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The Economic Behavior of Street Opiate Users: Executive Summary -111-
ECONOMIC BEHAVIOR OF STREET QPIATE USERS

FINAL REPORT

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

In 1976, the Panel on Drug Use and Criminal Behavior (1976) reviewed the

jentifi ' i 1 report
literature and commissioned several scientific papers. This Pane P

i t
generated considerable controversy (see Clayton, 1981) when 1t concluded tha

i i are enerally
"convincing empirical data on drug use and crime g

unavailable--the principal reason being the lack of a long term, well
coordinated, policy relevant research program in the area."  This Panel

report listed several questions about the relationship of herein use to crime

and suggested many hypotheses and methodologies which needed exploration.

To conduct the basic recommended research and to address the questions
given in this Panel report, an application was submitted to the National
Institute on Drug Abuse in 1977 to study the “Economic Behavior of Street
Addicts," Bruce D. Johnson and Edward Preble, principal investigators. Two
years of funding for pilot research were provided by the National Institute on
Drug Abuse and by the National Institute of Justice. During 1978-79, the
staff developed innovative methodologies for 1locating, recruiting, and
systematically interviewing active street neroin and cocaine abusers (see
below and in Appendices A and B.) Many complex problems emerged, and
innovative techniques were developed to obtain detailed information about the
daily criminal behavior, drug use, income, and expenditures of these

persons. In 1979, these investigators submitted a new application to NIDA

for three additional years of funding to conduct a major study of the

The Economic Behavior of Street Opiate Users: Executive Summary -jy-
"Economic Behavior of Strect Opiate Users." The main report describes that

research effort, and provides answers to many of the questions asked in the
1976 Panel report. This executive summary highlights the major findings and
refers the reader to appropriate sections of the main report.

Design, Methodologies, and Respondents (Chapters II & III)

East Harlem was selected as the initial research site because it had many
methadone patients and street opiate users, a long history of being a high
addiction community, and because Edward Preble knew many heroin users in the
community. Two years (1978-79) of pilot research and instrument development
demonstrated that reliable and valid data could be collected from opiate users
recruited from the streets.

During these years, staff encountered many subjects whose physical
dependence upon heroin or opiates could not be ascertained, but who injected
(“mainlined") heroin or cocaine on at least several days per month. Thus, we
adopted the term "street opiate users" rather than addicts.” In 1980,
efforts were undertaken to locate a scientific probability sample of
opiate-using respondents from randomly selected blocks in East Harlem, but
this effort had to be abandoned for many practical reasons itemized in
Appendix A.

On the other hand, such persons were a highly visible presence on many
streets in East and Central Harlem. They were accustomed to being approached
by strangers (or contacted by others to buy drugs). Former heroin users with
good street reputations were hired. These field workers went to several
different blocks in East Harlem (and in 1981-82 to locations in Central
Harlem). They recruited "sfreet heroin users" who: a) had a history of heroin
use and were currently injecting heroin or using methadone (both legal and
jllicit); b) spent most of their %ime on the street or at illegal
institutions ('shooting galleries,' after hour clubs, etc.); and c) engaged
routinely in criminal activities, especially robbery, burglary, theft, and

drug sales, and other drug distribution crimes. L
- 477}@_’4__—_______‘;__——4_»——*4——*““__ L * D
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The Economic Behavior of Street Opiate Users: Executive Summary -V-
After locating subjects, the field workers brought them to a research

storefront for interviews. After obtaining the subject's informed consent,

research staff conducted the first of a series of interviews in which subjects
were asked to report about the previous day: a) their crimes and the dollar
income, b) the drug(s) they used, purchased, sold, or distributed, c¢) their
cash income from all sources, d) their cash expenditures for all purposes,

e) their involvement in methadone or other treatment, and f) whether they
received drugs or services at no cost (i.e., "in-kind") during the previous
day. Respondents were paid $10 and invited to return for an additional 8
interviews., During the next four days, they completed "daily" jinterviews. We
then asked them to return once during each of the next four weeks. At these
“weekly" meetings, they were interviewed about their behavior during the
preceding seven days. This generated 33 person days (5 "dailies" plus 28 days
on the four "weeklies") of data for each subject. During the first cycle of
interviewing, we also iaterviewed each person about his/her 1ife history,

In East Harlem, 132 subjects* completed this first cycle. As part of the
same study, street opiate users were recruited from Central (predominately
Black) Hariem in 1981-82; 69 subjects were interviewed about 33 consecutive
days. In addition, 110 subjects were invited to return for additional cycles
of four more “weekly" interviews (28 days) which were scheduled three to six
months apart. The actual interval between cycles varied greatly from subject
to subject across the two years of data collection. These 201 subjects
contributed collectively 11,417 person-days of data (an average of 57 days per

subject) during almost 2,500 separate interviews. This data collection period
ended in May, 1982,

* An additional 37 subjects provided fewer than 33 d
: . ays of da
been excluded from this analysis. Almost 85% of ythose g$3iégujt2:¥§
informed consent returned to the storefront on 9 different occasions to

provide the 33 days of data; a very hiagh r i ‘
among such street opiate users. Y ] Psponse and relnterview rate
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Among the 201 subjects, 75% were male; 55% were black, 44% Hispanic, and

1% white. While 56% were over age 30 and only 13% were under 25, this was
similar to the age distribution of clients in several methadone programs in
New York City. No important differences existed between the East Harlem and
Central Harlem respondents on almost all background variabies except that
almost all Central Harlem subjects were Black and somewhat older than East
Harlem subjects. Over 60% were high school dropouts and 60% claimed to have
been daily heroin users in the year prior to interview. They had 10 or more
years of heroin use since age 15, Almost 85% percent reported having been
arrested. They had an average of 8 arrests and 3 incarcerations. About half
claimed to support their drug use mainly by theft, a quarter by involvement in
drug business and 16% claimed to work as a major source of income.

