reference "nonbedical use” {8 to one or more of such drugs as marijuana, LSD,

barbiturates, and amphetamfnes. Data are not tabulated separately for these drugs, but there is
a brief discussion of trends which were observed (decreastng use of LSD and amphetamines, fncreasing
use of peyote and the hard narcotics). The surveys were based on systemat fc samples, and every
effort was made to insure anonymity and confidentiality. A special feature of this study 1s its
longftudinal nature, and particularly notable 18 the trend of increasing incidence over the four
years.
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ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

Populatfon Surv.u!cd

Freshzen at the University
of Houston, Texas (U.H.).
Freshzen at the Unfversity
of Georgia, Athens, Ceorgia
(U.Ca.).

1970.

REFERFNCE

Boardman, Willfam K., "Comparison of Drug Attitudes of College Freshzmen:

Geog.
Reglon

West South
Central
South Atl.

*  significant at the .05 level

Commun 1.ty
Type (Pop.

Metropolitan
(1,478,000)

Small City
(44,000)

Data
Collectfon

_Technique

Social
Attitude
Questfonnaire

£ confidence

**  gignificant at the .02 level of confidence
*xk gignificant at the .01 level of\qonﬂdcncc

Area Vs. Unfversity tommunity Setting”.

(ED 051 535).

Sample

Sizes

481 (U.H.)

470 (U.Ga.)

Hctropollt& N

10 p.; Paper presented at the Southwvestern N
Naychological Association Conventfon, San Antonfo, Texas, April 29 - May 1, 1971,

Have used drugs - am still using them

Have used drugs - might usc them again

Have used drugs - not using them again

Have not used drugs - might try them

Have not used drugs - not going to use thcni

How often do you use drugs?
not at all
once a month or less
" twice a month
once a week
tvice a week Or more

Not used barbiturates fn last 6 months

Ysed mardjuana 10 or more times fn last 6 wmonths
Not used LSD fn last 6 months

Not used ~op(ates in last 6 months

Not used stimulants in the last 6 months

First used drugs at age 16 or younger

NOTES

Cited above are the data pertaining to the use of drugs fou
Item Nos. 27, 33, 52, 55, 56, 58, 59, and 63). The respondents
to be representative of freshmen at the two universities and to
terns of demographic and social characteristics. Anonymity of t
The mafn concern of the study was the comparison of the responses
Questfonnaire between the two groups, one {n a metropolitan envi
szall fsolated comzunity. The findings do not suggest a direct
use reported by freshmen and their locatfon.

Population Surveyed

Undergraduate students at 3
large private residentlal
university fn the wester
Spring 1969.

+

REFERENCE

Data

Collection
Technique

Taterview and
iuestionnaire

X

Sample
Size

Males: 150
Females: 51
Total: 201

Garfield, Emily F., Boreing, Michael L., and Smith, Jean Paul, "Marijuana Use on a Campus:

Spring, 1969".

Septesber 1971.

The International Journal of the Addictfons, Vol. 6, No. 3, pp. 487-491,

1
Percentage of Renmnd#
Marijuana

!

Usage les Females Total 1

One or more times 4 1
Freshzen . 60 47 56 |
Soptiomores 75 73 s
Junfors 78 54 71
Senfors *79 80 80 1‘
Total 72 61 69 {
Cozparative data ‘
1968 . 57
1966-67 N 21 ‘
NOTES |

Summarized above &re the data on marijuana use found {n th“‘
responding “yes" to the question: "Have you ever tried LSD?" A
graduates was drawn from the registrar's 1ist. The response ratd
resulting sawple of 201 constituted 3.4 percent of the populatiod
up study at the same university, thus providing an opportunity-td
(sce comparative data cited above). The paper includes some datd
uge, reasons for termfinating marijuana use, and career indecisiof

o
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‘ Data
Geog. Community Collectfon Saople
Region Type (Pop.) Technique Sfzes
ty West South Metropol ftan Social 481 (U.H.)
. Central (1,678,000) Attftude
ty  South Atl. Small Cicy Questionnaire 470 (U.Ga.)
gia (44,000)

* significant at the .05 level of confidence
*% gignificant at the .02 level of confidence
*it gignificant at the ,01 level of confidence

fozparison of Drug Attitudés of College Freshmen. Metropolitan
unity Secting". 10 p.; Paper presented at the Southwestern
Jn Convention, San Antonfo, Texas, April 29 - May 1, 1971.

Item No. 61

Percentage of Respondents

3 U.H. .Ca.

Have used drugs — am still using then 9 15%
Have used drugs - might use them again 11 1784%
Have used drugs - not using them again . 9 S
Have not used drugs = might try them 8 8
Have not used drugs = not going to use them 63 SShAR
How often do you use drugs?

not at all 73 YOLLL]

once a month or less 7, 12

tuice a month 4 6

once a week 4 6

twice a week or more H H
Not used barbiturates in last 6 months 92 92
Used zarijuana 10 or more times in last 6 months 13 19%
Not used LSD in last 6 months 91 I6RAR
Not used opiates in last 6 months 96 98
Not used stimulants fn the last 6 months 86 80XAR
First used drugs at age 16 or younge¥t 15 9

NOTES

Cited above are the data pertaining to the use of drugs found in this report (Table 2,
Item Nos. 27, 32, 52, 55, 56, 58, 59, and 63). The respondents were considered by the author
to be representative of freshmen at the two universfties and to be similar and homogeneous in
terss of demographic and social characterisrics. Anonymity of the {ndividuals was preserved.
The mafn concern of the study was the comparison of the responses on the Socfal Attitude
(uestfonnaire between the two grou, 8, ere in a metropolitan environment, the other in a
rzall fgolated vommunity. The findings do not suggest a direct relatfonship between drug

ise reported by freshmen and their locatfon. -

Data
Collection Sample
Technique Size
ta Interview and, Males: 150
questionnaire. Fermales: 51
u.s. Total: 201

s

ing, Michael L., and Smith, Jean Paul, "Marijuana Use on a Campus,
rnat fonal Journal of the Addictions, vol. 6, No. 3, pp. 487-491,

O .
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Item No. 62
Percentage of Respondents

Mar{juana Lsb
Usage Males Females Total

One or more times .
Freshmen 60 47 56 N
Sophomores % - 73 75 -
Juniors 78 54 7
Seafors 79 80 80 ' o
Total 72 61 69 7

Comparative data
1968 57
1966-67 L2l

NOTES

Summarized above are the data on marijuana use found in this paper, plus the percentage
responding "yes" to the question. “Have you eve:r tried LSD?" A random sawple of 205 under-
graduates was drawn from the registrar's list. The response rate was 98 percent and the
resulting sample of 201 constituted 3.4 percent of the populatfon. This was a second follow-
up study at the same university, thus providing an opportunity to look at lonzitudinal data
(see comparatfve data cited above). The Paper includes Some data on fredsency of marijuana
use, reasons for terminating marijuana use, and career indeefsion f{n relatfon to marijuana use.

w’
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Item No. 63
. -
s - - . , -
— T .‘ . - .
Percentape of Respondents
pata P
© Ceog. Collection Sample . .
Populatfon Surveyed Region Technique _Size Marijuana LSD Stizmulants Heroln
Female graduate New Interview 131 « Current Users 16.8 6.9
students in 2 England Former Users 11.4 26.0
residence at Yale Tried Once 9.2
University Total Users 37.4 2,3 32,9 0.0
April-May, 1969
REFERENCE NOTES
Ford, Beryl 1., 7lllegal Drug Use in a Student Susmarized above are the data on extent of fllegal drug use found in 't'hls Daper.
population,” The Medical Journal of Australia, tern "stizulants” refera to “stizmulant pills for slimming or staying awake'.
ppe 309-313, August 7, 1971, The sample included graduate students who were undex 30 years of age and had taken
their undergraduate degrees in a wide variety of U. S. colleges. The eligible populatt
consisted of 150 students. The data were collected in personal fnterviews in which the
tnterviewer marked a precoded questionnaire, Confidentiality of the fandividual respond
was maintained.
T . Data
Collection Sample Percentage of R
Populatfon Surveyed Technique Size Estinated Number of Times Used Mart
Student body at a cocducational, Sl=itea 239 Once or twice 11
lfberal arts, church-related sclf~adain, Three to five times
. college located fn a central quest fonnaire $ix to nine times
nidwest cozounity of 2500 . Ten to fourteen times
& populacién. Fifteen £o nineteen times <1
4 Spring 1969, Tweaty times or mTe
Total ) 26
# 3
REFERENCE NOTES
McCain, Minta J.; Grupp, Stanley, E,; and Schmitt, Raymond L., "Marijuana Use in a Small The data cited above have been inferred, as percentages of th
Coliege; A Midwest Exasple". The International Journal of the Addictfons, Vol. b, No. 3, from data given in Table 1 in the paper. A simple random sample o
" pp. 463-485, Septeaber 1971, indicated population. The response rate was 79,7 percent and the
percent of the population. The questionnaire is appended to the p
of marfjuana usc arc given. The discussion fncludes consideration
acteristics of marijuana users as comparcd to thosc of non-users,
use, and responsc to student usc of marijuana.
- -—
Data . Percentage of Respondents
Geog. Collection Number of Class of
Pupulation St rveyed Region Technique Respondents Student Degree of Use Marfluana  Hashish 1LSD  Asphetamines Barbiturates Heroin
College and gradiate Mid- 220-itea 6,110 Under- Occasional 12,6 10,4 3.1 8,1 3.2 0.4
students of a nidele  Atl self~adamin, graduate Regular 6,3 4.1 0.8 1.5 0.5 <0.1
Atlantic state question= Extrene 3.6 2,0 0.1 0.8 0.2 <0.1 .
University naire
May 1969
¢
% 922 Craduate gccasl:lonal 2.2 1%.3 2.7 9.9 1.9 R
c8u ar 8.2 2,0 0.0 1.7 0.4 *
Extreac 1.7 0.4 0.0 0.5 0.1 .
*Insufficient quantity of data
9 REFERENCE NOTES
Anker, Jeffrey L., Milzan, Doris Il,, Kahan, Stuart A.; and Valenti, Carlo, "Drug Usage The data uired above have been inferred, as percentages of the
and Kelatew Patterns of Behavior in University Students. 1. General 'Survcy ““dl;’grig‘;a“a from data given in the paper. The questionnaire was administered to
Use.  Juurpal uf the Aserican College Health Assocfatfon, Vol. 19, ¥o. 3, pp. -186, at the undergraduate schools, simultancously on cach of several cam|
February 1971, population at each school was surveyed, sbout 20 percent of the gra
. . ) veyed by mafl. Appropriste steps werc taken to preserve the anonymi
v 1 [JL‘ The degrees of use cited above are defined in the paper as follows:
E lC . -t A Occasfonal: once and once per month or less,
Regular: twice per month to twice per week, and

L
Extrene: more than twice per week,

i
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- T lten No. 63

..
Percentage of Respondents
Data
Ceog. Collectlon Sample
Surveyed Reglon Technique JSize Mardjuna LSD Stinulants Hexoin
Muste New Interview 131 Current Users 16.8 6.9
n a England Former Users 1.4 26.0
st Yale . ' Tried Once 9.2
Tot+l Users 37.4 2.3 32.9 v 0.0
1969 . .
NOTES .

Suzmarized above are the data on extent of illegal drur us: found {n this paper. The
term “stimulants refers to “stimulant pills for slimming or staying awake".

The saaple included graduate students who were under 30 Years of age and had taken
shelr undergraduate degrees in a wide variety of U. S. colleges. The eligible population
consisted of 150 students. The data were collected in personal interviews in which the
{nterviewer marked a precoded questionnaire. Confidentlality of the {ndividual respondents

1., "l1legal Drug Use in a Student
" The Medical Journal of Australia,
, August 7, 1971,

wag mafntained.

lten No. 64
Datas -
Collection Sample Percentage of Respondents
Technique Size Estimated Number of Times Used Mard fuana
onal, Si-{tea 239 Once or twice 11
d self-admin. Three to five times 4
1 questionnaire Six to ninc times 2
Ten to fourteen times 2 -
Fifteen to nincteen tides <1
Twenty times or more 6
o Total 26
NOTES -

anley, B.; and Schmitt, Raysond L., "Marijuana Use in a dmall
M., The International Journal of the Addictions, Voi. b, No. 3,

The data cited above have been inferred, as percentages of the total number of respondents,
fron data 8iven in Table 1 in the paper. A simple random sample of 300 was dravn from the
tndicated population. The response rate was 79.7 percent and the final saople of 239 was 47.8
percent of the population. The questionnaire i{s appended to the paper. Some data on frequency
of marfjuana use are given. The discussion includes consideration of the personal-social char~
acteristics of marijuana users as compared to those ofnon-users, perceived risks of marijuana
use, and response to student use of marijuana.

Itea No, 65 -
Data Percentage of Respondents
Collection Number of Class of
Technique Respondents Student Degree of Use Marfjuana Hashish LSD Asphetanines Barbiturstes Herofn Opjuzs Cocaine Glue
220-1tea 6,110 Under=- Occasfonal 12 6 10.4 3.1 8.1 3.2 0.4 5.2 0.9 0.7
self-admin. graduate Regular 6.3 4.1 0.8 1.5 0.5 <0.1 0.9 <0.Xx <0.1
question- Extreme 3.6 2.0 0.1 0.8 0.2 <0,1 0.3 <0,1 0.1
nafre
922 Graduate Occatlslun.\l 2.2 6.3 2.7 9.9 3.9 . 2.1 . « .
Regular 8.2 2.0 0.0 1.7 0.4 * 0.1 * * ‘
Extreae 1.7 0.4 0.0 0.5 0.1 . 0.0 * *
*Insufficient quantity of data
N NOTES .

ris H.. Kahan, Stuart A.; and Valenti, farlo, “Drug Usage

for in University Students.

1. Cenera] Survey and Marilhuana

n College Health Assocfation, Vol. 19, No. 3, pp, 178-186,

The data <ited abuve have been inferred, as percentages of the total nuaber of respondents,

frum data given in the paper,

The questionnaire vas administered to randomly selected classes
at the undergraduate schools, simvitancously on each of several campuses.

The entire graduste

population at each school was surveyed, about 20 percent of the graduate students being sur-

veyed by mail.

Appropriate steps were taken to preserve the anonymity of the respondents.
.The degrees of use cited above are defined tn the paper as follows:

> Occasional: ecnce and once per month or less, ,
o Regular: twice per month to twice per week, and 1 g} -
Extreme:  more than twice per veek. sle)

»

—
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Data
Geag. Collection Sample Pcrcentag'e cf_Respondents

Population Surveyed Regien Techaique Stze asphetanines
Female resfdents in the Auburn East Urine sawples ’ 109 (A) 8.3 .
University vomen's dormitories,  South analyzed by 108 (B) 2.7
Fall Quarter, 1968. Central thin layer and gas 95 (C) 3.2

chromatographic

¢ techniques

REFY RENCE

Barber, Josephine M. and Means, Richard K., "Amphetamine Use Among College Women™. The
Journal of School Health. Vol. XLI, No. &, pp. 205-208, April 1971,

NOTES

One of the highlights of this study was the app
data collection.

cation of laborst
The authors state that a stratified random sazple wa

& (N=12C). Specimens were collected on three unannounced occasions: (A)
of the quarter, (B) on a Monday ten days later, and (C) on a Friday du
. exaninations. Anonymity of the rcspondents was maintained. Time, ra
fent variables were examined and differences were found to be statisti
\ The authors indicate that because of the planned and unplanned linitat
the paucity i{n the data, {ndfcation of trends was not advised.
Percentage of Respondents
Data
Geog, Collection Nunber of Hallucinogens
PYopulation Surveyed Region Technique Respondent s Ever Uscd Marfjuana LSD  Other Anphetanines Barbiturates Trangquilizers Peyote
[ —_— —— Pl il —————— — re—
B College students fn Mountain 35-{ten 26,111 Original Survey 26 6 1% 10 10 S
1 the metropolitan area =ail ques- 974 Follow-Up 33 9 &1 19 10 1 [}
of Denver-Boulder, tionnaire
Colorado
Fall 1968
REFERENCE SOTES

Barter, Jazes T., Mizner, George L., and Werme, Paul H.,
Patterns of Drug Use Among College Students {n the

Denver-Boulder Metropolitan Arca An Epidemtolugical
and Demographic Survey of Student Attitudes and Practices.

SCID-TR-1, Final Repert BXDD Contract No. J-68-51, Drug
Control Division, Office of Scientific Support, Bureau of
Narcotics and Ddngerous Drugs, U..S. Departzent of Justice,”
20537, Septesber, 1971 (PB-205 002)

Washington, D. C.

ERI

'
Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

P

Shown above are the basic data on the extent of {llegal drug use found i{n this report. They are
tabulation vf respunses tv it:ms 7 and 35 on the questionnaire {(Appendix B for the ora.ginal survey, A
thc folluw-upi. The number for "Ever Lsed" in each drug typc was taken as the total users over the va
categories alloved in the questionnaire.

Inis {s a very extensive report (311 pp.), fn which drug use is analyzed {n a vide variety of way
ternms of users of amphetanines, marijuana, o~ LSD (AML users).

¢
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Iten No. 66

tudent Attitudes and Practices.
Contract No, J-68~31, Drug .
“Scientific Suppor?, Bureau of
s, U. S. Departaent of Justice,
jeptenber, 1971 (2P-205 002) |

ERIC -

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

categories allowed in the questionnaire.

This 1s a very extenslve report (311 pp.). in which drug use 18 analyzed in a wide variety of ways, mainly in

terms of users of asphetasines, Iw.xrljuana, or LSh {AML users).