These 201 street opiate users were among the most criminal persons ever
studied (Chapter VIII), The average street opiate users in this study had
the following major characteristics: 1) they had no or very little legal
income (work or welfare); 2) three quarters had no methadone treatment during
their reporting period; those admitted tend to drop out or not abide by
methadone clinic rules; 3) almost all subjects committed crimes on one to
five days per week; 4) most nf their cash income was derived from crime; and
5) all subjects use drugs on a near daily basis, although there was
considerable variation by type of drug. They spent most of their time on the
streets, in abandoned buildings, and in the company of other street opiate
users like themselves. In short, they were a highly deviant group.

The recruitment procedures probably seriously underrepresented methadone
clients who were ﬁoderate]y conventional. Because our subjects were not
recruited as part of a scientific sample, the findings cannot be generalized
to a larger population of street opiate users -- even to other New York City
opiate users. Nevertheless, their characteristics seem similar to many

persons in methadone programs and in other research studies.
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MAJOR QUESTIONS AND MAIN FINDINGS

The project was designed to address several questions raised by the Panel
on Drug Use and Criminal Behavior (1976) about the behavior of street opiate
users and heroiﬁ addicts. Many of these original questions can now be
answered with findings from this project, summarized below. These issues will
be discussed at length in the indicated chapters of the main report.

a) How, if possible, can accurate data on jncome, expenditures,

drug consumption and criminal activities of street opiate

users be measured on a short interval basis? (Chapter TI,
Appendices A and B)

Street opiate users can be located and recruited in high addiction
neighborhoods. They willingly answer virtually any question(s) when assured
that their answers will remain confidential and when they receive a modest
payment for their time. These subjects report details about specific crimes,
their drug consumption, and the money they received or expended, as well as
various forms of bartering for drugs, food, or .ervices. Requests for
information about a brief time period (such as a day) elicit detailed, high
quality data that would be otherwise unavailable.

b) How accurate, reliable, and valid are the data obtained?
{Chapter 11, Appendices A and B)

Such data, obtained on a day-by-day basis during interviews on differing
days, were at least as reliable, valid, and accurate as the data in any prior
study. Such data were generally reliable in that internal checks about a
given day's income and expenditures generally balance. Moreover, the patterns
of behavior reported in the first few interviews were typically reported in
later interviews, although considerable variability existed about the details

of events and the dollar amounts reported on different days.
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The data were also valid in the sense that field workers and interviewers

observed subjects selling stolen goods, or having large amounts of cash, being
under the influence of drugs, and participating in some of the activities they
described in interviews. Two different respondents occasionally reported the
same crime or drug use event. The accuracy of their estimates of the value of
drugs received for working in drug distribution, and other in-kind dincome,
were harder to assess. But since such "cashless" income had not been

systematically measured before, the data in the main report now provide major

new information.

c) How much heroin, cocaine, illicit methadone, legal methadone,
and other drugs do street opiate users. consume? How much 1s
purchased compared to the amounts received in-kind? (Chapters
IV &YV)

Subjects were classified into a Heroin User Typology according to the
approximate number of days during the reporting periods they used heroin per
week as: daily heroin users (6-7 days/week), regular heroin users (3-5
days/week), and irregular heroin users (0-2 days/week). Major findings were:

. Except for their heroin use, daily heroin users were not significantly
more involved with cocaine, alcohol, marijuana, or pills, than the less
regular heroin users, although there were some differences 1in the
proportion of person-days consuming specific drugs and the dollar amounts
used.

. Daily heroin users consumed over $17,000 worth of drugs per year (mostly
heroin) compared to about $5,000 by irregular heroin users,

. Heroin and cocaine accounted for almost 90% of the dollar value of drugs
used and purchased.

. Cash purchagses of drugs accounted for approximately 55-90% of the drugs
consumed, depending upon’ the specific drug and measure of purchase or
consumption,

Chapter V and subsequent chapters include a series of vignettes or brief
descriptions of the drug use patterns, criminal lifestyles and typical crime
events, as well as the typical 1iving patterns of selected subjects. These
vignettes convey the complexity of respondent lifestyles and provide insights

which cannot be presented in this executive summary.

3 - . e e A e
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i i i i jous types of
d) How much crime and cash income did addicts earn from vari
! predatory crimes Trobbery, burglary, theft), v1qt1m{ess c@;gig
(prostituting, pimping, conning), and drug distribution CrMI
TChapters VI & VIl)

Several important findings emerged from an analysis of nondrug crimes:

i ] imi i han regular and
Daily heroin users were criminally active on more dqys t .
irregular heroin users, but such differences were important mainly for
robbery, burglary, shoplifting, and other larcenies.

- - - ] L) than

. Daily heroin users had more nondrug offenses and.cr1m1na1 cash income

regu{ar or irregular heroin users; this was entirely due to the fact that
daily heroin users were criminally active on more days, and not because

they committed more crimes per day or gained larger cash returns per
crime,

. The heroin user types did not differ in forgery, con games, prostitution/
pimping, shoplifting-own use.

. Cash income from nondrug crime for all subjects was relatively modest at
$16/day (including days without crimes).

Drug distribution crimes were much more complex than previously described
in the professional literature. Several street opiate users "deal" (sell drug
directly to the buyer), but more engaged in steering, touting, and copping
(henceforth STC) or other drug-related crimes (renting works, running a
shooting gallery, tasting drugs--see Chapter VII and Goldstein, 1981).
Respondents gained "drug jncome" by working in the drug business, as well as
by stealing from, burglarizing, or robbing other drug distributors. In
addition, respondents obtained drugs by "avoided expenditures" -- as when they
obtained gifts, shared someone else's drugs, or ‘"copped short." Other
important findings also emerge:

While virtually all subjects engaged in drug distribution crimes, daily

heroin users were active on more days and obtained greater income in the

form of cash or drugs than irregular heroin users.

. Subjects engaged in steering, touting, and copping (STC) on a more regular
basis and received more '"drug income" for their labor in helping to
distribute drugs than from direct sales of drugs to buyers.

Daily and regular heroin users committed an average of over 800 drug

distribution crimes per year; irregular heroin users committed only about
250/year.