«
-

Data
Ceog. Collection Sasple Percentage ¢f RctFondenta
-~ Region Technique Size ampheranines .
hen East Urine samples i109 (A) 8.3
es, South analyzed by 108 (8) 2.7 .
Central t‘hin laver and gas ‘ 95 (C) 3.2
chrozatographic } ” .
techniques 4 t \
! NOTES
“;’- R;Chﬂ.l’d 5-- “anphetdmine Use Asong College ."'Oﬂe“"v&f‘ One of the b hlights of this study was the application of laboratory analysls procedures in
+ XLI, No. &, pp. 205-208, April 1971. t data collectio: The authors statc thae a atratified random sanmple was drawn froo the population
(N=120). Spect $ were co)lected ‘on three unannounced occasions: (A) on a Friday near the {irst
. N\ of the quarter, (B) on a Monday ten days later, and (C) on a Friday during the neriod of final
H N exaninations. Anonymity of the respondents wvas maintained. Time, rank, and school of enroll-
. “ ! ‘. pent variables were examined and differences were found to be statistically non-signfficant.
t The authors indicate that because of the planned and unplanned limitations of the study, including
: the paucity in the data, indication of trends was not advised. .
i N 1tem No. 67
3 N -
L3 \\
- \\ : Percentage of Respondents
Data R i ; “ h )
. Collection Nuzmber of ! talluc inogenh
jon Technique Respondent s Ever Used ‘hrl]&ann LSD  Other Amphetaaines Barbiturateu Tranguilizerr Peyote Marcotics olue Sniffing
tatn 35-item 6,111 Original Survey 261 6 4 N 10 10 5 2 2
=ail ques- 974 Follow-Up n 9 <1 AN 10 11 9 2 L2
tionuaire | N
\ : N
. - \\
. NOTES N . N
. ' —— <
Jeorge L.; and Werme, Paul H., Shown above arc the hasic data on the extent of fllegal drug use found in this report. They are taken from the
College Students in the tabulatiun of responses to 1t22s 17 and 35 on the questionnaire (Appendix 8 for the original survey, Appendix . for
Area. An bpidenfologteal the followeup). The aumber for “Ever Used” in each drug type vas taken 88 the total use.s over the various usc




Data
Geog. Collcetion Sanmple
Populatfon Surveved Region Technique sfze Ethnfefty
White student aztivists Not given Questfonnatre 20 thite activiges
and nonvhite =ilitants . -
at 3 large U.S. unfver~ < H
sity. ° ;
1968~1969 school ycar. f
66 Nonwhite
. nflit nty
N !

¢ i

REFERENCE

Baitey, Walter C. ana Kovcl, Mary, "Differcntfal Patterns of Drug Atuse -=ong ¥hite
Activists and Nonwhite Militant College Students. The International Jou ot the
Addictions, Vol. 7, No. 2, pp. 191-199, 1972,

Tercentags of ¥espondents

Extent

ot Use Cannabis LoD-Tope Tiruge Amtet

Pegular 5.0 - ¢

Fregquen 6.0 th o 4

Cr.castonal 5.0 ‘ PR .

Total \ ‘.0 0 R £5.0
* -

Regular 9.1 15 .

Frequent 27?7 - :’

Occantonal 15.2, s

Total 4r.0 . 51 1.8

*  Breakdown * -t given

SotEe .

The dita « 1ted abuce bave been anbrtied, 4% ot ectdpes o 1%
20 and 66 Tewpectively lr..-s ltdu(tm ,,..%‘u. thie jaret.  [elinitd
he extent of bse are: .

daily,
aevetal times/veek vr smcelveek,

Regular use:}
Jrequent use:

to- N occasfone]l use; about Grce/month or lems often than cnce/acdth
“Cannabis® includes martjuana andfor havhi=t, Thia was' s p1lor gtud
intended to be representarive of the college population. Howvewe s, tl
. fairly representative of yhiite activists and norvhite s1lirants vn &
Cogparison of thest Rroups 1s the satn thruxt of the pajer
Data .
Collectfor Sample For-erlage of Yag)
Population Surveyed Technique _Size Direct Experfence with Murfjusns Yartjusns
/
Students attending the University 60-ftem maf] 666 Current users 4
of Wisconsin-Mflvaukee. quest fonnafre Past users ]
Feb. and Har. 1968. Nohusers but with previcus upgortunity 0
- Nonusers and " previcus wpportonity [
REEERENGE NTES

Social ldentitication and the Use ¢i Marijuana™.
6, No, i, np. 79-107, March 1971.

Linn, Lawrence S.%

The Internat fonal
Journal of the Addfccions, Vol. -

Cited above are the B3ty on vxtent of nee of BATEjuans fond In thi
1,07 nases was drawm by compute £ {fom Texitrati-n 1t~ A opy of th
to the paper. Anonymity of the resgondent: was preservwe® 1t 1= xrated
pleted questionsaires wvere returned, Fout the t'gfatterre dre bangd oo 8
The main concern of thix paper I examiration ol the relatiowsnis hetwaedy
vements cotlefe studenty huave with thelr peel < s63 Loty aegfee of expety

ta
Geog. Collc-cllon Sappla
Populatfon Surveyed ;-Rion chhnlgua Size
Students enrolled at North 66-ften 591
Unfversity of Illinots Central wultiple-choice

at Cnicago Circle. L

questfonnalre
Spring Quarter 1968,

REFERENCE

Greenvald, 8 5. and Lunlg-.r!. M1
Coanuter Coll(-ge Canpres®,
PP, 63-78, Mareh 1971.

.

“A Compariso. of Drug Users and Non-Usefs on Jn Urban
.ps_'mlrnalional Journal of the Addictivas, Vol. 6, M. I,

.

Forceatagr «f Wagucdents
Hallow g0 ogens

tver Used
Age: <13 12
19 LI
20 5 ¢
. P33 5.1
- 3% 32
23 [T B
-24 , 3o
Total I
XOTES

The data cited above were inferred, ar y»roentages of the tolal of
(591), frum figures given in Table 1 in the paper. Studedt pacticipay
voluntary and anonysous. LA copy of the guestivanifre 1w appended to df
1« defined as anyone whoe has ever tried any one of the hallucfoogens.
Quentionnafre (questfon 3%), hallucianyens {1 the con*ext of this gurv
hashish, LSD, sescaliue, and peyate. The obfecrtive o! the atudy vas

o

ERIC :

the dyug uler on the urban dollege cazpus §s 1dentifiabtdl ent of
are not shared by the non-usirg.population. 1
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y Data
Geog. * < Collectfon Sasple
Regfon “Techn ique Stze Fthnfcity
T . .
Yot gﬁzcn Questionnaire 20 White activists
- Ad 4
-
- .
66¢ Nonwhite
, - A nilitadts

-

w .

R
» Maty, "Differential Patterro of Dru Abuse among White

ant College Students”. The Intecpational Journal of the
Ihe Int
- 4

p. 191-199, 1972.
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’ Iten No. 68
Percentage of Respondents .
Extent ~ N
of Use Cannabis » LSD-Type Drugs Amphetanines Opiates
R%sﬁlar’ . -~ 25.0 * -
Frequent 30.0 15.0 N ® 5.0.
Occasional 5.0 30.6 * 35.0
Total 60.0 45.0 65.0 40.0
Regular 9.1 . 1.5 * 3.0
Frequent 22.7 - * 4.5
Occasfonal 15.2 4.6 ® . 4.5
Total 47.0 611 14.0 12.0
* Breakdown not given ~ .,
.
NOTES ’

The data citeu above have been inferred, as perce'ntages of the nusbers of respondents
(20 a.d 66 respectively, .rom figures given in this paper. Definitfons of ierms describing
the extent of use are:

Regular use: daily,
Frequent use: several tises/week or once/week,
Occasional use: about once/tonth or less often than osce/month or not regularly.

“Cannabis" includes marfjuana and/or hashish. This was a pilot study, and the sazple was not
fatended to be representative of the college population. However, the authors feel that it is
fatrly represcntaq‘xc of white activists and nonwhite militants on a partizular college campus.
Comparison of these groups is the main thrust of the paper.

Data
Collection
Technique

rsity 60-1iten mall
questionnaire

: i

dentiffcatfon and the Use of Marijuaha",
ol. 6, No. 1, pp. 79-107, March 1971.

=

Sample
Size

666

The Internatfonal

* Iten No. 69
Percentage of Respondents -
Ofrect Experience with Marijuana Marijuana -
Current users . ’ 7
Past users< 6
Nonusers but wich previous opportunity 20
Nonusers and no previous opportunity 67
NOTES

Cited above are the dati on extent of use of marfjuana found in this paper. A random sample of
1,000 nases was drawn by cozputer from registration lists. A copy of the questionnaire is appended
to the paper. Anonymity of the respondents was preserved. It is stated {n the text that 704 com-
pleted questfonnafres were returaned, but the tabulatfons are based on a total of 666 respondents.
The mafn concern of this paper is examinatfon of the relationship between the types ot SOCA:II favol=-
vements college students have with thefr peers and their degree of cxpevience with mar{juana.

A

Data
Geog. Collection
Region Technique
North 66-1ten
entral multiple~chofce
quedt fonnatrec

» o 1., "A Comparlson of Drug Uscrs and Non-Users on an Urban

Sazple
Size

>
-

e Internatfonal Journal nf the Addictlons, Vol. 6, No. 1,

o 11, b
ERIC 14)

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

~T7

\ Ttem No. 70

Percentage of Respondents
Hallucinogens

Ever Used

Age: <18 1.2 )
19 4.1
20 5.9
21 5.1
22 3.2
23 1.0 .
224 . 3.0 4
Total . 2.5

The data cited above were inferred, gs percentages of the totel nunber of regpondents
‘591), from figures given fn Table 1 in the paper. Student participation in the survey was
voluntary and anonymous. A Copy of the questfonnaire ig appended to the paper. A drug user
is defined as anyone who has ever tried any one of the hallucinogens. According to the
questionnadre (questfon 35), hallucinogegs in the context of th{s survey included mar{juana,
hashish, LSD, mescalfne, and peyote, The objective of the study Was to determine whether
the drug user on the urban college campus is fdentiffablgein terms of certain traits which
are not shared by the non-using populatfon. 1?) ‘)
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-
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Data > v T
. ) Collection Sazple
Population Surveyed Technique Size b
Craduate students at a Interview and 169 ~  Users
lsrge state university questionnaire
in the southeastern U.S. Never used sar{iupna
(Date not given) [1] . < Discontinued use of carijuara

Continuing use of marijuaza

Wosen students at a Interview and 1B Uzers
large coeducational qQuestionnaire Used marijuana
state university in the Never used marijuana
southeastern U.S. . )
. (Date not given) (2]

Undergraduates at a Quest fonnaire 374 Users °
large coeducational * N
state university in the Experizented with marijuana
southeastern U.S. Continued use of tarijuana

» (Date not given) (3] ‘ Never used marijuana -

REFERENCES

[1] Rouse, Beatrice A. and Ewing, John A., "Marijuana and Other Drug Use by Craduate and
Professional Studenta". American Journal of Psychiatry, Vol. 129, No. &, pp. 6415-420,
Octoter 1972. T,
{2) Rouse, Beatrice A. and Ewing, John A., "Marijuara and Other Drug Use by Wozen College
Students: Associated Risk-Taking and Coping Acuv.ues . Azerican Journal of Psychiatry,
Yol. 130, No. 4, pp. 436~490, April 1973. B

' .
-
¥ 31 Rousc, Beatrice A. and Eving, John A., "Student Drug Use, Risk-Taking and Alienatien".

Mic 20, 12 p., preaented at the Axericaa Psychistric Asscciation 1973 Annual Meeting,

May 7-11, Honolulu, Hawaii. Journal of the Aserican College Health Associstion, 1974,

(in preas).
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-, Perceatage of Recvondeste .
Azphet- Trac- “Steeping
Marijucna LSD Mescaline szines —quilicers Fiila ___ Sedatie
3 s 3 1 )
Yen “Woaen Overali
64 i 69 .
&6 20 ~2
10 8 9
26 2 3 12 ~a?7 2]
24 26 7 17
6 13 11
» . :
36 R U 22 14
Men Wozen Overall ’
17 9 15 , Q . 26 13
38 29 .3 28 S0 24
85 62 s1, 3 7
NOTES

Swrarized above are the data on the extent of drug cse found in thed
figurca are based on random sazples from the fndicaled Koulations. The §
pectively, 85 percent, 92 percent, and 83 percent. The torm "Uscrs" refe
reported taking the indicated drug at least once in the past year. Other]
marijuana only. The students were separated in [1] by graduate group (hef
acadeaic women), but the numbers were S0 szall that percentages were not
Other topics discussed in these papers include sources of drug inforaatiof
of marijuana use, frequency of alcohol use by marijuana groups, expedenu
varfous psycho-socfal and health aspects of drug use. Users and
pared in terms af their backgrounds, attitudes, risk-taking and desired o
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April 1973,

ERI

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

[lection Sasple
chnigue | Size
ptarviev and . 165
hestionnaice S
pterview and < 1686
stionraire
js2sctonnsire 114
. ,

ag and Coping Activities”.

Users

R2vsT uted =arijudns

Discontinued usc Or marijuana
Contizning use of marilusns

oers ¢

Used zarijuaa
Newver used warijugns

Users

Expertacnt2d with =arijuana
Centinued usi: of marijuana

Never uysd @atiiuana

o

g, John A., "Marijuana an¢ Othes Drug Use by Craduate and
1 of Psvchistry, Vol. 129, No. &4, pp. 415-420.

ng, John A., "Marijusnz and Other Drug Use by Women College
Azerican Journal of Psycniatry,

ag, John A., "Student Drug Use, Risk-Taking and Mienation”™.
Azerican Psychiatric Association 1973 Annual leeting,
n College Health

Association, 1974

- s
Porcentage of Respondencs <
~ Azphat- Tran- Sleeping
Marfjuana LSD Mesczline smicce  quilizers Pills Sedatives
"
3 b 3 17
Mey Women Cyerall
.86 72 B
26 20 2
10 8 2 -
26 2 3 12 17 10
24 26 17
] 13 11
3% 10 22’ 14
Mer Women Overalil
M 9 13 ¢ 20 13
38 25 35 8 50 N 24
45 52 51 3 - 7
NITES

fizures are based on random sazples froa the indicated populations.

ftea No. 11

Yarein Cocafac Opiwy

<1 <1

iy 3 S
¢ 0

K 9 14

Swaarized abova are the data on the extent of drug use found in these three papirs.  Al)

pectivaly, 85 perzent, $2 percent, and 83 percent.

reported taking the indicated drug at le
The students were $epara
acadesic wozen), but the huzbers were so 8o
Other topics discussed in these papers tnclude sources of dig
requency of alcohol use by marijuana groups, exper!

marijuana oniy.

of zarijuana use,
various psycho-socias ind health aspects of drug use.

ase once in the past year.

7Re Tesionsa rites Wer:, res-
The term "Users” refers to all students whe
Ctaer Sreakdowns pertain to
ted in [1) by greduate group (besith, law, acadesic aen,
all that percentages w2are not calculoted for the groups.
3 inferration, frequency and dissge
cnces uwith oartjuana, and
Users and ncnuscrs of marijcana were com~

pared in terms of their backgrounas, attitudes, risk-taking and desired experiences.
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.Population Surveved

178 students in ccllege

Psychology courses

(Date not giver)

REFERENCH

Bata
Geog. Celleciizn
Region Technique
(not Quest {onnafre
given) -

Nuzber of
Raspondents

178
(91 males,
37 females)

Cross, detbert J and Davis, tar) L., "College Students' Adjustment and Frequency of
‘arijeana Use". Jeurnal of Cownselirg Pavehofogy, Vol. 19, No. 1, pp. 65-67, 1972,
4, .

Percentage of Respondents

Marijuana
Adanmt nonusers 22
“Nonusers . 21,
Yasters 24
Reercational users 15
Regular users 17 .

NOTES

Cited above are the data on five categories.of marijuana users
respoudents were vOluntcers from psychology courses. Adamant nonusd
using a drug and state that drug use should be prohibited, N ¢
using a dcug but have not actually done so. Tasters use marijuana §
Becreatienal users use marijuana froam one to four times per month,
wore than once 2 week. The main concern in this paper is with malad
the Rotter Incofplete Sevrences Blank. Maladjuscment scores and fre
to be untelated, although the very heaviest drug users were more ma}

.

Percentage of Respond
Data Cannabis
Collection Sample - Ontario Cali
Populatign Surveyed fechuligue |, - Size Extent of Use Sample
Senior zedical classes at one Qucstionnasza Ontarfo: 149 Never 57
Canadtan {0ntario) and one U.S. California: 85 Once or more (not in last 6 mo.) 16
(Cz1ifornta) university, Infrequently (4in last 6 m0.) 14
(Date not given) About zonthly 10
About weekly 2
: f About daily 1,
REFERENCE . KOTES

Snjursh, Lionel P., Welnstock, S, Joseph, Saunders, C. Scot:; and'l.ngerlelder, J. Thomas,

“Atcitudes of Medical Studonts Tosard Cannabis”.

Journal of the Awerican Medical

Association, Vol. 217, No. 10, pp. 1371-1372, September 6, 1971.

Summarfzed above are the data on the extent of cannabis u
Cennabis was defined as "intended to include mar{ijuans, hashis!
derived from the hemp plant™. The Ontarfo class had an enroll
present on the day the questionnatire was distridbuted, and 149
The California class had an enrollment of 113; 86 were present
was distributed, and 85 responses were returned. The paper in
of use of caffeine, alcohol, and tobacco, and a2 discussion of
tosard canhabls nse.




Data
Ceog. Collection Nusber of
Region Technigue Rebpondents
(not Questicnnaire 178
given) {91 males,
. 87 fensles)

B, Gary L., "College Students’ Adjustment and Frequuacy of

f Counseling Pawi hology, Vol. 19, No 1, pp 65-67, 1972,

Percentage of Respondents

Adapznr nonuseTs
Nonusers

Tasrers

o veational users
Reguiar vsers

NOTES

Cited above are the data on five categories of marijuana users found in this paper. The
respondents were volunteers from psychology courses.
using a drug and state that-drug use should be prohibited.
using 3 drug but have not actually done so.