The Economic Behavior of Street Opiate Users: Executive Summary -x-

e) How many different criminal offenses do street opiate users
commit while on the street? With what returns? (Chapter VIII)

These street opiate users exhibited an extremely high volume of criminal
activity, generally higher than prior studies -- although not in every offense
category. By annualizing the number of crimes per day the offending rates
(lambda) of unapprehended criminals was estimated. Their cash income from
such crimes, however, was much more modest. These data showed:

. Daily heroin users committed about twice as many robberies (12/year) and
burglaries (34/year) per year as regular heroin users, and about five

times as many as irregular heroin users.

Daily heroin users committed 209 nondrug crimes per year compared with 162
among regular heroin users and 116 among irregular heroin users,

Regular and daily heroin users committed almost 1,000 major offenses per
year {including drug distribution crimes) compared with 360/year by
irregular heroin users.

. Minor crimes (fare evasion, drug thefts, 1illegal drug transfers between
friends) added an additional 147/year (irregular heroin users) to 311/yr
(daily heroin users) more offenses.

. Daily heroin users gained over $11,000 in criminal cash income versus less

than §5,000 among irregular heroin users.

. When drug income (the economic value of drugs received without cash

payment) was included, the annual economic value from crime received by

daily heroin users exceded $18,000 while irregular heroin users gaized
about §6,000,

The annualized offense rates among these street opiate users was generally
higher than among Miami heroin users (Inciardi, 1981), California
prisoners (Peterson, et al., 1980), a national treatment cohort (TOPS -
Coilins, et al., 1982abc), and as high or higher than among incoming

prison and jail inmates in Texas, Michigan, and California (Chaiken and
Chaiken, 1982).

. These subjects, especially the daily heroin users, exhibited levels of

criminal behavior which was among the highest ever recorded. This was
especially true when the many drug distribution crimes and other minor
offenses were systematically counted and included.

. Despite the very high rates of criminal offending, however, these

respondents (with some exceptions) obtained relatively modest cash income
from their crimes.
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f) How much noncriminal income do street opiate users generate
and trom what sources? {Chapter IX)

Street opiate users obtained very 1limited 1legitimate income from

employment, from welfare and other transfer payments, or from other
noncriminal sources. Noncriminal in¢come showed no significant variation among

daily, regular, and irregular heroin users. Specifically:

Less than half of these street opiate users obtained any income from
legitimate employment or from welfare/unemployment. These sources each
provided about $2,000 of cash income to all subjects with no variation by
heroin user type.

These street opiate users obtained about 81,4004year in favoided
expenditures” (meals, shelter, and other goods provide by family and
friends).

Cash income from employment, public transfer payments, friends, family,
respondent payments, and other income sources, provided slightly over
$4,000/year.

Clearly, these street apjate users lived at or below the federal poverty
Tine (54,729/yr for a single person).

Criminal cash income was greater than the noncriminal income among the
daily and regular heroin users.

g) How much cash do street opiate users expend upon nondrug
1tems? (Chapter X)

Nondrug expenditures exhibited no differences by heroin user types. All

subjects had very low levels of cash expenditures for nondrug purchases (about

$5,000/year).

Subjects spent about $1,000/year for food, about $700 for shelter, about
5700 upon thzir family, about $700 for alconol and cigarettes, and very
Tittle for other nondrug purposes.

Very few subjects had an apartment of their own and for which they paid
rent. Relatives, girlfriends, or others frequently paid <the basic
shelter costs and permitted the respondent to 1jve there in exchange for
an occasional cash gift, or purchase of a few groceries,

Expenditures for food were generally for snacks and food items consumed
during the day with available funds. "Meals" were generally eaten with
relatives, girlfiends, and others,

Thus, subjects carefully minimized thejr expenditures for basic
necessities such as food and shelter; their cash expenditures were low

even by poverty standards and in comparison with their Jow income
counterparts.

The Economic Behavior of Street Opiate Users: Executive Summary -xii-

h) How much income do street opiate users have and from what sources?
Fr_____Tr___Tr_.______.__a......._E._____.._.___,,__.__.._.________._______.,__..__,
Ow much cash income do street opiate users expend on various Jtems?

{Chapter XT)

The 1income of these respondents was more complex than previously
reported. Four analytically different kinds of "income" were received by
street opiate users: 1) cash income from crime (both drug distribution and
nondrug crime); 2)cash income from noncriminal sources; 3) "drug income" was
obtained when drugs having a real economic value were received but without a
cash purchase (generally, labor in or knowledge of the drug business was
exchanged for the drugs used); and 4) ™avoided expenditures" were a form of
income to respondents in that someone else paid cash for food, shelter, or
drugs so the subject avoided necessary cash expenditures. The data showed:

Daily heroin users had a total cash income of almost $15,000 per year of

street time (assuming no incarceration) compared to over $8,000 per year

among the irregular heroin users.

Daily heroin users obtained a total income (from all four types of income)

of almost 524,000 per year, compared to about $16,000 among the regular

heroin users, and about $11,000 for the irregular heroin users.

. These differences in total income were due mainly to the fact that daily
heroin users obtained over twice as much income as the irregular heroin
users -- from cash income from crime ($11,292 vs. $4 ,451), from avoided
expenditures (4,857 vs. $2,484, and about nine times as much in drug
payments (54,016 vs. about §805).

- Regular heroin users had incomes which were more similar to the irregular
heroin users than to the daily heroin users.

. The average respondent had somewhat over $11,500 in cash expenditures per
year, of which over a third ($54,200) involved cash purchases of heroin.

Over half (55,990) of these cash expenditures were cash purchases of
heroin plus cocaine,

The average respondent spent over one and a half times as much upon drugs
(57 ,252/54 ,257) as upon food, shelter, and other nondrug expenditures.

Daily heroin users had greater cash expenditures than regular or irregular
heroin users, only because they purchased so much heroin. They had
virtually the samé expenditures for cocaine, other drugsT and nondrug
purposes as the less regular heroin users.

. Noncriminal income was just about equal to nondrug expenditures.