Yar {Juana

22
21
24
15
17

Racreatfonal users use marijuana from one to four times per month.

3he Rotter Incomplete Sentences Blank.

to br unrelated, although the very heaviest drug ugsers were more maladjusted.

Itex No. 72

Adazmant nonusers have never considered
Nonusers have seriously considered
Tasters use marijuana less than once per month.
Regular users use marijuana
more than once a week. The main concern in this psoer 18 with maladjustment, as measured by
Maladjustzent scores and frequency of use were found

Data .
Collection Sanple
Technigue Size N
one Quest fonnatre Outario: 149
u.s. Caltfornfa: 85

jock, S. Joseph, Saundeis, C. Scott, and Ungerlefder, J. Thozas,
ent s Tovard Cannabis". Journal of the Amerfcan Medical
10, pp. 1371-1372, September 6, 1971.

. 1le

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

Extent of Use

Never

Once or more (not {n last 6 wzo.)

Infrequently (In last 6 =0.)
About monthly

About weekly .

About dafily

NoTES

Ontario
Sample

57
1%
14
10
2
1

Cannabis

-

Percentage of Respondents

Caltforn(a
Saople

27 -

29
2
23
17
1

Item No. 73

Summarized above are the data on the extent of cannabls use found in this paper.
Cannabls was defined as "intended to include marijuana, hashish, and related products
The Ontario class had an enrollment of 185; 150 were
present on the day the questionnaire was distributed, agd 149 responses were returned.
The.California class had an enrollment of 113; 86 were present on the day the questionnaire
vas distributed, and 85 responses were returned.

derived from the hemp plant".

toward canaabis uso.

L

et
pd
C

The paper includes data on the extent
of use of cuffeine, alcohol, and tobacco, and a discussion of attitudes of the students

»
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. Data
Population Geog. Collection

Surveyed Region Technigue

Resfdents  South  Interview
of the Atl.
state of
South
. Carolina
age 14 .-
years and
above.
July 14-
August 1,
1973. -

REFERENCE

Sample
Size

2500

Chambers, Carl D.; Inciardf, James A.}

Stegal, Harvev A.; and Conway,

Willian

S., An Assessment of the Incidence

and Prevalence of Drug and Alc

ohol

anc rrevalence 08 L b o S
Use within the General Populat

fon of

the State of South Carolina.

Resource

Planning Corporation, Washington,

p. C., Mian{, Flortda, and Whi
Plains, New York, August 1973,

te

-

-
¢ . * * »
i
Projected Percentage of Population
Har{juana/ Psychotogens Methedrine/ - .
Hashish D other than LSD Methamphetamine Heroin
“Hever Used 91.1 97.4 927.1 97.5 98.2
Former User 3.6 1.0 1.2 0.9 0.2
User, Not Current 1.6 0.3 0.3 ' 0.4 0.1
Current User 2.6 0.1 0.2 0:2 -
No Data - 1.1 1.2 1.2 1.0 1.5
Regular Users
Total 2.9 0.2 0.2 0.3 2.1
Males: Total 2.2 0.2 0.2 0.3 <0.1
L Ager 14-17 0.3 0.1 0.1 0.1 <0.1
18-24 1.5 <0.1 0.1 0.2 -——
25-34 0.4 0.1 0.1 0.1 -—
35-49 - - -— -— -— -
50 and over ——— - —— —— -
Females: Total 0.¢ -— <0.1 -—— -
. Age:  14-17 2.1 — -——— . — —
‘ 18-24 0.4 - <0.1 -—— -—
25=34 0.1 - —— —— -—-
35-49 - -— —— —— -—
50 and over — e — — —
Male high school students 0.3 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1
Fenale high school students 0.2 - - —— -——
Male college students 0.3 ——— <0.1 <0.1 —
Fenale college students 0.1 -—- <0.1 - ———
Males employed 1.3 0.1 0.1 0.3 ===
Females employed 0.2 - — —— -
. Males unemployed 0.3 0.1 —— - -
Females unenployed 0.1 — — —— ——
Black 0,4 ——— —— —— J—
White 2.5 0.2 0.2 0.3 <0.1
All other/No Data — == — — -—
Socioeconomic Status
Upper or upper oiddle 0.3 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 -—
Middle 2.1 0.1 0.2 0.3 <0.1
Lower 0.4 0.1 -—— <0.1 —
No Data 0.1 - - bl ~—
NOTES
Summarized above are the data on the use of {llegal drugs found In this report. The pr

data, are from Tables 43, 47, 51, 55, 59, 63, and 67. Former users have not used the drug {n
users, not current have used the drug during the past six wmonths but not within the past 30 d
have used the drug during the past 30 days. Regular users include all current users, plus u
have used the drug on a daily basis.

The breakdown of regular users by demographic characteristics {s based on data found in
60, 64, and 68 in the report. The figures cited above are percentages of the total base pop
whereas those in the report are percentages of the regular users in each drug category. All
rounded to the nearest tenth of ome percent. Thus the notation %<0.1" denotes a result whic
percent. Any failure of the percentages {n the various categories to add precisely to the
is due to rounding error.

The data cited above were obtained by quota sampling (rather than probability sampling)
possible to estimate the sarpling error or to obtain confidence intervals for the indicated-
state that the figures they have given for each drug type must be vieved as aininal projecti




w
iten No. 74 o
Data Projected Percentage of Population
lation Geog. Collection Sanmple Marijuana/ Psychotogens Methedrine/ Solvents/
yed Region Technique Size Hashish 18D other than 1SD Methamphetamine Heroin Cocaine Inhalants
dents  South Interview 2500 liever Uged 91.1 97.4 97.1 97.5 98.2 96.8 98.5 \
e At Former User ) 3.6 . 1.0 « L2 . 0.9 0.2 1.3 0.3
of User, Not Current 1.6 0.3 0.3 ' 0.4 0.1 0.3 <0.1
Current User 2.6 0.1 0.2 0.2 - <0.1 <0.1
lll.na No Data 1.1 1.2 1.2 1.0 1.5 1.6 1.2 .
: and Repular Users
Total 2.9 0.2 0.2 <0.1 0.1 <0.1
14~ Males: Total . 2.2 0.2 0.2 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1
at 1, Age: 14-17 0.3 0.1 0.1 <0.1 --- <0.1
o ‘ 18-24 1.5 <0.1 0.1 - <0.1 ——
25=-34 0.4 0.1 0.1 -— — -—
35-49 - - -— -— - -—
. 50 and over — -— -— L ee- -— -—
. Fenales: Total 0.6 -—- <0.1 et <0.1 -—-
Age: 14-17 21 -— —— -— -— <0.1 -
. 18-24 9.4 -— <0.1 —— — «0.1 -——
25-34 0.1 -— -— —— -— —— ==
35-49 — n -—— —-— —-— -— — -
. 50 and over - — -—— -— f— —— ——
¢ Male high school students 0.3 20,1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 ——- -—
Female high school students 0.2 -— -— ——- ——- <0.1 -
Male college studentsy 0.3 -— <0.1 <0.1 ——— <0.1 -—
Female college students 0.1 -—- <0.1 -— —— -— —
Males eaployed 1.3 0.1 0.1 0.3 —— <0,1 <0,1
Females employed 0.2 —— -—- -— -— <0.1 -
Males unemployed . 0.3 0.1 —— -— — - -—-
Females unenployed .04 —— -— -— -— - —
Black * 0.4 - -— -— —— <0.1 ---
White 2.5 0.2 0.2 0.3 <0.1 0.1 <0.1
All other/No Data -— -— -— -—— - -— .= R
P
Socioecononic Status ' ’ -
Upper or upper aiddle 0.3 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 . -— <0.1 ——
Middle 2.1 0.1 0.2 0.3 <0,1 <0.1 £0.1 .
Lower 0.4 0.1 -—— <0.1 -— —— -
No Data 0.1 —— -— — — - —-——
NOTES
bers, Carl D.; lnciardi, James A.; Sucmarized above are the data on the uge of illegal drugs found in this report. The prevalence and incidence
al, Harvey A.; and Convay, Williaw  data are from Tables 43, 47, 51, 55, 59, 63, and 67, Forzer users have not used the drug in the past six months;
An Asgsessment of the Incidence users, not current have used the drug during the past six months but not within the past 30 days; and current users
Prevalence of Drug and Alcohol have used the drug during the past 30 days. Regular users include all current users, plus users, not current who
Within the General Population of have used the drug on a dafly basis. .
State of South Carolina. Resource The breakdown of regular users by demographic characteristics is based on data found in Tables 44, 48, 52, 56,
ning Corporation, Washington, 60, 64, and 68 in the report. The figures cited above are percentages of the total base populatfon (1,844,390),
C., Miani, Florida, and White whercas those in the report are percentages of the regular users in each drug category. All results have been
ns, New York, August 1973. counded to the nearest tenth of one percent. Thus the notation %¢0.1" denotes a result which fs less than 0.05

percent. Any failure of the percentages in the various categories to add precisely to the indicated category total
is due to rounding error.

The data cited above were obtained by quota sampling (rather than probabilfity sampling). Thus it i3 not
possible to cstimate the sampling error or to obtaln confidence intervals for the indicated estimates. The authors
state that the figures they have given for each drug type must be vicued as minimal projections. *
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Geog.
Population Surveyed  Region
General population  Mid-Atl

15 years ol mge or
older. Comon-
wealth of

Pennsy lvania.
Spring 1971,

Data
Collection
Technique
Interview
and Self-
adnmin.
question=
naire
(Houschold
Survey)

Schaps, Eric and Rubin, Elliot L.,
A Study of Prevalence and Intensity

of Drug and Alcohol Use in_the

Commonwealth _of Pennsylvania,
Governor's Comcil on Drug and

Alcohol Abuse, Cormonvealth of
Pennsylvania, Harrisburg,
Pennsy lvania, August 10, 1973.

120

Percentage of Respondents

Frequency of Use Marijusna Asphetamines  Barbiturates Tranquilizers “pills"
No Use
Stratum |} 77.8 92.9 92.0 90.5 88.8
i 79.6 93.4 92.2 9.1 88.2
111 82.1 92.9 93.7 92.6 90.4
v 83.1 92.0 92.4 92.1 89.5
Total Sasmple 80.8 92.7 92.7 9i.7 89.4
1-11 times/year .
Stratum I 9.0 4.5 5.6 6.0 7.1
13 8.2 4.6 5.4 5.6 6.9
R 3¢ 8.2 3.9 4.7 4.9 5.9
w 5.0 4.5 5.4 6.2 6.9
Total $azple 1.6 4. 5.2 5.6 6.6
1-8 times/month
Stratunas ! 7.9 1.8 1.8 2.5 2.7
11 8.6 . 2.0 1.7 2.3 3.3
I 6.0 2.7 1.3 1.9 2.7
- 14 7.6 2.8 1.6 1.6 Ja
Total Sample 7.3 2.4 1.6 2.0 2.9
3 or more_times/veek :
Stratum I 5.3 0.7 0.6 1.0 1.5
184 3.6 0.0 0.7 1.9. 1.6
111 « .8 0.6 0.3 0.7 1.0
v 73 0.7 0.4 0.1 0.5
Total Saxple 4.3 0.6 0.5 0.6 1.1
95% Confidence_Intervals
on Dysfunctioaal Use .
Stratum I 3.7-6.9 0.1-1.3 0.0-1.2 0.3-1.8 0.6~2.4
13 1.3-5.9 *0.0-0.2 *0.0-1.8 *0.0-2.3 0.0-3.2
I 2.5-5.1 0.0-1.2 *0.0-0.7 0.1-1.3 0.3-1.7
v 2.8-5.8 0.0-1.4 *0.0-0.9 *0,0-0.4 *0,0-1.1
Statewide Total 3.5-5.1 0.3-0.9 0.2-0.8 0.3-0.9 0.7-1.5
*Actual value negative
3 or more times/ueck . .
Age Group: 15-19 - 1.8
20-24 ' w23
25-34 0.9
35-44 0.4
45-54 0.7
R 55 or ove. 0.6
Sex: Male 0.9
Female 1.1
Race: Black 1.4
white 1.0
Other 0.0
NOTES
The above data by use categories and strata are found in Tables 9-14 in this report. The|
frequency of use "to gep 'high'" on the indicated drug types (i.c., nonmedical use). Stratum
residents of large urban areas; Stratua Ik: suburban residents; Stratus III: residents of 8
towns; and Stratum IV: rural residents. The counties in cach stratum are listed on page 7 i

In the composite category of "pills",

which they used one or more of the barbiturate, tranquilizer, or azphetazine drug types.
No Use” teans no use during the year prior to thi

heroin, methadone, morphine, Demerol, etc. "

who use a drug an average of three or more times per week are considered "abusers™ of the d
data on confidence intervals for “abusers” by strata are found {n Table 16 in the report.

“ibusers” of "pills” and opiates by age group, sex, and race are found In Tables 17-22. Thes
the corresponding data for the other frequencics of use; the latter are onitted from the abo

because of space limitations.

respondents were characterized according to the highest
opl

Tu

Th

A total of 3,000 interviews (0.034) percent of the State®s population 15 years of age an

conducted, but only 2,932 questionnaires were completed and returned :

time for analysis.

0

discarded because of suspected exaggeration (on the basis of résponses to questions on A non-
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Gco?_.
prt Surveyed Region
population.- Mid-Atl
of age or

Comion-

E

pnia.

73.

Eric and Rubin, Ellfot

and_Alcohol Use in the
alth of Pennsvlvania.
t's Comcil on Drug and
Abuse, Cormonwealth of
vania, Harrisburg,
vania, August 10, 1973.

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

Data
Collection
Technique

Interview
and Self-
adain.
question=-
nafre
(Household
Sugvey)

ey

of Prevalence and Intensitv

Frequency of Use

H -

Stratua
128 -

141

v

Total Sample
1-11 times/vear
Stratum I

11

11t -
1V
Total Sazmple
1-8 tizes/month
Stratun
11
11l
v
Total Sazple
3 or more times/week
Stratun I
11
111
v
Total Sazple

952 Confidence Intervals
on Dvsfunctional Use
Stratua I
11
1389
v
Statewide Total
*Actual value negative

3 or more times/ucek

Age Group: 15-19
20-24
25-34
i 35-44
45-54
55 or over
Sex: Male
Fenale
Race: Black
White
Other
HOTES

The above data by use categories
frequency of use "to get ‘high
residents of large urban areas;
rural residents.

towns; and Stratum 1v:

120

Percentsge of Respondents

Marfjuana Amphetamines
77.8 92.9 92.0 30.5 88.8
2.6 93.4 92.2 91.1 88.2
82.1 92.9 93.7 92.6 90.4
83.1 92.0 92.6 92.1 89.5
80.8 . 9247 92.7 91.7 89.4
ﬁ‘ 9.0° 4.5 0546 .6.0 7.1
/18,2 4.y S.4 5.6 6.9
8.2 1.9 4.7 4.9 5.9
5.0 4.5 S e 6.2 6.9
7.6 4.3 5.2 5.4 6.6
7.9 1.8 1.8 - 2.5 2.7
8.6 2.0 1.7 2.2 1.3
6.0 2.7 1.3 1.9 2.7
7.6 2.8 1.5 1.6 31
7.3 2.4 1.6 z.0 2.9
5.3 0.7 0.6 1.0 1.5
3.6 0.0 0.7 1.0 1.6
3.8 0.6 0.3 o7 1.0
4.3 0.7 0.4 0.1 0.5
4.3 0.6 0.5 0.6 1.1
3.7-6.9 0.1-1.3 0.0-1.2 0.3-1.8 0.6-2
1.3-5.9 %0,0-0.2 *0,.0-1.8 *0,0-2.3 0.0-2
2,5-5.1 0.0-1.2 *0.0-0.7 0.1-1.3 0.3-1
2.8-5.8 0.0-1.4 *0.0-0.9 *0,0-0.4 0.0-1
3.5-5.1 0.3-0.9 0.2-0.8 0.3-0.9 ¢.7-1
1.8
2.3
0.9
0.4
0.7
0.6
0.9
- 1.1
1.4
1.0
0.0

In the composfte category of

which they used one or morc of the barbftura
heroin, methadone, morphine, Denerol, etc. "No Uge' seans no use
who use a drug an average of three or more
data on confidence intervals for "abugers'
"ab sers" of “ptlls" and opfates by age greup, Sex,
for the other frequencies of use; the lat

the correspoading data

because of space limitacions.

A total of 3,000 interviews
conducted, but only 2,932 que

discarded because of suspecte

and strata are found In Tables
drug types (1.c., nonmedical use).

" on the indicated

Stratun II:
The counties in eac

(0.0341 percent of t!
stionnaires were cocplete
d exaggeration (on the basis of responses to quest

te, tranquilizer,

tires per week are cons
* by strata are found in

suburban residents; Stratum IIi:
h seracua are listed on
"af11s", respondents vere iaracterized according to the highes
or aspheta=ine drug types.
during the year prior to the survey. Those N
tdered “sbusers” of the drug.
Table 16 in the report.
found fn Tables 17-22.

ter are omitted from the above tabulacion

and race are

9=14 in this report.

he State's populatfion 15 years of ag
d and returned in tinme for analysis.
ions on a non=

Barbicturates Trmgululzcrs "pil1ls"  Opfates .

‘They pertain to
Seratua I includes

11 cities and
page 7 in the report.

t frequency with
Opiates include

restdenis of &ma

¢ and older) vere
of these, 32 were
existent drug).

The data on
These tables give
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Data
Population Geog. Collection Saomple
Surveyed Repion  Technique Size

Residents West Interview 2500
of the North

state of Central

Minnesota

age 14

years and

above

January 20-

¥ebruary 16,

1973.

REFERENCE

Charbhers, Carl D.; Inclardi, Jaces A.;
and Siegal, Harvey A., An Asscssment
of the Incidence and Prevalence of
Drug and Alcohol Use Within the

sneral Population of the State of
Minnesota. Resource Planning
Corporation, Washington, D. C. and
Miani, Florida, April 1973,

Projected Percentage of Populstion
Mari juana/ Psychotogens .“lcthedrlnes

Hashish 1sp other than ISD Mcthamphetamine Heroin Co
Never Used 85.2 25.1 ¥4, 4 93.9 96.4 9
Fomer User 5.0 1.7 2.0 2.3 0.4 %
User, Not Current 2.1 0.3 0.6 0.8 0.3
Current User 5.4 0.3 0.2 0.5 0.1
No Data 2.3 2.6 2.8 2.5 2.8
Regular Users %
Total 5.6 0.4 0.3 0.5 0.1
Males 3.4 0.3 0.2 0.3 0.1
Temaloe 2.2 0.1 0.1 0.2 ——
Male high school students 0.8 0.2 0.1 0.1 0.1
Female high school students 0.7 -— 0.1 0.2 -
Male college students 0.2 -— -— 0,1 -—— «f
Female college students <0.1 -— ——— ——— —
Males caployed 1.8 0.1 0.2 <0.1 -—
Females employed 0.6 - — <0.1 —-—
Males unemploycd 0.3 - -—- 0.2 —
Fesales unezployed 0.9 0.1 -— — ——
Ages  14-17 1.6 0.2 0.1 0.3 0.1
18-24 2.9 <C.1 <0.1 0.2 -
25-34 0.6 J.1 0.1 -—— -
35-49 0.5 -—= — -——— -——
50 and above -—- s—— -— <0.1 -——
Socioeconoaic Status ¢ e
Upper or upper niddle <0.1 ——— <0.1 0.3 ———
Middle 4ol 0.1 0.1 0.2 0.1
Lower 1. 0.3 0.1 <0.1 —
NOTES

Suzmarized above are the dara on the use of 1llegal drugs found in this report. The preval
data are froc Tables 33, 36, 39, 42, 45, 48, and 51. Fomer users have not used the drug in the
users, not current have used the drug during the past six months but not within the past 30 days,
users have used the drug during the past 30 days. Regular users include all current users, plus
who have used the drug on a daily basig,

The breakdown of regular users by demographic characteristics is based on data found in Tab,
46, 49, and 52 {n the report. The figures cited above arc percentages of the total base populat
whereas those in the report arc percentages of the regular users in cach drug category. All res
rowded to the nearest tenth of one percent. Thus the notation “<0,1” denotes a result which is
percent. Any failute of the percentages In the various categories to add precisely to the indi
is due to rounding error. ¢

The data cited above were obtained by quota sampling (rather than probability saapling).
possible to estimate the sacpling error or to obtain conffdence intervals for the indicated est
state that the figures they have given for cach drug type must be vieved as minimal prolections.
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1ten No. 75

Data Projected Porcentage of Population
tion GCeog. Collection Sanmple Hard juana/ Peychotogens Methedrine/ Solvents/
Region  Technique Size fashish LSD other than ISD Mcthazphetamine Heroin Cocaine Inhalants .
West Interview 2500 Never Used 85.2 95.1 94.4 93.9 96.4 93.7 95.7
Nozth Fomer Uner 5.0 1.7 2.0 2.3 0.4 1.8 1.2
of Central User, Not Current 2.1 01 0.6 0.8 0.3 0.8 0.2
ota Current User 5.4 0.3 0.2 0.5 0.1 0.5 0.2
No Data 2.3 2.6 2.8 2.5 2.8 3.2 2.7
and
Repular Users
20~ Totol 5.6 0.4 0.3 0.5 0.1 0.6 0.2
ry 16, Males 3.4 0.3 0.2 0.3 0.1 0.3 0.2
Fenales 2.2 0.1 0.1 0.2 - 0.3 -~
Male high school students 0.8 0,2 0.1
N Female high school students 0.7 -—— 0.1 0.2 - ——— ——
Male college students 0.2 ~— —— <0.1 ——— <0.1 <0.1 wdi
Female college students <0.1 - -—— — -—— — - ’
Yales eaployed 1.8 0.1 0.2 <0.1 -—— 0.2 0.2
Females eoployed 0.6 ——— ——— <0.1 -— ——- - f
Males unemployed 0.3 ——— -— 0.2 — 0.1 —
Females unem=ployed 0.9 0.1 —— -——— we— 0.3 —
Age: 14-17 1.6 0.2 0.1 0.3 ——— <0,1
18-24 2.9 <0.1 <0.1 0.2 0.3 <0.1
25-34 0.6 0.1 0.1 -— 0.1 0.1
35-49 0.5 —— —— ——— ——— ——
50 and above -—— — -— <0,1 -— 0.2 -~
Socioecononlc Status %
Upper of upper niddle <0.1 —— <0.1 0.3 o= _ a2 <0.1
Middle 4.1 0.1 0.1 0.2 Q.1 0.3 0.2
Lover 1.5 0.3 0.1 <0.1 -— 0.2 —
HOTES
era, Carl D.; Inclardl, Javes A.} Guzmarized above are the dats on the use of {llegal drugs found In this report. The prevalence and incidence
fegsl, Harvey A., An Assesszent data are from Tables 33, 36, 39, 42, 45, 43, and 51. Former users have not uscd the drug in the past six months;
Incidence and Prevalence of users, not current have used the drug during the past six months but not within the paat 30 days; and current
fthin the users have used the drug during the past 30 days. Regular users {nclude all current users, plus users, not curfent

who have used the drug on a dally basis,

The breakdown of regular users by demographic characteristics is based on data found in Tables 34, 37, 40, 43,
46, 49, and 52 in the report. The figures cited sbove are percentages of the total base population (1,909,500),
whercas those in the report are percentages of the regular nsers in cach drug category. All results have been
rownded to the nearest tenth of one percent, 3 Thus the notation *<0.1" denutes 8 result which {s less than 0.05
percent. any fallure of the percentages in the various categories to add precisely to the {ndicated category total
is due to rounding error. 4

The data cited above were obtained by quota sazpling (rather than probabiliey sampling). Thus it is not
possible to estisate the sazpling error of to obtain coafidence intervals for the Indicated estizates. The authors
state that the figures they have given for each drug type nust be viewed a3 nininal projections.

ration, Washington, D. C. and
, Florida, April 1973.
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Aruitoxt provided by Eic:




. Data Percentage of Respondents

Collect lon Awphet- MNethizmphet=- Barbi~ Meperi- Hydro-
Population Surveyed Technique Marijuana LSD amines_ amines turates Heroin dine  morphone Codeine Cocaine Morphine Paregoric pe
1799 caployees 1n 51 8C-ften Any use 9 1 10 2 3 2 7 2 6 2 2 4 ‘
Federal agencics. self-adain. 6 tines or wore 3 <1 4 - 2 <4 2 <4 1 <1 <1 31 <
March 1972. questionnaire 25 times or more 2 <1 3 -~ 1 <1 <1 <1 1 <1 <1 <} ¢
REFERENCE NOTES
Hare, H. C., "Drug/Aleohsf Survey. I: Usage Among a Group of Federal Exployces™. Nwsltr In March 1972 a drug/aleohel questionnaire

: . b . : - wvas distribut
Res. Psvchol., Vol. 14, No. 1, pp. 42-48, 1972. T covering 5,639 ezployces. Scorable responses were rccclzcduf::n"l, §;
e , 2nonynity of {ndividuals and agencies was prescrved. Internal chcékn

were buiit into the questionnaire. Cited above are the data on usage
tn the paper, vhich are based on the "aecond question” technique, Th
respondentgs tend to be weighted toward the higher educational and soc
spectrua. He feels that the sample {s representative of the cntire grf

» chosen, but probably not of the general population,
Data Percentage of Respondents
Collection Azphet- Methamphet- Barbi- Yeperi- Hydro-
Population Surveved Technique Marijuans LSD amines anincs turates Heroin dine _ morphone Codeinc Cocaine Morphine Pareporic Payy
162 paticnts in s 80-1ten Any use 13 4 7 2 4 5 9 3 5 3 3 ]
S VA hospital self-adain. 6 tincs or more 4 <} 4 - 2 <l k] =1 1 <1 - 2 <
N August 1971, questionnaire
REFERENCE NOTES
Harc, H. C. and Bliteh, J. W.., “Drug/Alcohol Survey. 1I. Usage Among a Group of VA In August 1971 a drug/aleohol questionnaire wae given to 680 patig
Patfents”. Numltr. Res. Psvehol., Vol. 14, No. 2, pp. 2-5, 1972. Scorable responses were received fros 162 patients. Complete anorynity
preserved. Internal checks for accuracy and validity were built into [
above sre the data on usage of drugs found in Table 1 in the paper, whi
question™ technique. The author states that the mean socio-economic 14
in the lower middle class.
Dsta Percentage of Re
Ceog. Cozauniry Collection Sample Mescaline Amp
Population Surveyed Reglon Size (pop) Technique Size Ma¢fjuana LSD  or Peyote ammm
People of age 15 and over  South Cicy Interview 1,000 Have tried it before or aight
living in Winston=Salem, Atl. (133,000) try occasionally 5.2 0.6 1.1 6.
North Carolina. Use vhen I feel 1lke it 2.3 0.6 1.0 2,
4 1971.
Use freely or have tried:
Blacks 7.8 1.3 2.3 2.
¥hites 7.7 1.3 2.4 12.
REFERENCE NOTES
dake Furost niversity, Yuuth Servicea Buteau, A Study of the Knowledge and Attitudes of Sumnarized abuve ate the data on extent of use of drugs found in
Winston-Salen Citizens concerning Drug Lse and Abuse. Himev, 46 p., Youth Serviies Bureis based on the teapunses of the fisat 1,U0 faterviewecs vut of & total

the report, the figures for marijuana arc broken down by age groups.
a proainent part of this report, since, as the title indfcates, the s
with knowledge and attitudes.

of Wake Forest Univeraity, Winston-Salem, North Carolina, March 1972.
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Itea No. 27

:u - Percentage of Reapgm!cnl‘s

l:{:;:uon Azmphet- Methamphet~ Barbi- Heperi~ Hydro- Meth= Pyl

;!.c que 03 LSD awines amince turates Heroin dine  morphone Codeine Cocsine Horphine Parcgorfc Pevote STP ;don( c;u: ™r fop
{tem Any use 9 2 3 2 7 2 . v

6 2

1f-adain. 6 times or more 3 - . 2 <1 2 <1 1 a1 f (? : } 1 ) | 1<}

stionnatre 25 tines or tore 2 <k 1 <1, <1 <1 <1 <1 1 <1 -1 1 (: : : ll
, NOTES -

Survey. I: Usage Among a Group of Federal Exmployees".
. e Pp. 42-48, 1972,

In March 1972 3 drug/aleohel questionnatre was distributed to fifrveonce Fedoral agenciv
covering 5,639 czployees. Scorable responkc. were recefved from 1,799 employees. Cozplete
:r:cny:l!y of tndivicuals and agencles was preserved. Internal checks for accuracy snd valtdiey
’.re bulle fnto the questionnatre. Cited above are the data on usage of drugs tound in Table 1

A the papers vhich are based on the “sccond question” techiique. The suthur states thet the
respondents tend to be weighted tovard the higlier educational and socico~cconeatc end nf the
spectran,  Me feels that the sample is representative of the entire group fros which it was
chosen, but probably not of the general pbpulation.

v —e -

! 1tem Son m
. Percentage of Respondents
lection Amphet- Methamphet-  Barbi- Meper i~ Nydro= Meth- Patlo-
hnigue ‘arfjuana LSD anines  azincs turatecs Heroin dine morphone Codeine Cocafne Morphine Pazcgutic Pevere STP adune wybin B Pe?
fiten Any use 13 4 ? 2 4 5 9 3 5 3 3 8- 22 3 2 2 2
Lf-adatn, 6 times or more &« 4 - 2 <1 3 <1 (IS} <1 - 2 <1 1 < <1 A -1
st {ionnatre . i N

N »

NOTES : . :

W., "Drug/Alcotel Sutvey. 11° Usage Among 3 Group of VA
pychol., vol. 14, No, 2, pp 2-5, 1972,

1n August 1971 a drug/alcohi:l questionnaire was given to 680 patients 1n a VA hospital.
Scorable responses were veceived from 162 patients. Conplete anonymity of individuals vas
preserved.  Internal checks for hccuracy and validity were buflt into the questionnatre. Cited
above are the data on ussge of drups found in Table ) in the paper, vhich are bssed on the "secend
question” technique. The author|states that the mear socio-econonic level of the respondents g%
in the lower middle class. ! . )

'

~ Data
Ceog. Cozomnity ~ Collectfon Sazple
Regton Stze (pop) % Technique Size
South City Interview 1,000
Atl. (133,000)

pth Services Burcau, A Study of the Knovledse and Attitudes of
erodng Drug Use and Abuse. Midev, 46 f., Youth Services Bureau
Wington-Salez, North {arolfna, Marih 1972,

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

1ten No. joy

Percentage of Respondents
Hescaline  Amphet-  Barbd-
Marfjuana LSD  or Peyote amines  turates Herofs Glue

Have tried 1t befcre or might

try occasfonally 5.2 0.6 1.1 6.3 8.% a2 9.8
Use when 1 feel 1ike it 2.3 0.6 1.0 2.1 2.6 0.4 0.5
Use freely or have Lried:

Blacks 7.8 1.3 2.3 2.9 6.1 0.5 1.3

thites 1.7 1.3 2.4 12.6 1%.% 0.4 0.8
NOTES

Surmyrized above are the data on extent of use of drugs .uund ia Lnis tepuft.  The tigules ate
based on the responses of the first 1,000 intervievees vut of 8 totai tandus .49pie wb s.433. i
the report, the figures for marijuana are broken down by age Sruups. Dsta on extent of u-~e are not
a prominent part of this ~eport, since, z8 the title indicates, the atudy was concerned primarily
vith knowledge and attitudes.
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Population Surveyed

Approximately 5.390 U.S. Army personncl In 40
separate units from 12 military communities

in Yoot Germany,

Fall 1570 and "F..1 1971,

REFERENCE

Tennant, Forrest S., Jz. ()., MC, USAR),
the Azerican Medical Associatfon, vol, 221, No. 10, Pp.

he Aneredn e ———————

19y -

"Data

Collection

Technlque

- -

.

Questlonfmi Te

7

"Drug Abuse the U.S, Army, Europe'. Journal of
1146-1149, September 4, 1972.°

' B O

Prevalency of Illegal Drugs Used™ in _the U.S. Army]

Percentagy
Drug Use 1970
Used,illegal drug one or 46

wore times in-life ~
Cufrently uses illegal drugs™ 16

more’ than three times per week -
Currently uses drugs “harder” than hashish =ore 4 i

than three tizes per week
Currently uses oplates more <0.5

than threc times per week

2

OTES -
’

Cited above i{s the quantitative tnformation on the extent of use of
this paper. No breakdown by specific drugs is given, Nor Is it stated
total for the two years or an approximate nunber surveyed in cach year.
data on drug abuse requiring treatment, ospitalizations for drug abuse
of available drugs and complicatjons, edu fon, treatment, and rehabi}i.

-~

Population Survbyed

Enlisted wmen® reprcsenmt'l'vg of

.
.

the U. S. Armed Services,

Sep, 70 - Sep, 71

.
»

REFEPENTE

Fisher, Allan H., Jr.,
Technical Report 72-8, Huma
Alexandria, Virginia

N .

ERIC .

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

\

Geog.
Region

World-wide |

bata

73-ftem

3

Collection
Technique

self-adain,
quest fonnaire

Sample
Size

8,643
6,830
6,703
14,334
36,514

Preltntnary Findings from the 1971 DoD Survey of Drug Use

HuzRRO

a Resources Resecarch Organization, 300 North Washington Street,
22314, March 1972, .

-~ -
Projected DoD Perg
Other Stimu~
. ~ Marifusnd  Psychedelics  lants
Any Use fn Past Year
Arny 42.7 29.4 . 28.0
Navy 21.8 J2.1 1.9
Marine Corps 38.0 22.9 T2
Aflr Force 16.3 8.3 7.1
Al‘l Services 29.9 18.8 17.9
Any Use fn Past Year
by Service Location
Army
-  Continental U.S. 1.3 28.4 28.9
Europe 40.2 33.0 23.0
Vietnaz 50.% 30.8 31.9
Other Southcast Asia 42.0 23.2 2.7
Total Army 42.7 29.4 28.0
Navy
Continental U.S. 23,4 /13.0 13.0
Europe 12.4 8.1 6.4
Southeast Asia 18.6 9.2 9.3
Total Navy 21,3 12,1 11.9
Marine Corps
Continental U.S. 7.6 22.9 24.2
Okinawa 41.8 2.3 24.0
Orhey Southeast Asia 37.5 21.7 23.1
“Yosgl USMC 38.0 22.9 $20-1
Afr Force B
Continental U.S. 15.8 8.4 7.3
Europe 12.6 8.5 5.0
Turkey 13.4 9.2 7.8
Vietnam - 23.6 7.9 6.9
Thaflgnd 22.7 1.7 8.1
Taiwan . Sx 21.8 8.6 1.3
Othes Southeast Asia 16,9 6.5 6.7
Total USAF 7 16,3 8.3 7.1
NOTES

The projected percentages In the first tabulation above (found in
were extcapolated from the survey sacple data and weighted according §
the ailitary force as of August 31, 1971. They are not additive acrof
of aultiple drdg use. The data on users arc further broken down in [
frequency classes, and average rates of use are given dy Service and §
dowm by Saryice locativn 8 Table 18, p. 23, in the report. Correspo
be fon:nd {n Tables 19 and 20. Data arc also glven on use of drugs in
multiple drug use, various demographic correlates of drug use, and or
algo contains findings on drug acquisitfon, availability, sources of §
drug P‘roblcm by adaftted uscrs of nontherapeutic drugs. Recasons for
probed by the author In a companion repory (HucRRO Technical Report 7

M .
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— ‘) « Itex No. §_0_
M A
Data Yrevalency of llepal Crugs Used in the l;.S. oy, Europe
. ercentage
Collection
Technique Drug Use 1970 971
personnel in 40 Questionnaire Used $1legal drug one or 46 46
ary comunfitiecs more times in life
’ . Currently uses fllegal drugs 16 16
é * more than threv times per week
. B Currently uses drugs *harder™ than hashish more 4 _6
than three times per week -
. - Currently uses opfates more <0.5 1.5

3., MC, USAR), "Drug Abuse the U.S. Arzy, Europe”. Jouinal of
tion, Vol. 221. No. 10. pp. 1146-1149, Scptember 4, 1972.

than three tizes per week

NOTES

Cited above is the quantitative {ntor=ation on the extent of uae of tilegal drugs fourd fr
this paper. No breakdown by specific drugs is given. Sor 1is it stated whethar the 5,300 15 a
tozzl for the two years or an approxizate nusder surveyed in cach year. The paper facludes soce
data ~n drug abuse requiring treatment, hospitalizations for drug abuse by cause, and éiscussion
of available drugs aad coszplications, cducation, treatment, and rehzbilitatfon.