Likewise, criminal income (including drug payments and avoided
expenditures for drugs and alcohol) was just about equal to annual
consumption of drugs.

ya a e
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i) How much were the stolen goods and illegal services worth? That is,

what were the direct and indirect economic values associated with

heroin users? {Chapter XT)

Despite their T1imited cash income from crime, illegal activities had
important economic values. Estimates were made of the "fence" factor (i.e.
the fair retail value of merchandise stolen during burglary, robbery, and
theft). Additional estimates were made of 33 different components of economic
values, including the "value added" to the illegal drug distribution system by
the labor performed in the drug business by these subjects. These estimates

showed:

. The average street opiate user had direct economic values of almost
520,000 per year, of which almost $14,000 was from the goods or cash
obtained during nondrug crimes, mainly shoplifting or burg]anx, $2,600
was from noncriminal sources, and 52,900 was from avoided expenditures,

Daily heroin users had three times (almost $30,000) greater direct
economic values than the irregular heroin users (almost $10,000),

Indirect economic values (drug sales, STC returns, income tax evasion,
and the "value added" to the illegal drug distribution system) were also
substantial (about $14,400/year), with the daily heroin users ($25,400)
having five times more indirect economic values than irregular heroin
users ( §5,000), :

When direct and indirect economic values were combined, daily heroin
users had total economic values of about $55,000, regular heroin users
about $32,000, and irregular heroin users about $15,000,

. These estimates of economic values did not include many other factors
typically included in prior research “about social costs such as:
foregone productivity of legitimate work, police, court, correction,
probation/parole, treatment costs, private anti-theft costs, fear of
crime, and the psychic pain to vitims.

The Economic Behavior of Street Opiate Users: Executive Summary -xiv-

J) MWhat types of criminal offenders were involved in heroin abuse? How
0€S _neroin use among such criminal offenders affect their crime

rates and criminal income? {Chapter XIIT)

Chaiken and Chaiken (1982) recently developed a new way to classify
crimina] offenders which was reproduced as closely as possible among these New
York street opiate users. The central findings of their study were
replicated in almost all essential respects, and extended to 1include
information about criminal income. Street heroin users classified into the
most serious categories of this hierarchy, when compared with subjects in the
iess serious categories:

. Exhibited greater breadth of criminal involvement (i.e. commit a larger
number of different kinds of crime).

- Were as likely or more 1likely to report involvement in any given specific
offense,

. Were apt to commit the most serious (robbery and burglary) crimes on a
greater proportion of person days, and to commit less serious crimes on as
many or more person days.

Committed as many or more crimes per year,

. Obtained a high annual cash income from definitional offenses and from all
offenses,

The most serious offenders, the robber-dealers, committed robbery and
drug sales at high rates and also committed burglaries, property crimes,
and steering/touting/copping at high rates also. The robber-dealers also
had high cash income from most offenses, and had the highest overall
criminal income¢ from all crimes.

Almost all subjects engaged in steering, touting, and copping; this
behavior appeared to be relatively independent of ‘“drug dealing;"
criminal offender types not selling drugs appeared about as Tikely engage
in STC as those who sell drugs.

. This criminal offender typology was strongly related to the heroin user
typology. :

. Half of the daily heroin users were classified as robbers, while a
quarter of the regular heroin users and 13% of the irregular heroin
users were robbers,

Irregutar heroin users were especially concentrated among those
classified in the theft and lower level drug dealer categories.

Among a specific category of criminal offender, the more regular the
heroin use, the greater the annual crime rate and criminal cash income
from all major crimes.
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Robber-dealers (11% of all subjects) committed 60% of all robberies, 26%
of all drug sales, 22% of all burglaries, 10% of the theft offenses, and
14% of the STC offenses. In short, the most serious offender types
committed a disproportionate share of the total volume of all crimes, but
especially the most serious crimes.

k) How do subjects with some methadone treatment compare tn
those without 1t? {Chapter XIV)

A quarter of these street opiate users reported having "some" methadone

treatment during their reporting period; they exhibited much variation in the
number of days enrolled, whether they took their medication as prescribed, or
distributed it to others. Moreover, our recruitment techniques located the

least compliant methadone patients. Several important findings emerged:

Although it might be anticipated that street opiate users without current
methadone treatment might be more deviant than those with such treatment,
few differences in their demographic characteristics or prior criminal or
drug use history were found.

Subjects with some methadone treatment were a third as 1ikely to be daily
heroin users and twice as 1ikely to be irregular heroin users as subjects
without methadone treatment.

Some evidence suggested that subjects without methadone treatment were
avoiding it and other kinds of treatment. Only 10% of those classified as
robbers reported some methadone treatment, and only one such subject
consumed legal methadone during two-thirds of his reporting period.

Very few subjects mentioned a desire to go to treatment to our staff; the
rare request for help to gain treatment entry was seldom followed up by
the subject.

With a few exceptions, the evidence suggested that few (if any) of the
subjects not in methadone treatment would voluntarily enter treatment in
the near future. This avoidance of treatment appeared most pronounced
among the most seriously criminal who also were daily heroin users.
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1) What combinations of heroin use and criminality have the greatest
social 1mpact? (Chapter XV),

Four dimensions of social impact were developed: the annual number of
offenses, criminal severity scores (after Wolfgang and Figlio, 1982),
criminal income, economic values, and the seriousness of illicit drug use.

In addition, an Intensive Criminality Typology was developed and had five
categories: a) robbers and daily heroin users were "intensives;" b)
nonrobbers but daily heroin users were “highs;" c¢) robbers and nondaily
heroin users were "actives;" d) nonrobbers and regular heroin users were
"inactives;" e) nonrobbers and irregular heroin users were "“lows." This
typology was essentia11yla four-fold classification along the robber-nonrobber
and daily-nondaily heroin user dimension, except that the large cell of
nonrobbers/ nondaily heroin users (54% of all subjects) was subclassified into
nonrobbers who were regular and irregular heroin users. Major findings
emerged:

. The intensive criminals were not significantly different than their less
criminal counterparts on most major background characteristics nor did
they report greater drug use or criminal activity and income (excepting
robbery and burglary) during the year previous to interview.

. Nevertheless, 1intensive criminals (and sometimes the highs) had
significantly greater values than their less criminal counterparts on a
variety of measures of social impact, especially those involving criminal
income and economic values. Specificially, intensive criminals had
three to six times greater social impacts than the lows and about twice
as much criminal income and economic values as their inactive and active
counterparts.  While the intensive criminals always had the highest mean
values on these social impact measures, their values usually did not
differ significantly from the highs, with the important exception of the
economic values associated with their nondrug crime.