" Data
Geog- Collecticn Sa=ple
Region Yechnique Sizc
p of World-wide 73-iten 8.643
self-adsin. 6,830
Guest fonnaire 6,703
© 14,33
A 36,510
elisinary Findings from the 1971 pob Survey of Drug Use. HuzRRO

n Resources Rescarch Organization. 300 North washington Street,
14, March 1972.

O
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Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

ftes No. 31

i Projected DoD Percentzage

Other Stizu- Depres-
Marijuana Psychedelfcs lants santsy Narcotics
Any Use in Past Year . . .
Aray 42.7 29.4 28.0 20.4 20.1
Nawvy 21.8 12.1 11.9 6.7 6.1
Marine Corps 38.0 22.9 24.1 14.8 13.6~
Alr Force 16.3 8.3 » 7.1 4.6 4.2
All Services ° 29.9 18.8 17.9 12.2 11.7
Any Use %n Past Year :
by Service Locatfon
- ATy ~ ~
Conztrental U.S. 413 28.4 o 28.9 21.5 20.1
Europe - 40.2 3.0 23.0 14.0 13.3
victnaa 50.9 30.8 3.9 25.1 28.5
Other Southeast Asia 42.0 23.2 24.7 18.1 17.6
Total Ar3y 42.7 29.4 28.0 20.4 20.1
Navy .
Continental U.S. 3.4 13.0 13.0 7.2 6.5
Europe 12.4 8.1 6.4 3.4 3.6
Southeast Asia 18.6 9.2 9.3 5.6 5.4
Total Navy 21.8 12.1 11.9 6.7 6.1
Marine CIrps
Contfnental U.S. 37.6 22.9 24.2 15.0 13.6
Okirava 41.8 24.3 24.0 - 14.2 13.9
Other Southcast Asfa ~ 37.5 21.7 - 23.1 13.6 12.4
fotal USMC - 38.0 ~22.9 24.1 14.8 13.6
Afr Force * »
Continental U.S. 15.8 8.4 7.3 4.7 4.4
Europe 12.6 8.5 5.0 3.0 1.8
Turkey 13.4 9.2 7.8 4.8 3.6
Victnan 23.6 7.9 6.9 5.0 6.0
Thaflind 22.7 7.7 8.1 4.1 3.4
Talvan 21.8 8.6 11.3 7.0 8.0
Other Southeast Asfa 16.9 6.5 - 6.7 4.3 3.7
Total USAF 16.3 8.3 - 7.1 4.6 4.2
NOTES . - -

~ The projected percentages in the first ¢tabulation above (found in Table 7, p. 15 in the report),
vere extrapolated from the survey sasple dats and weighted according to the composition and size of
the ptlftary force as of August 31, 1971. They are not additive acrogs rows, due to the possibitity
of cultiple drug use. The data on users ar~ .urther broken dewn in the report finto a auxrber of
frequency classes, and average rates of we are givéd by Service and friquency class. The break-
down by Service location is Table 13, p. 23, in the report. Corresponding figures on daily use may
be found *in Tables 19 and 20. Data are also Riven on use of drugs in coabinatfon with alcohol,
sultiple drug use, varidus demographic correlates of drug use, and origins of drug use. The report
also contatns findings on drug acquisitfen, avatlabilfty, sources of supply, and recognition of
d-ug problens by admitted users of nontherapcutic drugs. Reasons for drug use and other topfcs are
probed by the author {n a companion report (HuoRRO lechnical Ruport 72-9).
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Ceos. Collection Sazple Percentage of Studeats Per School
Population Surveved heglen Technique Slze arijuana LSD, ete. Azphetanines = Barbiturates

Youth, ages 12 to Mid-Atl, 160-{tex 5,981 Junior High Schools: Low 0.0 0.5 0.0 0.0

25 {a the schools self-adain. Average 1.0 2.2 3.4 3.7

of HontgomaTy questioa- High 25.0 8.3 11.8 17.7

oy vant natre High Schools: Low 5.3 0.c 1.0 0.0

Loy vanie Average 21,2 5.6 5.6 4.1

. ’ High 43.4 13.0 13.9 0.7

Private Schools: Low 5.6 2.8 L4 = 0.0

Average 26.3 5.6 5.5 3.7

High 46.5 25.6 18.7 7.0

Colleges: Low 16.9 1.4 7.1 0.0

Average 37.0 7.6 11.9 6.1

Aigh 70.0 36.9 26.6 9.5

'
i REFERENCE NOTES

Pilnick, Saul and Streit, Fred, A Sugvey The principal findings on extent of drug use given in this report are suvmarized above.

of Drug Usage and Abuse In .lontgomery

County, Pennsylvania. Prepared by Marijuana: five or more times,
Scientific Resources Inc., Husan Systems LSD: three or wmore times,
tnstitute, 41 Skyline Drive, llorristowm, Acphetanines: elesen or-more tizes,
*  New Jersey 07960 for Montgomery County Barbiturates: eleven or more tines, and
Drug Cocmission, Norristown, Pennsylvania, Heroin: three or more times. ..
August 1971 (In Drug Abuse Mon.omery The terms "'Lov” and "High" refer to the range of use found within each sype of school. The
- {ncludes an analysis of the use of each drug in relatfon to the avallability of the drug, a

County, Pennsylvania, lovember 1971;
ED-066 674)

Data

figures pertain to "heavy use' of the indfcated drugs, defined by the authors as follows:

in relation to certain social and demographic characteristics. Total incidence is given fo
use of single drugs, and for use of various combinations of two or more drugs.

A stratified random sample wag surveyed in each+of the high schools. In the colleges,
the participation was om a voluntary basis, which would invalidate some of the college data
self-selection and nonrandcnizatim. The study also {ncluded {nturviews with a sample of u}

“Data
Collection Nunber of

Population Surveyed Technique Respondenta

£nlisted Vietnan
returnees in ranks
E-6 or below and

“age 26 or below

processidg for ETS
separation
March 1971

REFERENCE

55-ftem 1,012

self-adzin. _

anonymous
questionnaire

Nelson, K. ric and Panzarella, Jacob,
"Prelininary Findings--Prevalence of
Drug Use, Enlisted Vietnan Returnees
Processing for EYS Separatfon, Oakland
Overseas Processing Center, March 1971."

Mimeo., 8 p.

)"
[N

Item
- ’ Percentage of Respondents
« .
Marfjuana  Acid  Asphetamines  Barbiturates  Heroin or Morphine
Prior to Tour {n Vietnas
Experimental (1-4 tizes) 13.40 5.76 4.06 3.67 2
Casual (5-19) 14,90  10.39 5.85 4.67 3,08 2
Heavy (20-199) 12.01 2.29 3.67 2.76 2.48 2
Habitual (200+) 8.45 0.30 0.39 0.60, 0.59 0
During Tour in Vietnaa
Exper imental (1-4) 13.62 5.36 5.56 4.95 $.77 S,
Casual (5-19) 11.12 8.95 6.96 5.85 4.50 7
Heavy (20-199) 16.59 0.30 3.36 2.10 9.15 5
Habitual (200+) 17.56 0.30 0.49 2,48 3.18 qQ
Current Use = During Last 30 Days ’ 1
Experimental (1-4) 7.73 3.26 3.67 2.77 4.27 H
Casual (5~10) 7.63  0.59 1.29 2.66 3.47 2
Heavy (11-29) 9.84 0.10 0.69 0.99 4,27 0
Habitual (30+) 11.90 0.19 0.30 0.59 4.17 o!
Ever Used 63.10  16.20  20.69 18.27 2.3 2
NOTES |

The above drta are found in the tables in this paper. "Acid™ sefers to *'LSD, Peyote, etc.” 1t should!
that the (requency categories for usage Juring the last 30 days d4ffcr f-om those for the '‘Prior to'* and "Du
clasaifications; they are designed to approximate "experisental” through "habitual” use for a one-ronth perd

Queationnaires were adnin{stered to groups varying from 15 to 100 persons as they were undergoing procd
separation from the service. The medical basis of the survey and the anon liy)of the respondents were empha

! j 3] ;
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Item No. BZ

Data

Geog. Collectfon Sample Purcentage of Students Per School
Surveved Region Technique Size tar{ juana 15D, etc. Anphetacines Barbiturates Heroin
es 12 to Mid-Atl, 160-iten 5,981  Junior High Schools: Low 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
schools self-adain, Average 7.0 2,2 3.4 3.7 1.1
question= ligh 25.0 8.3 11.8 17.7 11.8
st aatre High Schools: Low 5.3 0.0 1.0 0.0 0.0
a Average 21.2 5.6 5.6 4.1 1.8 -
High 43.4 13.0 13.9 10.7 5.7 -
Private Schools: Low 5.6 2.8 1.4 0.0 0.0
Average 26.3 5.6 5.5 3.7 1.5
High 46.5 25.6 18.7 7.0 4.6
Colleges: Low 16.9 1.4 7.1 0.0 0.0
Average 37.0 7.6 11.9 6.1 2.1
High 70.0 30.0 26.6 9.5 6.6
. NOTES
Saul and Streit, Fred, A Survey The principal findings on extent of drug use given {n this report are summarized above. The
Usage and Abuse in .fontgome figures pertain to "heavy use” of the indicated drugs, defined by the authors as follows:
Penngylvania, E¥epared by fari juana: five or more times,
ic Resources Inc., Human Systems LSD: three or more times,
e, 41 Skyifne'Drive, ilorristown, Amphetamines: cleven or more tines,
ey 07960 for Montgomery County P Barbiturates: eleven or more tinmes, and
ssion, Norristown, Pennsylvania, Heroin: three or more times.
971 (In Drug dbuse Montgorery The terms "Low" aad "High" refer to the range of use fuund within each type of school. The report
Pennsylvania, ‘ovember 19713 {ncludes an analysis of the use of each drug {n relation to the availability of the drug, as well as
74) in welaticn to certain social and demogiaphic characteristics. Total {ncidence is siven for exclusive
use of single drugs, and for use of varicus combinations of two or more drugs. -
. A stratified randoz smple was surveyed in each of the high schools. In the colleges, soxe of
the participation was on 2 voluntary dbasis, whick would invalidate some of the college data due to
telf-gelection and nonranéouization. The stady nlso included interviews with a sample of students.
Iten No. 83
Data Percentage of Respondents ‘
Collection Number of \toge of
Technique Respondenta Marijuana Acid _ Amphetamines Barbiturates Heroir or Morphine  Opium
S55~-item 1,011 Prior to Tour in Vietnam
_ self-admin, Experizental (1-4 times) 13.40 5.76 , 4.06 3.67 - 2.98
anonymous Casual (5-19) 14.90 10.39 5.85 4.67 3.08 2.37
quastionnaire - Heavy (20-199) 1z.01 2.29 3.67 2.76 2.48 2.37
Habitual (2004) 8.46 0.30 0.39 G.50 0.59 0.00
tﬁrlng Four in Vietnaa " .
Exper imental (1-4) 13.62 5.36 5.56 4.95 5.17 5.86
- .Casdal (5-19) 11.13 8.95 6.96 5.85 4.50 7.26
Heavy (20-199) 16.50 0.30 3.36 2.10 9.15 5.86
Habitual (2004) 17,54 0.30 ”0.49 2.48 3.18 0.49
» ’ Y N
Current Use = Durinp Last 30 Davs
Exper imental (1-4) 7.73 3.26 3.47 2.77 4.27 5.17
Casual (5-10) 7.63 0.59 1.29 2.66 3.47 2.68
Heavy (11-29) . 9.84 0.10 0.69 0.99 4,27 0.89
Habitual (3G¢) 11.99 0.19 0.30 0.59 4.17 0.39
Ever_Used 63.10 16.20 20.69 18.27 23.38 20 48
NOTES vt ’
anzarclla, Jacob, The. above data are fourd in the tables in this paper. wacid” refers to "ISD, Peyoto, ete." It should be noted
~-Prevalence of that the frequency categoried for usage curing the last 30 days differ from those for the "rrior to" and "During”
et Q es classifications; they are designed to approximate "exper Imental™ through "habitual" vse for & one-month period.
pd <land " Questionniires were adninistered to groups varying from 15 to 100 persons as they were ?mderr,oing proccseing for
ﬂE lC 1971, separation from the gervice. The medical basis of the survey and the anon 12y,of the respordents vere caphasized.
€3 . ' : j
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. Data

REFERENCE NOTES
New England Learning and Resecarch, Inc., A Survey of
Drug Use in a Cross-Section of Maine Cormunities.
Prepared for the Interagency Comission on Drup Abuse
by New England Learning and Research, Inc., 85 Cony
Street, Augusta, Maine 04330, March 1971.

purposes”. Pills

in those communities.

Geog”  €ollection  Number of '

Population Surveyed Regfon  Technique Respondents Warijuana Psychedelics Speed Pil1l R 8

Students in schools New 33-ften 15,880 Nusber of Times Used = <e . Codetne Hutme
and colleges in 12 England self-admin. 1-2 6.2 2.5 3.3 4.3 3.3 1.3 0.9
comunities fn Maine questfonnaire 3-7 3.6 1.6 1.8 3.3 1.6 0.6 0.1
Faill* 1570 . 8-15 3.1 0.5 0.7 1.1 0.7 0.7 -
16 or more 7.1 0.9 0.7 1.2 1.6 1.0 0.4
Total 20.0 5.5 6.5 9.9 7.2 3.6 1.4
Presently Using 12.2 2.1 3.0 3.2 4.5 ° 1.5 0.3
2 .

Tabulated above are the data found in this report on the use of the indicated substances "fo
are tdentified {n the questionnaire as "ups and downs", psychedelics as_"Mesc/

associated with cough syrup, and nutdeg neans nutmeg or cinnamon. . - -
The 12 commnitics were selected to be_representative of the state.

The questionnaire, reproduced in the report, covered a wide range of social

Percentage of Resgonde;ns

The survdy covered the

LRIC ‘

characteristics. Anonymity of the respcadents was guaranteed,
! ﬁ
¥ |
' ’ I
Percentage or Respondents 1
Nuzber of Multiple drugs :
Population Surveyed Respondents Marijuana Lsp Amphetamines  Cocaine Barbiturates Heroin with heroin 4
Military personnel Usage: J
assigned to the Army's 3,070 Prior to Aramy 27.9 6.6 9.2 3.3 6.6 0.2 3,2 l
23rd Infantry Division, 3,081 While in Vietnan 33.6 4.0 0.4 5.5 10.1 0.4 6.0 ,‘
Vietnam. Fall 1970. . 3,055 At present 18.5 2.3 4.8 3.2 4.3 0.4 3.4 |
2irst-tern airmen at 1,215 Current use 39 6 12 n 8
USAF, Korat, Thafland.
Lksrly 1971,
American high school 911 Frequency of use: * .
students (Crades 9-12) Sometimes 37
in Bangk 'k, Thatland. Daily 14
Late auttxn 1970 and , Once/week 24 NOTES
early 197i. Once/month or less 36 —_—
Ex-user 23 As in the author's June 1971 report (See Item No. 93), the su:
based primarily on the anonymous questionnaire technique. In the f
::sg:n;:dl;:g:f:he 1,200+ Current use N 2.9 is information on the relatignship between type of drug used and le
D“{“on Der;s K":rn marijuana use tends to increase with educational level, while the r
October ;970-Jul'. ””' for multiple drug.use wiiis heroin. In the school survey, data on t|
y : urates, heroin and LSD are cited in terms of frequency of use of ma
- is that about 8 percent of the 911 students adnitted to the use of |
REFERENCE on the fourth survey provide the additional fnformation that 13,4 p
Baker, Stewart L., Jr. (Col., MC), "Ficgent Status of the Drug Abuse Counteroffensive in dangercus drugs, 6.4 percent use narcotics, and that between Octobe
tae Armed Forces™. Builetin of the New York Academy of Medicine, Vel. 48, No. 5, pp. 719- centage of drug users rose from 5.3 to 9.9. A considerable portion
73, lune 1972. with the total panorama of drug abuse counteroffensives, particular
[
O




12,

Data -
Geog. Collection Nunber of
Region  Technique, Respondents
New 33«{tem 15,880
England gelf-admin.
questionnaire
LA

Research, Inc., A Survey of
fon-of Miine Communities.

ency Commission on Drug Abuse
and Research, Inc., 85 Cony
04330, March 1971,

Item No. 84 -

Percentage of Respondents

Marijuana Psychedelics Speed Pills Codel Nut:
Susber of Tines Uscd P eine utzep Heroin QRue or Solvents
. 1=2 6.2 2.5 3.3 4.3 .33 1.3 0.9 2.6
. 3-7 3.6 1.6 1.8 3.3 “ 1.6 -0.6 0.1 1.6 .
8-15 3.1 0.5 0.7 1.1 0.7 0.7 - 0.9
16 or more 7.1 0.9 9.7 1.2 1.6 1.0 0.4 0.7
Total 20.0 5.5 6.5 9.9 7.2 3.6 1.4 5.8
Presently Using 12,2 2.1 3.0 3.2 4.5 ~ 1.5 0.3 1.3
NOTES - T

Tabtxlated above are the data found in this report on the use of the {ndicated substances “for other than medicinal
purposes”. Pills are {dentiffed {n the questfonnaire as “ups and downs*, psychedelics as "Mesc/LSD"; codefne {s
associated with cough syrup, and nutmeg means nutmeg or cinnamon.