. Daily heroin users had social impacts which were significantly greater
than nondaily heroin users regardiess of whether the person was also a
robber,

. Despite their greater criminal income and economic harm, however,

intensive criminals did not report significantly more arrests or years of
incarceration than their less criminal counterparts.
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SUMMARY AND POLICY IMPLICATIONS (Chapter XVI)

"Policy implications" were understood to be a set of goals cr objectives
flowing naturally from the research findings. Treatment or criminal justice
practitioners may be able to design programs, practices, or techniques to
accomplish such objectives. These "implications," however, were not "policy
recommendations” which suggest specific steps about how to implement changes
in existing arrangements.

Evidence from this study and from other recent research documented a

central major policy implication for American Society:

The most criminally active street opiate users are "s1ipping between the
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Policy Implications

cracks™ of the criminal justice and treatment systems.

The most criminally active persons in this study, the "intensive
criminals" were defined as robbers and daily heroin users. Similar findings
were reported by Ball, et al. 1981; Chaiken and Chaiken (1982); Chaiken
(1983); Moore, et al., (1981), Johnson, (1981); Johnson, et al, (1983a).
This study and these sources demonstrated that additional information about
daily and/or high cost heroin use may assist in identifying high risk street
opiate users. Such intensive criminals were rarely in methadone treatment and
other drug treatment was uncommon. In short, intensive criminals "slip away"
from or avoid treatment.

The criminal justice system largely ignores the drug use patterns of
arrestees in making prosecutorial and sentencing decisions. Moreover, the
prior arrest and 1incarceration histories did not distinguish intensive
criminals from their less criminal counterparts. Thus, they appear to "slip
through” the criminal justice system with jail and prison sentences which were
typically short and generally not more severe than their less criminal

counterparts. Five major policy implications summarized below are documented

at more length in the main report:

A-- Daily heroin users who committed robbery were the most criminally
active.  These "intensive criminals" had high crime rates, criminal
severity scores, criminal income, and economic values and should be a
major focus of criminal justice agencies and social policies to
address criminality among stieet opiate users.

B - Intensive criminals report prior arrests and incarcerations that did
not differ greatly from their less criminal counterparts; thus they
will be difficult to systematically identify from current informaticn
maintained by the criminal justice system.

C - Despite their very high crime levels, however, a social policy’ of
incarcerating street opiate users does not appear to be a socially
appropriate or economically reasonable sofution for their criminality.

D - Despite widespread patterns of multiple drug use among street opiate
users, the drugs imposing major economic problems were heroin
(primarily) and cocaine. Social policies designed to reduce by half
the regularity or dollar amount of heroin (or cocaine) consumed,
especially by daily users, would have substantial benefits for both
society and these street opiate users.

E - While additional capacity is needed for all persons voluntarily
seeking methadone treatment, new social policies need to be designed
having the objective of effectively identifying criminally active
street opiate users and pressuring and monitoring them to reduce their
heroin and other drug abuse patterns. Such policies must be
especially directed towards street opiate users currently avoiding
methadone or other treatment.

This study cannot definitely answer the difficult question, "what then can
be done with these highly criminal street opiate users?" Suggested directions
implied by thé data, however, involve closer coordination and cooperation
between the criminal justice system and treatment systems. New social
policies and institutional arrangements need to be carefully developed so that
more systematic, probably daily, pressure is placed upon criminally active
street opiate users to detoxify and enter long term drug abuse treatment
programs. Once arrested and convicted of crimes, including minor offenses,
they should undergo routine monitoring for drugs by urinalysis, and be
required to attend treatment programs daily and report for long counseling
sessions, Other innovative approaches also need careful exploration and
implementation. Whatever solutions are developed, the high criminality levels
among street opiate users demand to be addressed more directly than during the

five year study period of the Economic Behavior Project.
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CHAPTER I

INTRODUCTION AND OBJECTIVES

This monograph presents findings from a major research study about the
economic behavior of street opiate users. In 1976, two factors were
associated with the submission of a major proposal to the National Institute
on Drug Abuse (NIDA). The Federal government had requested a group of
scholars to review and provide recommendations about the linkages between
drugs and crime, especially heroin and crime. The report by the Panel on
Drug Use and Criminal Behavior (1976) generated considerable controversy
(Clayton, 1981) because it reached conclusions that were generally divergent
with the prevailing beliefs about the importance of heroin addiction as a
cause of crime. Specifically the Panel Report (1976) concluded that
"convincing empirical data on drug use and crime ... are generally unavailable
~ the principal reason being the lack of a Tong term, well coordinated, policy
relevant research program in the area." This panel also generated many
questions about the relationship of heroin use to crime and suggested many
hypotheses and methodologies which needed exploration, These questions
provided a guide for planning the research effort leading to this report.

A second factor in the decision to submit a proposal was the research
being conducted by Edward Prebie on a NIDA research grant, "The Ethnography
of Drug Use Among Two White Ethnic Groups" (ETHNOS) (Preble and Johnson,
1978). Preble was collecting fascinating information from street heroin
users in a ghetto community with high levels of opiate addiction, He appeared

to be about the only researcher doing so on a systematic basis in 1977.
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Thus, the Panel's review of the professional Tliterature pointed to

critical questions which needed systematic study and Preble was daily
demonstrating that detailed data could be collected from hard-to-reach heroin
abusers.  Accordingly, Principal Investigators Johnson and Preble developed a
research proposal which was funded for two years to demonstrate that
systematic data could be obtained. During 1978 and 1979, the research staff
explored a variety of methodologies for collecting systematic and quantifiable
data from street opiate users about their: criminal activity and income, drug
consumption and purchases, income from all sources, expenditures for all
purposes, arrests during the reporting period, and involvement in drug or
alcohol treatment.