The 12 communities were sclected to be representative of the state. The survey covered the school-age populations
in those communfties. The questionnaire, reproduced in the report, covered a wide range of socfal and demographic
character{stics. Anonymity of the respondents was guaranteed.

1., MC), "Present Status of the Drug Abuse {ounteroffensive In
tin of the New York Academy of Med.cine, Vol. 48, No. 5, pp. 719-

O

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

Iten No. 85

Percentage of Respondents

Nuzber of Multiple drugs Multfple drugs
Respondents, Mar{juana LSD Amphetamines Cocaine Barbiturates Heroin with heroin Opiates without herofn Other
i
Usage:
3,070 Prior to Army 27.9 ' 6.6 9.2 3.3 6.6 0.2 3.2 3.3 10.7 3.3
3,081 while {n Vietnan 33.6 4.0 10.4 5.5 10.1 0.4 6.0 6.4 10.3 3.9
3,055 At pregent 18,5 2.3 4.8 3.2 4.3 0.4 3.4 3.4 5.1 2.1
1,215 Current use 39 6 iz 11 8 .
91 Frequency of use: -
Sometimes 37 -
Dafly ° 14
Once/veek 24
Once/umonth or less 36 HOTES
Ex-user 23 As {n the author’s June 1971 report (See Item No. 93), the surveys reported {n this paper were
1,200+ Current use 22.9 bare? primar{ly on the anonymous questionnaire technique. In the first survey cited sbove, there
’ 1 * {: {nformation on the relat{onship between type of drug used snd level of education, showing that

mar{juana use tends to increase with educatfonal level, while the reverse sppears to be the case
for sultiple drug uze with heroin. In the school survey, data on the use of amphetamines, barbit-
urates, herofn and LSD are cited in terms of frequency of use of marfjusra. A significant finding
{3 that about 8 percent of the 911 atudents admitted to the use of heroin st soze time. The data
on the fourth survey provide the additional {nformation that 13.4 percent of the respondents use
dangerous drugs, 6.4 percent use narcotics, and that between October 1970 and July 1971, the per-
centage of drug users rose from 5.3 to 9.9. A considerable portion of this report {s concerned
with the total panorama of drug abuse counteroffensives, particularly witldn the zrmed services.
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; ~
~ : Percentage of Population
) Minor Major
Tran=- Tran- Anti-
Data Other
Solvents/ Barbit- Other * quil=~ quil= depres- Pep Diet
Ceog. Collection Sample Martjuana/ Psycho=- Methe~
Population Surveyed Regton, Technique Size Hashish LSD togens drine Heroin Cocaine Inhalants urates Sedatives frers izers sunts _ Pills Pill
. . . . 9 86.7
All New York State Hid-Atl Interview 7,378 Never Used 87:(7),/35,8/95.’( 9.3 972 954 %64 T84 8.4 75 s 3 N M
“ household members Forner Users .30 Lol 0 0 07 o2 s 2.5 64 07 0.9 1.9 2.3
age 14 or older InfrequentUsers 4.0 1.1 1.0 0.6 . . . . .
: 0.2 0.1 0.1 2.6 1.4 3.8 0.5 0.3 0.8 1.6
1970 (Base popu- ——Regular Users 30003 01 03 LNE 1 20 1.9 2.8 2.2 23 2.2 18 1.6
latfon: 13,784,000) No data L9 1.8 , 2.0 1.9 . : W0E 87.9
5 .
All New York City 1,260 Never Used - 85.0  94.8 94.7  95.6 9?-(1) 9;-1’ 95;; 13-28 Bg-g 73-; 9;:; 9’;:2 9‘3’:A AN
household mezbers Yormer Users R R 41 4 6.7 07 -li2 2.6 2.3
age 14 snd older, Infrequent Users 4.4 1.6 1.2 0.6 0.5 <0’1 <0’1 3“ 1‘9 3:7 0.6 0.4 11 19
1970 (Base popu~ ) ,  FRegular Users 52 0.5 02 03 32 2 2.4 24 2.7 2.9 2.6 2317
lation: 6,161,000) No data 2.0 2.1 2.5 2.3 . . @ LA -
REFERENCE * ’ - Notes
- — . ) The data cited above are part of the results of a major interview su
Chambers, Carl D. and !nciard.i. Jomes. A., An Assessment of Dty .Uéz h; r.ie ce:;;il prevalence, incidence, frequency, and situational content cf all types of
Populatson. New York: New York State Narcotic Addiction Control Commission, : vopulatfon. Face-to-face interviews were conducted with sclected persons
) users ‘are defined as those who have not used the drug in the past six monf
- those who use the drug fewer than six times pcr month, while regular userg
. uge the drug at least six times per month. In addition to the categories
. the report are broken down by scx, ewmployment status, age, ethnicity, soc
e tion, use characteristics, and concurrent regular use of other drugs. Fi
those given above sre cited for 16 regions in the state. The projectioas
= sent are based on rclatively small sub-samples (average size: 382).
] .
b . Percentage of Employed Workers {n the Listed Occupati]
' Data . Minor Hajor Anti-
Ceog. Collection Sample . Barbi-  Other Tran- Tran- depras
Population Surveyed Region Technigue Size Occupational Croup Marijuana LSD Methedrine Heroin turates Secdatives gquilizers gquilizers sants
Labor force in New Mid-Atl Interview 7,378 Professionals, ., Ever Used 10,3 1.4 1.3 0.7 23.6 1.2 23.1 4.3 2.1
York State, 1970 technical workers, =~ Regular Use 2.8 0.1 0.1 0.2 2.6 1.2 3.0 0.2 ———
(Base Population: managers and owners LA
13,649,000) Clerical and other Ever Used 12,6 2.6 2.4 0.7 20.8 8.7 2.2 4.6 2.1
white collar workers Regular Use 4,0 - u,.2 0.6 1.6 0.8 5.7 1.4 0.3
Skilled and semi-  Ever Usea 13.4 2.8 2.1 1.4 13.5 7.6 15.5 2.6 2.3
skilled workers Regular Use 3.6 0.2 - 0.3 1.1 0.9 1.5 0.6 0.3
Unskilled vorkers Ever Used 14.7 4.3 3.0 1.8 13.4 4.8 1.1 3.7 1.5
Regular Use 5.2 0.3 0.3 0.3 2.1 1.8 3.1 0.3 0.3
Service and protec- Ever Used 9.8 2.8 2, 1.5 15.2 9.3 17.5 2.2 0.7
tive workers Regulay Use 4.0 0.3 —— -— 3.7 1.1 4.3 0.5 ———
« Sales workers Ever Used 13.6 4.2 2.4 2.1 32.0 6.7 . 25.0 2.1 1.7
Regular Use 8.6 2.6 0.7 2.1 12,3 0.2 4.3 2.1 ———
. Farmers Ever Used 1.6 === —— -—- 6.3 3.2 3.2 31 -
Regular Use —— e ——— - —— 1.6 - —— -
Total employed Ever Used 12.1 2.6 2.0 1.3 18.9 3.6 19.5 3.2 2.0
Regulsr Use 4.0 0.3 0.1 0. 2.8 1.0 3.2 0.7 0.2
Not Eoployed . Lver Used 2,0 0.3 n 9.5 25.5 8.6 26.3 3.0 3.5
Houscwives ‘Regular Use 0.2 0.1 ——— — 2.4 1.8 5.3 0.4 0.6
- Gthes Not £zployed  Ever Used 15.1 3.9 2.8 1.5 17.3 8.5 14.6 3.2 2.5
Regular Use 5.8 0.7 0.7 0.2 3.1 1.4 3.8 0.6 0.2
Total Not Employed Ever Used 8.7 2.2 1.6 0.9 211 8.5 20.4 3.1 3.1
Regular Use 3.1 0.4 0.4 0.1 2.7 1.6 4.6 0.5 0.4
") ’ Total Ever Used 10.5 2.5 1.7 1.1 20.0 8.6 19.8 3.2 2.5
. ) Regular Use 3.6 0.4 0.2 0.3 2.8 1.3 3.8 0.6 0.3
REFERENCES . NOTES ~
111 Chambers, Carl D., Differential Drug use Within the New York State Labor Forie. New The data cited above were derived from a supplementary analysis of tl
Q _York: New York State Narcotic Addiction Control Commission, 1971. By Itea No. Bf’; (References [1] and [2] contaln'esscntlally the sane '1n
p g . " " "
E lC Chaabers, Carl.D. and Hcksan, Richard D., "The Extent of Drug Abuse in-Business and 'Not Employed" categories .re omitted ip [2].) "Ever Used” includes "Fo

Users”, and "Regular Users'. Also given in [2] are figures on the perc

1150159- - . ‘ er
e - Andustry”. On pp.-115+159- 16 Ezployee Drug Abuse: A Manager's Guide for Action. each drug who use the drug while at work. p

Boston, Massachusetts: Cahnera Books, 1972,




[{, James. A., An_Assessment of Drug Use in the General
fork State Narcot ic Addiction Control Commissfon, 1971.

Rta Other
pllection Sample Martjuanal/ Paycho- Methe-
pchnique  Size Hashish LSD togens drine
pterview 7,378 Hever Used 87.7 95.8 95.8 96.3
Former Users 3.0 1.0 1.1 1.0
Infrequent Usera 4.0 1.1 1.0 0.6
. Regular Users 3.5 0.3 0.1 0.3
No data 1.9 1.8 2.0 1.9
1,260 Neyer Used 85.0 94.8 94.7 95.6
Forzer Users 3.5 1.1 14 1.1
_ Infrequent Usera 4.4 1.4 1.2 0.6
Regular Users 5.2 0.5 0.2 0.3
No data 2.0 2.1 2.5 2.3

Item No. 86

Percentage of Population -
Minor Major

-Tran- Tran- Anti-

quil- quil- depres- Pep
fzers izers sants _ Pills Pills Narcotica _heroin) lants

Non-
Solvents/ Barbit- Cther Diet Controlled

Heroin Cocaine Inhalants urates Sedatives

e A

(Non=

Controlled Other
Stiou-

97.2 95.4 96.4 78.1 88.4 77.9 94.5 95.3 91.9 8C.7 63.1 90.0 82.2
0.6 2.0 1.4 12.8 4.9 9.7 2.1 1.3 3.6 7.8 24.6 6.3 12.4
0.2 0.7 0.2 4.5 2.5 6.4 0.7 0.9 1.9 2.3 8.5 1.1 3.2
0.2 0.1 0.1 2.6 1.4 3.8 0.5 0.3 0.8 1.6 1.4 0.1 0.2
1.8 1.9 2.0 1.9 2.8 2.2 2.3 2.2 1.8 1.6 2.4 2.4 2.0

96.1 94.5 95.4 79.2 86.3 73.7 93.1 9.4 90.6 87.9 68.6 91.6 86.3
1.0 2.1 1.9 10.8 5.0 8.2 2.7 1.4 3.4 6.2 20.1 4.2 8.8
0.3 1.2 0.2 4.1 3.4 6.7 0.7 1.2 2.6° 2.3 7.4 1.2 0
0.5 <G.1 <0.1 3.4 1.9 3.7 0.6 0.4 1.1 1.9 1.3 <0.1 0.3
2.1 2.2 2.5 -2.4 3.4 2.7 2.9 2.6 2.3 1.7 2.7 3. 2.7

NOTES

The data cited above are part of the results of a major interview survey designed to assess the
prevalence, incidence, frequency,
population. Face-to-face interviews were conducted with selected persons aged 14 and above.
users arz defined as those who have not used the drug in the past six months, infrequent users are
those who use the drug fewer than sf{x times per month, vhile regular users are those who curgently
use the drug at least six times per month. In addition to the categories cited above, the data in
the report are broken down by sex, employment status} age, ethnicity, socioeconomic status, educa-
tion, use characteristics, and concurrent regular use of other drugs. Figures corresponding to
those given above are cited for 16 regions in the state. The projections which the figures repre-
sent arc based on relatfvely small sub-sazples (average size: 382).

and situatfonal content of all types of drug use within the general
Fogmer

o

N
Item No.87
. Percentage of Employed Workers in the Listed Occupational Group -
Data Minor Major Anti-
Collection Sazple Barbi- Other Tran- Tran- depres- Pep Diet  Narcotics
Technique Size  Occupational Group Marijuana LSD Methedrine Heroin turates Sedatives gquilizers gquilizers sants Pills Pills
Interview 7,378 Professionals, Ever Used 10.3 1.4 1.3 0.7 23.6 11.2 23.1 4.3 <1 8.3 11.3 11.7
technical workers,  Regular Use 2.8 0.1 0.1 0.2 2.6 1.2 3.0 0.2 --- 0.8 2.0 0.2
managers and owners .
- Clerical and other Ever Used 12.4 2.6 2.4 0.7 20.8 8.7 23.2 4.6 2.1 7.0 14,4 4.8
white collar workers Regular Use 4.0 -e- 0.2 0.6 1.6 0.8 5.7 1.4« 0.3 0.8 2.5 0.1
Skilled and senmi- Ever Used 13.4 2.8 2.1 1.4 13.5 7.6 ..~ 15.5 2.6 2.3 5.8 8.0 5.1
skilled workers Regular Use 3.6 0.2 - 0.3 , 1.1 0.9 1.5 0.6 0.3 0.4 0.9 0.2
Unskilled workers Ever Used 14.7 4.3 3.0 1.8 13.4 4.8 14.1 3.7 1.5 6.1 1.7 . 37
Regular Use 5.2 0.3 0.3 0.3 2.1 1.8 3.2 0.3 0.3 0.3 0.6 0.3
Service and protec- Ever Used 9.8 2.8 2.0 1.5 15.2 9.3 17.5 2.2 0.7 9.2 1.4 6.9
tive workers Regular Use 4.0 0.3 - -—- 3.7 1.1 4.3 0.5 -—- 0.8 0.5 0.3
Sales workers Ever Used 13.6 4.2 2.4 2.1 32.0 6.7 25.0 2.1 1.7 5.9 13.3 7.3
Regular Use 8.6 2.6 0.7 2.1 12.3 0.2 4.3 2.1 - 1.4 3.6 0.9
Farsers Ever Used 1.6 === -— .- 6.3 3.2 3.2 3.1 - 3.2 1.6 1.6
Regular Use = me- —-- - - 1.6 -—- -—- - -—- - -
Total employed Ever Used 12.1 2.6 2.0 1.3 18.9 8.6 19.5 3.2 2.0 6.9 10.2 6.9
Regular Use 4.0 0.3 0.1 0.5 2.8 1.0 3.2 0.7 0.2 0.7 1.6 0.3
. Not Employed . Ever Used 2.0 0.3 0. 0.5 25.5 8.6 26,3 3.0 3.8 4.3 18.9 10.3
Housewives Regular Use 0.2 0.1 TS -—- 2.4 1.8 5.3 0.4 0.6 c.3 2.7 0.0
Other Not Employed  Ever Uscd 15.1 3.9 2.8 1.5 17.3 8.5 14.6 3.2 2.5 6.6 8.1 5.8
Regular Uce 5.8 0.7 0.7 0.2 3.1 1.4 3.8 0.6 0.2 1.6 0.8 0.0
Total Not Employed Ever Used 8.7 2.2 1.6 0.9 21.1 8.5 20.4 3.1 3.1 5.4 13.3 8.0
Regular Use 3.1 0.4 0.4 0.1 2.7 1.6 4.6 0.5 0.4 0.9 1.7 0.0
14) ’ Total Ever Used 10.5 2.5 1.7 1.1 20.0 8.6 19.8 3.2 2.5 6.3 11.5 7.4
e Regular Use 3.6 0.4 0.2 0.3 2.8 1.3 3.8 0.6 0.3 0.8 1.6 0.2
NOTES

rer Q lse Yithin the New Yc;rk State Labor Force, New
rccl: lC‘.on Control Comaission, 1971.
ko

| D., "The Extent of Drug Abuse f{n Business and
9 IZIETIET » Drug Abuse:

Cahners Books, 1972.

A Yanszer's Guide for Actfon.

l'

The data cited above were derived from a supplementary analysis of the data in the report covered

Ry Ites No. 86. (References [1] and {2) contain essentfally the saze informatfon, except that the
Yot ‘Euploycd' categories are omitted in [2).) “Ever Used" {ncludes "Former Users/s “Infrequent
Users", and "Regular Users”., Also given in [2] are figures on the percentage of regular users of
each drug who use the drug while at work. 13l' “
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Data
Collection Percentage of Res
Populaticn Surveyed Technique v Marijusna Hallucinogens Stimulants
747 enlisted men on active duty assaigned 651tem Users of single drug type ’
at Fort lee, Virginia. Croup-adain. 1-2 times 9.8 0.5 1.5
August 15-September 15, 1970. questionnaire 3-10 times 4.7 0.1 0.5
>10 times 4.2 0.1 0.1
1 Multiple drug-users
1-2 tines 3.5 4.3 5.5
. 3-10 tises 3.9 2.0 3.0
! . >0 times 9.4 1.6 4.6
p——— -~ M - - - - —d
Herofin users ,
1-2 tizes 0.7 1.6 0.5
3-10 times 0.4 1.2 0.5
>10 tizes 4.8 2.1 - 3.5
. REFERENCE °- NOTES .
Greden, John ,g. and Morgan, Donald"H., "Patterns of Drug Use and Attitudes Toward The data cited above on the reported number of times drugs wete us
Treatment in & Hilftary Population” Archives of Cenerai Psychiatry, Vol. 26, pp. 113-117, percentages of the total number of respondents (747), froa data given
February 1972. Table ], each perceatage is related to the corresponding subgroup,$ota]
author has ndicated in a private communication, tends to euphnl(z'e‘,pl:
The above tabulatfon 1is a prescntation of the same data in’a f?m vhiel
betvecn the studies cited in this compendium. The categories 'usera o
"aultiple drug-users” do not Include users of heroin, which atcounts f
v column opposite these catcgorics. Anonymity of respondents was presery
the questionnsire. The papar also contains data on drug use in relatif
L istics (sge, race, marital status, education, rank, populatfon of primd
& &leéal convictions).
Data Percentage of Respondents
Geog. Collection Sazple Mari{juana
Population Surveyed Region Technique Size NSNA ANA NSNA(NY) ANA(NY)
Persons attending con= Various 19-ften ‘NSNA: 1171 Past use 13 3 31 2
ventions of the Natfonal self-adpin. ANA: © 962 Past exposure 45 15 67 18
Student Nurses' Association questionnaire NSNA(NY): 158 Cutrent use 4 1 13 0
(NSNA) and the American ANA(NY): 49
Nurses' Association (ANA)
in Miami, Florida.
Spring 1970.
REFERENCE . NOTES
Lipp, Martin R.; Benson, Samyel G., and Allen, Patricia S., "Marfjuana Use by Nurges and Sutmsrized sbove are the data on marfjuana use found in this pa
Nursing Students”. American Journal of Nursing, Vol. 71, No. 12, pp. 2339-2341, December used to denote respondents from New York State only. The paper slso
1971. Ve alcohol and cigarettes. As the authors point out, the sssple in thif
teprcscntative of nurses in general.
Data ! . Percentage of Respondents
Geog. Collection Sample Axmphetamine
Population Surveyed Region Technique Size Marijuana =Barbiturate
Sixty~-four percent of fnmates South Interviev and 171 White Male 8.2 1.7
in the Dade County jafl, Dade  Atl. Physical 258 Negro Male 10.0 8.9
County, Florida, April and Examination
May 1970.
REFERENCE >
Edmund Walter F.; Davies, John E.; Ach Ji D d M B d, " ' HOTES i y
mundson, Walter F.; Davies, Jol «; Acker, Jazes D.; an yer, Bernard, "Patterns of
Drug Ab Epfdeniol Tt ! C The population surveyed consisted of all the prisoners in Dad
Ja:ga,yu:;n? catology tn Prisoners Industrial Hedlcine, Vol. 41, No. 1, pp. 15-19, * May 1970 who would consent to questicning regarding their personsl
- the dats on extent of admitted orug use given in the paper. Other
the paper includes a breakdown of the above data by age groups, da
tion patterns of regular drug use, sequentfal use of illicic drugs
\)4 . * matters, and socfio-economic patterns.

3.3
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duty zssigned
70.

Data
Collection
Technique

65-item
Group-admin.
questfonnaire

¢ Donald W., “Patterns of Drug Use and Attitudes Toward

pulation”. Archives of General Psychiarry, Vol. 26, pp. 113-117,

134 Item No. 88

Percentage of Respondents

Mar{juans Hallucinogens Stimulants Depressants Heroin

Users of single drug type

1-2 times 9.8 "0.5 1.5 2.4

3-10 times 4.7 01 0.5 0.9

>10 times 4.2 0.1 0.1 0.4
Multiple drug-users

1-2 tines 3.5 4.3 5.5 5.9

3-10 tioes ., 3.9 2.0 3.0 2.7

>10 tizes © 9.4 ¢ 1.6 4.6 3.9
Heroin users

1-2 times 0.7 1.6 0.5 0.5 * 3.8

3-10 times 0.4 1.2 0.5 0.8 1.2

>10 tinmes 4.8 2.1 3.5 3.2 1.6
NOTES *

The data cited sbove on the reported number of times drugs were uged have been inferred, as
percentages of the total number of respondents (747), from data given in Table 1 in the paper. In
Table 1, each percentage is relsted to the corresponding subgroup total 3s a base, which, as the
suthor has indicated in a private cormunication, tends to esphasize prominent subgroup differences.
The above tabulation fs a presentation of the ssme data in 8 form which facilitates conparisons
betveen the studiea cited in this covpendium. The categories *'users of single drug type' and
"aultiple drug-users” do not include users of heroin, which accounts for the blanks in the “heroin"
colusn opposite these categories. Anonymity of respondents was preserved in the adainistration of

Samuel C.; and Allen, Patricia S.. "Marijuana Use by Nurses and
can Journal of Nursing. Vol. 71, No. 12, pp. 2339-2341, Decesmber

ANA(NY): 49

= the questionnaire. The psper also contains data on drug use in relation to demographic character~
fstics (age, race, marital etatus, education, rank, populaticn of primsry residence, and reported
R legal convictions).
Item No. &9
Data Percentage of Respondents
Geog. Collection Sacple Mar{fjuans
Region Technique Size NSNA ANA NSNA(SY) ANA(NY .
Region JTechnigue 2ize it ANA Ta
Various 19-{tea NSNA: 1171 Past use 13 3 31 2
self-adnin, ANA: 962 ' Past exposure 45 15 67 18
on questionnaire NSNA(NY): 158 Current use 4 1 13 0

NOTES

Suzmarized above are the data on marijuana use found in this paper. The notation (NY) is
used to denote respondents from New York State only. The paper also has data on current use of
alcohol and cigareties. As the autluie point out, the sample in this study i{s not necessarily
representative of nurses in general.

Geog.
Region
tes South
Dsde Atl.

ies, John E.; Acker, James D.; and Myer, Bernard, "Patterns of
Industrial Medicine, Vol. 41, No I, pp 15-19,

n Prisoners”.

O

LRIC

Data

Collection
Technique

Sazmple
Size

Interview and

Physical

Exanination

Item No. _9_0_

Percentage of Respondents

Azphetanine
Marijuana -Barbiturate Heroin
vhite Male 8.2 1t.7 34.5
Kegro Male 10.0 8.9 17.8
.
NOTES

The population surveyed consisted of all the prisoners in Dade County jail in April and
May 1970 vho would consert to questioning regarding their personal data. Sumesarized sbove are
the data on extent of admitted drug use given in the paper. Other inforsmation available in
the paper includes a breaidown of the above data by age groups, data on alcohol use, cosbina~-
tion patterns of regular drug use, sequential use of {llicit drugs, other health-related
patters, and socio-economic patterns.




Dats

B.V.% [V, 40

49.9
20.5
1.9
12.7
50.1

Collection Sample
Populstion Surveyed Tachaique Size Marifuana
N Incoming Outgoing
Army personnel {n the 46-item 2,547 Enlisted me¢n
ranks of E-1 through self-sdain. Nonusera 65.2 68.6
LTC being proceased queationnaire Users: Casual *** 17.9 15.9
into (incoming) and Heavy 9.6 8.0
out of (outgoing) Habitual 7.3 7.5
ths Republic of Total usera 3.8 3.4
Vietnan. -
Noveaber 1969. Noncomnissioned Officers
Nonusera 95.8 971.0
Users: Casual 3.4 2.0
- Heavy 0.8 0.0
Habitusl 0.0 1.0
* Before g0ing to Vietnas Total usets 42 30

4% In Vietnam

44k Casusl use: 1-20 times in previous yesr

REPERENCE

Stanton, Morris Duncan,
Northern Corps".

-l

"“Drug Use {n Vietnan:

Cozpany Grade & Warrant Officers

Heavy use: 21-199 times in previous yesr Nonusex 3 89.7 92.0
Habitual use: 200 or more times in previous Users: Casual 10.3 8.0
year Heavy 0,0 0.0

Habitual 0.0 0.0

Total usars 10.3 8.0

A Survey Among Army Personnel {n the two
Archives of Ceneral Paychiutry, Vol. 26, pp. 279-286, March 1972.

Percenzage of Respondents

Hallucinogens hetaninea Rarbiturstes Heroin
Inconing Outgoing Inceming Outgoing Incoming Outgoing Incoming
3.v. ILvV. B.V. L.V, 3.V. L.V,

88.4 91.3 94.7 87.6 87.6 83.8 90.0 88.6 88.4 95.7
8.1 6.8 3.2 9.2 8.3 11.0 6.5 2.3 1.8 3.0
3.2 1.5 16 2.8 2.9 4.0 2.5 2.5 2.7 1.0
0.3 0.4 0.5 0.4 1.2 1.2 1.0 1.6 1.1 0.3
1.6 8.7 5.3 12.4 12,4 16.2 10.0 11.4 11.6 4.3
100 99.0 99.0 100 100 98.0 100 100 00 100
1.0 1.0 1.0
0.0 0.0 1.0
0.0 0.0 0.0
1.0 1.0 2.0 -
98.4 100 100 97.0 96.8 98.4 100 98.4 98.4 100
0.0 3.0 3.2 1.6 1.6 0.0
1.6 ¢.0 0.9 0.0 0.0 1.6
0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
1.6 3.0 32 1.6 1.6 1.6
NOTES

The questionnaire wvas snonymously presented to more than 80% of t
ranks of E~\ and Lieutenant Colonel being processed into and out of Vig
Battzlion {n Caz Ranh Bay during one week. Of the sample of 2,547 quas
for technical ressons and 114 wvere rejected because of an sge-rank selq
tion rate of 6.9%. Field Grade Officers (Majors and Lieutensnt Colonel
lation since they reported no drug use other than barbiturstes.

Vol. 128, No. 2, pp- 204-207, August 1971,

ERIC

e ¥

136

Data
Collection Nusbar of

Population Surveyed Technique Respondents
Enlisted nen (E-6 snd below) Anonynous 58,
at Long Binh, Victnaa. questionnaire
August 1967,
Paychiatric paticnts {n the 4th Interviev 50
Infentry Division, Pleiku, Vietnsn,
October 1968.
Surgical patients ln the 4th Anonynous 100
Infantry Divistion, Pleiku, Vietnaa, questionnaire
October 1968.
Americal Division, Chu Lai, Vietnan Anonymous »

Psychiatric patients questionnaire 46

Ceneral medical patients 46

. General nsedicsl patients 268

Soldisrs leaving Vietnan 234
(date not given)
Enlisted men leaving Vietnan Anonymous 500
at Can Ranh Bay. questionnaire
Fall 1959,
Atrborne soldiers in Il Corps, Anonynous 1,076
Vietnaa, Early 1970. questionnaire
REFERENCE
Colbach, Edward, "Marijuana Usc by GIs in Viet Mam". Azerican Journal of Paychiatry,

iX}

¥

’ Percentage of Respondents
Marifuans
Any use vhile in Vietnaa 30
Used 20 times or more 1.5
Any us‘\e vhile in Vietnan 56
Used more then 5 tinea 30
Any uss 35
Used aore than 5 tinses 17
Any use vhils in Vietnan
52
33
36 °
28
Any use vhile in Vistnan 50
Used 20 times or nors 25
Any use while in Vietnsm 68
31

Used more than once or twice
s

NOTES

The dats suzmarized abova are based on & reviev of ths profesa
nedical personnel. They partain to stteapts made by profassionals
the extent of marijusns uss in Vietnam. The author eaphasizas the
are lowar than those often put forward by the masa media. He gleo
relstionship between rank 4nd marijusns use, i.e., marijusns uss_ie
and senfor noncommissioned officers. 1 34
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sction Sanple
Size
tum 2,547

in previous year
in presious year
ts times in previous

g Usa in Viatnanm:

Enlisted men

Marijuana
Incoming Outgoing

B.Von T,V 00

Nonusers 65.2 68.6 49.9
Users: Caaual *** 17.9  15.9 20.5
Heavy 9.6 8.0 11.9
Habitusl 7.3 7.5 17.7
Total users 34.8  31.4 50.)
Noncommissioned Officers
Nonusers 95.8 97.0 95.0
Usere: Casual 3.4 2.0 3.0
Heavy 0.8 0.0 1.0
Kabitusl 0.0 1.0 2.0
Totsl users 4.2 3.0 6.0
Compsny Grade & Warran% Officers
Nonusers 89.7 92.0 98.4
Users: Casual 10.3 8.0 1.6
Heavy 0.0 0.0 0.0
Habitual 0.0 0.0 0.0
Total ussrs 10.3 8.0 1.6

A Survey Among Army Personnel in the two
f Ceneral Paychiatry, Vol. 26, pp. 279-286, March 1972.

Item No. 91

Percentage of Respondents

Hallucinogens Anphetanines Barbiturates Heroin/Morphine Opiun
Incoming Outgoing Incoming Outgoing Incoming Outgeing Incoming Outgoing Incoming Outgoing
e LY. BV, L.V, B.V. L.V. B.V. -I.V. B.v. L.V,
88.4 91.3 94.7 87.6 87.6 83.8 90.0 88.6 88.4 95.7 97.5 97.8 94.5 93.7 82.6
8.1 6.8 3.2 9.2 8.3 11.0 6.5 7.3 7.8 3.0 1.1 1.4 4.6 4.4 9.8
3.2 1.5 1.6 2.8 2.9 4.0 2.5 2.5 2.7 1.0 1.1 0.5 0.9 1.0 5.8
0.3 0.4 0.5 0.4 1.2 1.2 1.0 1.6 1.1 0.3 0.3 0.2 0.0 0.9 1.8
11.6 8.7 5.3 12,4 12.4 16.2 10.0 11.4 11.6 4.3 2.5 2.2 5.5 6.3 17.4
100 99.0 99.0 100 100 98.0 00 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 99.0
1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0
0.0 0.0 1.0 0.0
0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
1.0 1.0 2.0 1.0
98.4 100 100 97.0 96.8.98.4 100 98.4 98.4 100 100 100 100 100 100
0.0 3.0 3.2 1.6 1.6 0.0
1.6 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 1.6
0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
1.¢ . 3.0 3.2 1.6 1.6 1.6
NOTES

The quastionnsire was anonymously presinted to zore than 80X of the Army personnel betveen the
ranks of E~1 and Lieutensnt Colonel being processed into 20d out of Vietnas at the 22nd Replacement
Battalion {n Cam Ranh Bey during one week. Of the sanple of 2,547 questionnaires, 61 were rejected
for technical reasons and 114 vere rejected becsuse of sn sge-rank selection criterion, for a rejec-
tion rate of 6.9%, Field Grade Officers (Majors and Lieutensnt Colonels) were oxitted from the tabu~
lation aince they reported no drug use other than barbiturstes.

Data

Collection
Technique

Anony=ous
questionnaire

Interviev
Vietnan. -

Anonymous
questionnaire

Anonymsous
Queationneire

AnonyDous
questionnaire

s, Anonymous
questionnaire

Use by GIs in Viet Nau".

, August 1971,

o 1 30

" ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

Numbar of
Respondents

584

50

100

46
268
234

500

1,076

Anericsn Journal of Psychistry,

, Ttea No. 92

Percentage of Reapondents

Mar{iuana
Any use while in Vietnaz 30
Used 20 times or more 7.5
Any use while in Vietnan 56
Used more than 5 tizes 30
Any use . 35
Used oore $han 5 tizes 17
Any use vhila in Vietnam s -
2
3
36
28
Any use wvhile in Vietnaxn 50
Used 20 tizes or oors 25
Any use vhile in Vietnsm 68
Used more than once or twics 3

NOTES

The data summarized abovs ars based on 8 reviev of the professional writings of Army
cedical personnel. They pertain to attezpts made by profsssionals to formally deternine
the extent of marijuans uss in Vietnam. The author eaphssiass tha fact thit the figures
sre lover than those often put forvard by the mass medis. Hs slso notes & marked inverse
relationship between rank and msrijuana use, f.e wmarijusna usa is not common smong officers
and genior noncommissioned officera. 1 3 ‘;
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Populstion Surveyed

Military pcrisoners {not
representstive of any
=military unit) ac Long
Binh Stockade, Victpanm.
June 1967.

N ¥en lesving the two
souther= ©orps aress
in Vietnam. Fall 1967,

Enlisted men st Fort
S111, Oklahoma.
Janusry=April 1969,

Soldiers entering snd
departing Vietnan.
Autuzn 1969,

Soldiers at Fort
Carson, Colorado.
Spring 1970.

Soldiers &n 173rd
Alrborne Brigade,
Vietnsz, March 1970,

REPERENCE

paker, Stevart L., Jr. {Col., MC),

130

Nucber of
Respondents

Not given

Approxizately
4 percent of
indfcated
population

5,000+

1,000 entering
snd 1,000
depsarting
Vietnsa

684

1,064

Convicted for other than drug offenses:
Ever Used

Mar{jusns offenders:
Firat used {n civilisn 1ife

Ever Used
Used vhile in Vietnan

Ever Used

Ever Used:
Entering Vietnan
Departing Vietnan
Used more than 20 tines

Frequency of use:
More than onge/veek
More than once/veek
but less thsn once/sonth

Ever Used
Used st least once/veek
First tried in Vietnam

*Drug Abuse in the United States Arzy”. Bulletin of

4 4y s
136
Percentage of Respondents

Marijuans Heroin Opiun

63
80

n.?