During the two years of pilot research, the staff found that street opiate
users could be easily recruited to participate in this research effort when
assured that all data would be kept strictly confidential. During the course
of a half to one hour interview, they would willingly answer almost any
question(s) asked by the interviewer for a bayment of $5 to $10.  They would
reveal in great detail the commission of both serious and minor crimes, and
about how they managed to subsist with minimal expenditures for food or
shelter. One difficulty was developing data collection instruments and codes
which could systematically collect data about the complex 1ifestyles followed
by these respondents. Assigning economic values to the noncash (barter)
exchanges involving drugs, goods and -services which involved no cash
expenditures was problematic.

Nevertheless, by the end of the two pilot years, 51 subjects had been
interviewed on a daily basis for 30 or more consecutive days. Based upon the
success of the pilot years, Johnson and Preble submitted a second proposal in
1979 for a three year research effort to study the Economic Behavior of Street
Opiate Users which was funded for three years (1980-1982). This report

provides an analysis of the data collected during that period.:
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The rationale and background section of the 1979 proposal identified

several major questions and issues which this report can now answer in a
systematic fashion. The literature available in 1979 (and most of it in
subsequent years - see Gandossy, et al. 1980; Inciardi, 1981; Johnson, 1981)
revealed that little or no quantitative data existed which described the
social characteristics, criminal activities and income, and the economic
behavior of street opiate users when they were actually active on the
street. Almost all estimates in the published literature on habit size,

crimes committed, or dollar values stolen, were derived from retrospective
interviews with addicts in treatment programs, Jjail, or followup studies of
samples from these institutions.

Moreover, no information or data existed about addict economic behavior
(total dincome and expenditures, regardless of the source of dincome or
patterns of expenditures). Although ecconomic supply and demand theories have
been used to formulate drug policies, basic economic data about addicts were
almost totally absent. From the beginning of this research effort, plans
were made to describe the behavior of street opiate users and not to test
hypotheses about the linkages of drugs to crime. Thus, this report will be
primarily descriptive; it documents empirical regularities rather than test
hypotheses.

The following questions were formulated to guide this research -- relevant
data are presented in subsequent chapters:

a) How, if possible, can accurate data on income, expenditures, drug
consumption, and criminal activities of street opiate users be measured on

a short interval basis?

b) How accurate and valid are data obtained by various techniques?
¢) How much heroin, cocaine, methadone, alcohol, and other drugs do street

opiate users consume? How does the amount of drugs purchased compare to
the amount of drugs received as gifts or in-kind payments?
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d) How much cash income do street opiate users earn from various types of
predatory (robbery, theft, burglary) and victimless (prostituting,
gambling, drug selling/touting, etc.) crimes?

e) How much income do street opiate users generate and from what sources?

f) How much cash do street opiate users expend upon various items? (food,
shelter, clothing, opiates, other drugs, etc.)?

g) What proportion of street opiate user income is spent on heroin and other
drugs? .

h) How many different criminal offenses do street opiate users commit during
their time on the street?

i) If street opiate users are classified according to their criminal
lifestyle (i.e., major sources of income), how does this relate to their
drug use and drug using lifestyle?

Jj) How much are the stolen good(s) and/or illegal services worth to society?

That is, how much economic cost do street opiate users have upon on the
victims of their ¢crime and upon society?

k) Previous research has noted that a few criminals commit a
disproportionately large share of all crime. How many and what
proportion of the street opiate users are such jntensive criminals and
what social impact do these intensive criminals have on society?

1) What kinds of street opjate users are or are not in drug treatment
programs?

m) As heroin consumption becomes more regular and daily, 1is there an
increase in criminal activity?

This 1ast question, when broadened to include all other economic béhaviors
(drug consumption, income, expenditures, treatment) will provide a guiding
focus for this entire report. In chapter IV, all respondents have been
classified into typology of heroin users according to the number of days
during their reporting period that they used heroin. They are classified as
"daily heroin users" if they consumed heroin on 6 or 7 days per week (or over
78% of the time) as "regular heroin users" if they use heroin on 3 - 5 days
per week (or 36% to 77%) of the time; and as "irregular heroin users" if they
used heroin on 2 or less days per week or under 35% of the time). This
classification of respondents according to their frequency of heroin use will

be employed in all chapters as a major independent variable.
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Thus, the focus of this report is upon persons and not upon the process or

day-to-day patterns of involvement. That is, respondents will be classified
according to their heroin consumption (Chapter IV), their criminal lifestyle
(Chapter XIII), and the regularity of their involvement in methadone treatment
(Chapter XIV) which will be related to a variety of dependent variabies of
economic activity such as: the percent of respondents who are active, the
number of person-days active, the annual number of offenses or acts, and the
annualized cash value.

The central question raised throughout this report is: How different are
daily heroin users from the regular and irregular heroin users in their use of
nonheroin drugs, criminal activity and income, noncriminal income, nondrug
expenditures, drug distribution activities, and in the economic costs and
social impact upon victims and the larger society?

The data collected during this research, however, were also designed to
permit analysis of the process of addiction and patterns of criminality on a
day-by-day basis. Some data from the daily lives of selected subjects have
been included as vignettes or brief scenarios to provide ethnographic examples
of the behaviors which have been included in the quantitative data analyses.
The vignettes are included in several chapter, especially those on drug use
and crime (V - YII). Analyses of these processes will be provided in later
papers from the Economic Behavior project. In forthcoming papers, the
criminal patterns of street opiate users on days with and without heroin use
can be examined, and the impact of methadone upon heroin consumption will be

analyzed. Likewise, diverse patterns of criminal behavior will be documented.

Organization of This Report

This report addresses most of the questions above.  Chapter II presents
the research design and methodology employed in collecting the data. Two
lengthy appendices (A & B) provide detailed rationales and descriptions about

how methodologies were developed and this research was carried into the field,
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The chapter ends with remarks about how all data in the report have been

statistically standardized. Chapter III presents information about the
backgrounds and other criminal and drug using characteristics of the 201
respondents. The age, sex, and ethnicity of our subjects are also compared
with clients in methadone treatment programs.

Chapter IV presents information about these respondent's heroin use levels
and develops a Heroin Uéer Typology which is employed as the major independent
variable in all subsequent chapters. Chapter V presents findings about the
patterns of drug consumption and purchase among these street opiate users.
Chapter VI presents detailed information about the various types of nondrug
crimes (robbery, burglary, theft, etc.) committed, the percentage of
respondents and person days active in each offense type, the number of
offenses, and the cash income generated by such crimes. Chapter VII presents
information about respondent involvement in crimes involving drug distribution
-- particularly drug sales, steering, touting,‘iopping, and drug thefts.
Chapter VIII provides annual estimates of the number of criminal offenses and
criminal income obtained by these respondents from both nondrug and drug
distribution crimes and compares these findings with those of similar
studies.

Chapter IX presents information about the respondent's cash income from
sources other than crime. Chapter X provides information about cash
expenditures for purposes other than drugs. Chapter XI provides evidence
about the total income and cash expenditures by these respondents.

By making several conservative assumptions about the actual value of
stolen goods, the annualized economic costs imposed by different types of

heroin users are presented in Chapter XII.



< i I AR L R

%

Introduction and Objectives -7~
In Chapter XIII, a typology of criminal behavior is developed and shown

to relate strongly to the Heroin User Typology. In Chapter XIV, a typology
of legal methadone consumption is developed and related to measures of
criminality and heroin use. In Chapter XV, an Intensive Criminality
Typology of respondents is developed and related to several measures of social
impact including offense rates, criminal income, economic costs, criminal
severity scores, and seriousness of involvement with drugs.

Chapter XVI summarizes the findings and outlines some of the policy

implications of this research.
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CHAPTER II

RESEARCH DESIGN AND METHODOLOGY

In order to answer questions listed in Chapter I, the Economic Behavior
Project also had to develop pioneering methodologies and techniques for
obtaining systematic and quantifiable information from seriously criminal drug
users about their: criminal behavior and income; drug use, purchase, and
sale; 1income from all sources; and expenditures for all purposes. When the
project first began, there was initial skepticism that street opiate users
and criminals would report detajls of their illegal activity to outside
researchers. Even in 1983, many persons feel strongly that such information
could not possibly be obtained.

Nevertheless, this report presents systematic information demonstrating
that such data can be collected and analyzed in a coherent fashion. In some
respects, the development of research methods for collecting data from street
opiate users may be as fascinating as the substantive findings to many
readers. A full exposition of our research techniques at this point would
greatly detract from the central findings. Thus, this chapter provides only
a very brief description of the research design and methodologies used to
conduct the study so that the findings in subsequent chapters can be
understood and interpreted clearly.

In addition to this chapter, over 90 pages of appendices (A & B) provide
further details about how methodologies were developed for collecfing detailed
data on a day-by-day basis about the economic behavior of street opiate
users, In fact, the current chapter is a condensed version (almost an
abstract) of the major points more extensively documented in Appendix A, "A
Methodological History." In addition, Appendix B, "Taking Care of [Research]

Business" provides an ethnographic account of how this research project was

carried into the field and describes staff experiences in deéling with street

opiate user subjects and exaddict fieldworkers in a low income neighborhood.
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A Brief Qverview of the Economic Behavior Project

The main methodological objective was to obtain detailed descriptive
information about street opiate users and their routine criminal behavior,
drug use, purchase, and sale, income from all sources, and expenditures for
all purposes. In order to obtain such data, staff selected two low income
communities (East and Central Harlem) in New York City where heroin use has
been endemic for decades. Research storefronts were located in these
communities and exaddict, exoffender field workers employed to recruit
criminally active street opiate users from different neighborhoods in the
study area; they brought potential subjects back to the storefront for
interviewing.

Respondents were interviewed about their economic behavior for five
consecutive days, and then interviewed for four consecutive weeks about the
seven preceding days, providing 33 days of data. About a third of the
respondents returned for subsequent cycles (four weekly interviews covering 28
days) between three and six months after the first. Subjects were also
interviewed about their history of criminality and drug abuse prior to this
research.

The data were coded, entered, and computerized -- providing the data for
this report. Although 238 subjects were recruited, 201 subjects (84%)
completed the first interview cycle and provided 33 days or more person-days

of data. The characteristics of these subjects are described in Chapter III,

A. Street Opiate Users and Street Criminals

This research was originally (1977 application) designed to study street
opiate addicts. = But during the pilot years (1978-79), staff encountered
many subjects whose physical dependence upon heroin or opiates could not be
ascertained. Surprisingly, many subjects reported several days without
heroin or opiate use, and consumed widely varied amounts of opiates on

successive days (Johnson, 1979,1983),
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Nevertheless, 1if abuse is roughly equated with injecting drugs into a

vein ("mainlining"), most subjects continued to abuse heroin, other opiates,
or cocaine several times a month, They also reported long histories of
heroin abuse and living in the streets. They were also observed living a
Tifestyle consistent with that of the public image of "addicts." Recognizing
that "addict" is a chameleon concept (Johnson, 1978), the research staff
began using the term "street opiate users" to describe our respondents.

Rather than try to impose a conceptual (or academic) definition upon
respondents (and exclude those who did not apply), staff relied mainly upon
field workers to recruit respondents who exhibited a variety of behaviors,
some of which are specified below. Our main objective was to ensure that
subjects exhibiting a variety of opiate using and criminal lifestyles were
recruited. Nevertheless, the idea of "street opiate users" contains three
major ideas.

Opiate use refers to the consumption of heroin and/or methadone. All
subjects reported the use of one or both of these drugs during their reporting
periods. In addition, although we did not ask direct questions about route
of administration, almost all subjects appeared to have mainlined heroin
and/or cocaine for several years., Recruiters were told to direct their
attention towards finding persons who were currently injecting heroin, and to
underrecruit methadone clients who were mainly alcoholics (this was based upon
experience during the pilot years--see Appendix A).

These subjects were mainly on the streets. During most of the daytime and
frequently late intc the night, these subjects reported being physically on
the streets or in other illegal locations (shooting galleries, after-hours
clubs, apartments from which drugs were sold). They spend relatively little
time at home, at work, or in other conventional pursuits. Although such
persons form a small proportion of the total population, they are a major
visible presence in certain "copping communities" (Hughes, 1977) in the study

aread.
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A third major criteria for recruitment was the field worker's opinion that

the subject was engaged in some form of criminality. While emphasis was
placed upon locating those committing robbery, burglary, and theft, several
street drug dealers were also recruited. Field workers were asked to locate
persons who exhibited a range of criminal behaviors. This they were able to
do, but with some 1imitations.