24 1.5

k)
46
13

The dsts compiled above were obtsined through seversl s

4 the New York Acsdeay of Medicine, Vol. 47, No. 6, pp. 541-549, June 1971, the results of vhich sre summarized in this psper. As the ¢
o - on the use of narijuana. The psper {s concerned mainly with
- U.S. Arsy to control drug sbuse.
Dats .
Geog. Community Collection Saxzple Percentago
Populstion Surveyed Region __Type Technique Size
Adults in San Franclsco, Pacific Urban Interviev 346 Married with Children: 1
Cslifornia. Late 1967, Protestant or Catholic ;
early 19638, Other or No Religfous Affilistion ]
i Unuarried or Childless Married: }
Protestant or Catholic |
Other or No Religlous Affiliaion |
Total “
Adults {n Contrs Costs Pacific Suburban Interviev 424 Harried vith Children: ‘
County, Californts. N Protestant or Catholic . |
1969. Other or No Religfous Affilistion |
Unmarried or Childless Married:
Protestant or Catholic
Other or No Religfous Affilfstion
Totsl
REFERENCE NOTES '
Cisin, Irs Y. and Manheizer, Dean 1., “Marijuina Use Among Adults in s Large City snd
Subu;b;. Annats of the New York Acadezy of Sciences, Vol. 191, pp. 222-234, Decenber stoup:h:h:1:::;;‘:;;::r:::::‘?er;;:n':;:2: :::::n::f!:o:‘:;:‘
3, 1971 since the great majority of people vho had used marijusns ver
' total sazple exployed f{n the survey {ncluded men and women bel
(1,028 {n San Francisco and 1,164 {n Contrs Costs). Stratifi
uged and the cospletion rate vas 85! in each case. Ths tuo
21 aonths apsrt, and the suthors discuss the possibilicy that
results could te due fn part to s tize-related effect. They |
combinations of chsracterlstics vere associsted with use in ¢
\‘1 WYhile the major zero-order correlstes of use vere similar, th

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

terns of these correlates vas quite different in the tvo loca
sl) use rates ves a3 result of the {nteractions asong the cort
lyfng dissinflarities.
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lten Nu. 93 e
Number of Percentage of Respondents .
Respondents Martjusna Hieroin Opiun Not_Speciffed .
Not given Convicted for othcr than drug offensea: )
Ever Uscd 63
Msrijuana offenders: A
First used {n civiliaw life 80 t 3 X
Approximately Ever Used 31,7 ’
4 percent of Used vhile in Vietnan 28.9
ind{cated
population
5,000+ Ever Uaed 24 1.5
1,000 entering Ever Used:
and 1,000 Entering Vietnan 11 .
depaiting Departing Vietnan 46
Vietnan Used more than 20 times 13
684 Frequency of use: .
More than onge/week 20
More than once/veek ; 5.6
but less than once/month
1,064 Ever Used 68
Used at least once/week 3 )
- Firat tried in Vietnan 22 6 J .
NOTES
1., MC), "Drug Abuse in the United States Army". Bulletin of ) The data coupiled above were cbtafned through several anonymous questionnalire surveya,
dicine, Vol. 47, No. 6, pp. 541-549, June 1971, the results of which are suzmarized {u this paprr. As the cozpilation ehove, enphasie wvae .

on the use of marijusna. The Paper is concerned mainly with the steps being taken by the
U.S. Ammy to control drug sbuse.

Ttem %o, 3¢ o
Data
Geog. Community Collection Sezple Percentage of Respondents
Region Type " Technique Size Mar{{uana
Pacific Urban * Interviev 346 Married with Chiléren:
- Protestan? or Catholic 12
Other or No Religloua Affiliation 16
Unzarried or Childless Married:
: Protestant or Catholic 22 »
Other or ¥o Religlous Affiliation 60
Total 29
Pactfic Suburban Interview 424 Married vith Children:
Protestant or Catholic 11
Other or No Relfgfous Affiliation 26
Unzarried or Childless Married: .
Protestant or Catholic 3%
Other or No Religlous Aff{liation - S0
Total 2%
NOTES .

r, Dean I., "Mar{juana lise Azong Adulte in a Large Cit, and The figures cited above pertain to the percer~ages »f respondents in the indi.ete?
v York Acadezy of Sciences, Vol. 191, s$p. 222-234, Dacember groups who had used marijuana. The sacples cited are for the age grous 1514 yeary,
since the great msjority of people who had used narf{juana vere in thet n’a renge. The
total saaple ezployed in the survey included ¢n end women between the afes of 18 ang 74 -
o (1028 {rt San Francisco and 1,164 {n Contra Costa). Strati{fied probad{lity sanpling waw
4 used and the comzpletfon rate vas 853 In esch case. The two surveys were caducted akeyt
21 =onths aparr and the authors discuss the possidility that the differences {n the
results could be due {n part to a time-related effect. They conclude that differear
coxbinattons of characteciistics vere associeted with use in the city a=1 ite avburbe.

O Whiie the major zero-order correlates of use vere ain{lar, the populBticn dfstribution in
E l " terzs of these correlates was quite different {n the twe locales. The siallarity im over=
C all use rates vas a result of the interactions azong the correlates end zasked the under- .

lying dissinflarities.




Data
Geog. Collectton
Population Surveyed Rezton Technique
Ghetto youths in a work Pacific Interview
training program in Follow-up
ncrtkern Californta. interview

1967.

RESERENCE ..,
Lipsconb, Wendell R., "Drug Lse in a Black Chetto™.

Sacple
Size

74
86

Aserican Journal of Peychiatry,

Marifuans Fallucinogens
Ever usgd 54 : 5
Dropouts: Used before prograz 37
B Used after prograz 33

Failed test: Used before prograa 40

Used after progran 45 - n
Passed test: Used before prograz . 31

Used after prograz 44 .

Ay

NOTES
Suzzarized above are the data on drug abuse found in this paper.

° Vol. 127, No. 9, pp. 1166-1169, March 1971. alout 76 percent of the population studied. The author feels that the
R because of the circumstances of their collection. He also indicates t
to those found in several other studies which he cites, In the foll
* \ ’ were questioned about =arijuana only. The categories “failed test™ an
. ° apprenticeshilp test given upon completion of the frafaing. A conclusi
11ttle effect on sugccess or fatlure in the vork training progras.
3
Data ‘
Collectfor Nuzmber of < Percentage of Respondents
Population Surveyed Technique Respondents Frequeacy of Use Mari juana LsSD A=phetaz=ines Barbiturates
1301 Navy enlisted men 42-1ten 1301 1-5 tizes 10 & 6 T3
stationed at one of multiple choice 6-10 tizes 2 1 1 1 .
five bases in the quest lonnaire 11-15 tizes M <1 2 <1
Pensacola, Florida 16-20 tines 3 <1 1 . 2
4 area. ~21 tizes 8 2 4 <
¥ (pue not giver) N .
REFERENCE NOTES .

Bucky, S”even F , The Relationship Bet.een Past Background and Drug Use NAMRL~1135, Naval

Aerospace Medical Research Laboratory, Naval

«wrospace Medical Institute, Naval Aerospace

Medical Center, Pensacola, Florida 32512, Jun: 28, 1971 (AD-735 102).

The data cited above have been inferred, as percentages of the ¢
dents, from data given in the report for four mutually exclusive dru;
respdndents had taken the questionnaire voluntarily and ancoymously;
given as to how the respondents were selected. Out of an original
asked to take the questionnaire, 207 refused, leaving the net nuzber
The questionnaire was a modification of a standardfzed psychiatric

-

Geog.
Reglon

Pacific

Cozmunity

Populat fon Surveyed Type

Patients at the West Urban
Hollywood Youth Clintc

Los Angeles County,

Caltfornia.

{Date not given) . -

“

REFERENCE

Data
Collectfon

Technigue

300 questionnaires -«
100 interviews

Minkowsk{, Wilifas L.; Weiss, Robert C.; and Heidbreder, G. A., "A View of the Drug

Problem == A Rational Approach to Youthfui Drug Use and Abuse”.
Vol. 11, No. 7, pp. 276-381, July 1972.

Q 13/
FRIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic: v

Ciinical Pediatricas,

Frequency of Use - Marifuana Hashish

Never : 8.9 22.7 1.1 34.9
Tried ft 7.2~ 10.7 15.1 18.7
Once a vonth or less R P 17.4 13.3 12.1
2 to 4 tings a month 10.1 13.0 7.4 3.4
Every weekend Or more 19.7 11.0 2.5 4.9
Every day v 3003 u " 0.0 © 44
No longer uge it 10.3 11.5 24.2 18.3

,
not zore- than three scparate contarts vith the d1 3

NOTES

Surmarized above are the data on drug use found in this paper.
adolescents and young adults froo all socilo-cultural levela and ethni
vith lower-ntddle and ntddle clsss roots., The 300 patients vere sele
questioning, and the 100 interviewdes vere psrt of the 300. Anonymit
guaranteed. The psper includes a discussfon of the distinction betw

' 13(‘)




Dsta
Geog. Collection Sscple .
Reglou Technique Size
Pacific Intervievw 74
Follow-up 86
interview

E

Tse in a Black Chet:d”. Azerican Journal of Psvchiatry,
169, March 1971.

Ttem No. 95

. Percentsge of Respondents
Marijuana Hallucinogens Asphetaxines Barbiturates Heroin

Ever used S& S 20 4 3
Dropouts: Used before progras 37
Used after progras 3

Fsiled test: Used before progra= 40

Used after prograx 45
Passed test: Used before program £} S .

Used after prograz 4
NOTES |

Summarized above are the data on drug abuse found in this paper. The sazple of 74 constituted
about 76 percent of the population studled. The author feels that the duca are unusually reliable
because of the circumstances of their collection. He also indicates that the figures are comparable
to those found in several other studies which he cites. Irn the follow-up intervievs, the trsinees
were Questicned abous Sarijuana oaly. The categories "failed test” and "passed test” refer to an
appreaticeship test given upon cozpletion of the training. A conclusion is that drug use had very
1ittle effect on success or fallure in the work training progra=.

. -

Data )

Collectior Nu=ber of

Technique Respondents Freguency of Use

42-1tea 1301 1-5 tizes

sultiple choice $~10 rizes

queéstionnaire 11-15 tizes
16-20 tizes .
~21 tizes

lonlhlnel-eén Pa«t Background and Drug Use NAMRI-1135, Naval
Labcrstory, Naval «tospace Medical Ins.itute, Navsl Aerospace
Florids 32512, Jun: 28, 1971 (AD-735 102).

Ite= No.96

Percentage of Respondents’

¥arijuana Lsp Asphetazines Barbiturates Herotn

10 4 6 3 2

2 1 1 1 <1

1 <1 2 <1 <1

3 <1 1 2 <1 "

8 2 4 <1 <1
NOTES

The data cited sbuve have been inferred, as percentages . e total nusber of respon-
deats, fro=m data given in the report for four mutually excl... uf user groups. The
respondents had tsken the queationnaite voluntarily snd anony. . no inforzation is
given as to how the respondents vere selected. Out of an origs roup of 1508 who were

asked to take the questionnaire, 207 refused, leaving the net nunber of respondents of 1301.
The questfionnaire was 8 modification of 3 stsndardized psychiatrie interview questionnaire.

. Data
Ceog. Comzunity Collection
Region Tvpe Technique
Pacific Urban 300 questionnsires

100 intervievs

ss, Robert C . and Heldbreder, C A ., "A View of the Drug
ach to Youthful Drug "se snd Abuse” riiniral Pedfatrics,
. July 1972,

4 7,

p Q

ERIC ‘

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

) .

Itea No. 97

Percentage of Respondents

Frequeacy of Use Morifusna  Hashish LSD  Asphetasines  Barbiturates  Heroln
Never ’ 8.9 22.7 31.1 3.9 40.8 9.4

iried it . 7.2 10.7 15.1 18.7 18.8 12.0

Once 3 sonth or less 7.7 17.4 13.3 12.1 5.3 2.3

2 to 4 times a month 10.1 13.0 7.4 3.4 5.9 1.1

Every weekend or more 19.7 11.0 2.5 4.9 1.6 1.2

Every day 30.3 11.0* 0.0 4.4 3.6 1.7

%o longer use it 10.3 11.5 24.2 18.3 17.7

not ocre than three separate contacts with the drug

NOTES

Susmarized above are the data on drug usc found in this paper. The population consisted of
adolescents and Young adults from all socio-cultural levels and ethnic origins. but zmostly white
with lover-aiddie and middle class roots. The 300 patients were sclected at rsndom for written
questioning, and the 100 intervicvees were psrt of the 300. Ancuymity of the respondents was
guaranteed. The Paper includes a discussion of the distinction between dr'ig use and drug sbuse.
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4

Data Percentage of Respondents
Geog. Collection Number of Hari juana 1sD Other Hallucinogens Methedrine
Population Surveved Region Technique Respondents , Age 1-6x  26x 1-6x 26x 1-6x 26x 1-6x  26x
Adolescents £n Ohio East Question- 132 12 3 1 0.6 0.0 3.2 0.0 1.4 0.0
. ~ (pate not given) North naire 275 13 2 2 0.7 1.2 2.5 1.0 1.4 0.7
Central 645 14 3 3° 1.5 0.8 2.0 2.9 1.3 L7
953 15 4 8 2.0 2.4 3.5 3.0 3.0 3.0
= 982 143 5 10 3.3 2.7 4.9 4.1 3.4 4.1
- 1063 %7 6 9 .0 L6 4.5 3.1 2. 2.8
L 563 18 11 8 2.6 2.8 5.9 2.6 3.0 4.2
189 19 9 14 2.0 1.7 2.7 2.0 3.6 2.1
149 20 10 12 .7 0.0 @.7 1.3 2.5 2.7
., 139 21 17 12 3.0 0.6 5.4 1.6 3.7 %l
"\/ Y 2z 18 1 11 45 3.5 3.0 Le 3.3
67 23 7 12 3.0 0.0 7.5 2.8 0.0 2.5 |
23 24 i 12 0.0 0.0 4.2 (184} 0.0 0.0
Sex 1
2660 Yale .67 2.29 3.76 3.45
2595 Fenale 5.20 1.5 1.97 2.08 1
Color .
. 4106 White 6.62 1.77 2.31 235 |
997 Black 10.84 2.5, 5.12 3.02
1 Residence 1
3 1674 Urban 8.37 2.15 4.7 3.53
! 2071 Suburban 10 90 21?2 3.19 3.62
1461 Rural 1,58 0.62 0.62 0.62
Religion
1494 Catholic 2.5 0.80 1.07 1.20
2140 Protestan* £.07 1.59 2.80 2.38
440 Jewish 11.32 0.68 1.36 0.45
1121 Hone 13.20 3.48 5.17 5.33
REFERENCE NOTES
Coddington, R. Dean and Jacobsern, Robert, “"Drug The figures on drug vae bv age were read, as closely ac possidble, froz
Use by Ohio Adolescents--An Epidemiologic Study." 6 In this paper. The notation l-Gx means use from one to six times; >6x d
The Ohio State Medical Journal, pp. 481-484, May six times. The data on drug use wore than six times by sex, color, residen
1972, found in Table 1 in the paper, Ryelidence refers to the type of commumity

spent most of the last tem years. Undar religiem, “none” includes rébponse
where no indication was given.
The authors state that questionnaires were distributed throughout seve
order to obtain a representetive semple of the youthful population. The q
presanted to junfor high and high school students and collected anonymously
- graduate college students, sore pedical stnudents, and some adoleacents in t
Center (Columbus, Ohto) were included. Of 5,318 completed forsms, 5,299 wer
the analysis of data. No further detsils om the 8uTvey or the questionnair
paper.
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fngton, R. Dean and Jacobsen, Robvert, “Drug
by Ohio Adolescents--An Epidentologic Study."
Ohio State Medical Jourmal, pp. 481-484, May

Item No. 98

Percentape of Respondents
LSD Other lallucinogens Methedr ine Heroin

Marijuana

Age i-6x  >6x  1=6x 26x  1-6x >6x  1-bx 26x  1-6x 26x

12 3 1 0.6 0.0 3.2 0.0 1.4 0.0 1.5 0.7

13 2 2 0.7 1.2 2.5 1.0 1.4 0.7 1.4 0.6

14 3 3 1.5 § 0.8 __ 2.0 2.9 1.3 L7 0.6 0.8

15 4 8 2.0 2.4 3.% 3.0 3.0 3.0 1.6 1.4 I

16 5 10 3.3 2.7 4.9 4.1 3.4 41 2.8 2!7

17 6 9 3.0 L6 4,5 3.1 2.9 2.8 1.4 1.7

18 n v 2.6 2.8 5.9 2.6 3.0 4.2 0.7 14

19 9 14 2.0 1.7 2.7 2,0 3.6 2.1 0.9 1.7

20 10 12 2.7 0.0 4.7 1.3 2.5 2.7 0.0 0.0

21 17 12 3.0 0.6 5.4 1.6 3.7 3.1 0.6 0.8 \

22 18 3 1.1 4.5 3.5 3.0 1.0 3.3 0.8 0.0 ‘

23 17 12 3.0° 0.0 7.5 2.8 0.0 2.8 0.0 0.0

24 14 12 0.0 0.0 4.2 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Sex

Male 9.67 2.29 3.76 3.45 2,29

Fenmale 5.28 1.50 1.97 2.08 1.00

Color

White 6.62 1.77 2,31 2.38 0.88

Black 10.84 2,51 5.12 3.92 3.92 .
Residence
Urban 8,37 2,15 4.6 3.53 2,09
Suburban 10,90 2,17 3,19 3.62 1.30
Rural . 1.58 0.62 0.62 0.62 0.82
Religion . N
Catholic 2.54¢ 0.80 1.07 1.20 0.53
Protestan’ 6.07 1.59 2.80 2.38 1.45
Jewish 11. 82 0.68 1.36 0.45 ~ 0.68
None 13.20 3.48 5.17 5.33 2,77
NOTES

The figures on drug use by age weve read, as closely as possible, from Figures 2 through
6 in this paper. The notation 1l-6x means use from one to six times; >6x denotes use wmore than
six times. The data on drug use more than six times by sex, color, residence, and religion are
found in Table 1 in the paper. Rosidence refers to the type of community in which the respondent
spent most of the last ten years. Under religion, "none’ includes responses of "none* plus those
where no indication was given. N

The suthors state that questionnaires were distributed throvghout several areas in Ohio«in .
order to obtain a representative sample of the youthful populatica. The questionnaires vere
pregented to Junior high and high school students and collected znunymously., A sszple of under-
graduate college students, some medical students, and some adolescents in the Juvenile Diagnostic
Center (Columbus, Ohio) were included. Of 5,318 completed forms, 5,299 were complete enough for
the analysis of data. No further details on the survey or the questicnnaire are given {n the

paper.
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Reasons for using drugs
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