The criteria of selecting "street opiate users" who were mainly involved
in street crime had the effective result of excluding many persons who may
have one of these criteria but not others. For example, persons who snorted
heroin or cocaine, but did not generally mainline drugs, would generaily have
not been recruited. While many subjects were recruited from Toiterers around
methadone programs, field staff accepted only a few methadone alcoholics.
Moreover, methadone clients who were employed, or were otherwise conventional,
or who avoided hanging out on the streets were uniikely to be recruited.
Hercin abusers who were "house connections" (sold drugs from apartments) but
did not hang out on the streets were also uniikely to be recruited. High
Tevel dealers and importers were not located.

Nonheroin users who committed crimes were also unlikely to be recruited,
That is, professional fences, loan sharks, marijuana dealers, numbers runners,
bookies, safecrackers, truck hijackers, "hit men," members of organized
crime, etc. were not recruited if they did not inject heroin or cocaine
(although some of our subjects were occasionally involved in such activities).

In short, the recruitment procedures assured tha% street opiate users who
engaged in street crime were effectively recruited; while persons lacking such
characteristics, although engaging in opiate use or some forms of crime were
effectively excluded. As a partial result of our recruitment techniques,
our subjects are among the most criminal ever recruited and also exhibit
varied patterns of heroin and other drug use, as the data in following

chapters show.
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B. The Research Location -- East and Central Harlem

There were three major reasons for selecting East and Central Harlem in
Manhattan as the location for this research. First, these two communities
have among the highests levels of opiate use in the country; many heroin
users reside there or come to these neighborhoods to obtain drugs. Second,
many of these opiate users spend most of their time on the streets and are
available as potiential subjects. Third, co-principal investigator Edward
Preble had many years of expewience with street opiate users in East Harlem
and had been able to recruit them for previous research activities. Thus,
gaining access to and gaining the trust of heroin users in these communities
was easily accomplished in a short time.

East Harlem, referred to as "Spanish Harlem" or “El Barrio," is the area
from Fifth Avenue to the East River north of 96th Street. Demographically,
the population is about 44% black (1977 data); the remainder is mainly of
Hispanic origin, although a few whites also 1ive in the area. East Harlem is
generally high on several indicators of social disorganization.

Central Harlem includes the area from 5th Avenue to Morningside Avenue and
St. Nicholas (on the West) from 110th to 135th Street. Over 95% of the
population is black. Central Harlem's reputation throughout the country is
that of the heroin capital of the U.S.A., 1if not the world. Almost all
problems of ghetto 1ife affect Harlem, but public and widespread heroin
distribution and use has been a continuing problem in this community since the
end of World War II. Several decades of enforcement efforts have been unable
to prevent widespread street sales. East and Central Harlem have perhaps the

largest number of street opiate users in the country.*

* The Lower tast 37de of Manhattan rivals these communities in the probable
number of street opfate users and has drug "supermarkets" (where touts
openly and aggressively solicit customers wishing to buy heroin, cocaine,
marijuana and other drugs) rivaling those of Central and East Harlem.
Moreover, drug dealers from white communities and the entire New York
metropolitan area frequently “cop" (buy) high quality drugs at locations
in the Lower East Side -- this also occurs in Harlem and East Harlem.
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Graph 1. 1

Methadone Clients in Northern Manhattan

by Zip Code of Residence in 1979
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One of the better indicators of the large numbers of opiate users in this

community comes from the New York methadone central registry. Data presented
in Figure II. 1 shows that the southern East Harlem ZIP code (10029} has more
currently active MMTP clients than any of the nearby ZIP code zones and that
Central and East Harlem Zip Codes (10026,10027,10030,10035) have many more
MMTP clients than other ZIP codes. Almost 1,600 clients (or almost 6% of
all MMTP clients in New York City) reside within the two East Harlem ZIP codes
(10029, 10035), another 2,500 (or almost 9%) reside in Central Harlem ZIP
codes (10026, 10027, 10030, 10037). Assuming that one former methadone client
and one heroin injector who has never been in treatment exist for each current
methadone client, the total street opiate user population may be 4,000 - 5,000
or more in East Harlem, with an equal or larger number in Central Harlem. The

figures may actually be considerably higher.

C. The Storefront as a Place for Routine Data Collection

While different potential techniques for obtaining routine economic
behavior data from respondents were tried in 1978-79, formal interviews at a
field office or "storefront" proved to be a very efficient way of obtainiﬁg
high quality economic behavior data from respondents. Other techniques were
tried but found difficult to implement (See Appendix A). By locating the
research staff in a field office that blends naturally into the study
neighborhood, the subjects felt comfortable.

The major difficulties with using a storefront as an interview site were:
1) the poor condition of most rental space available, 2) congestion of
respondents wanting to be interviewed during the morning hours, and 3)
problems associated with staffing and supervision of the nonprofessional
staff. These difficulties are specified in more detail in Appendix B.
Nevertheless, the advantages of a neighborhood storefront for conducting a
confidential and structured interview to obtain detailed information from

street opiate users vastly outweighed the disadvantages.
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D. Recruitment of Subjects

Locating research subjects was among the easiest tasks which this research
faced, especially since respondent payments were available. As Preble (1980a)
indicates, the need for money was continuous among street opiate users, What
initially appeared to be a mean motive, the need for money, could be
transformed into a fruitful research relationship by following careful
procedures to protect confidentiality and by skillful rapport building and
interviewing. The respondent quickly comes to provide high quality
information about his activity in return for a modest payment (55 or $10) for
30 minutes to 2 hours of his time.

During the main data collection period, 1980-1982, the research staff
relied heavily upon exaddict/exoffender staff who were sent into the streets
to locate subjects. These field workers approached unknown persons on the
street, but more frequently found a previous acquaintance who informally
introduced them to other potential respondents. In order to ensure a
diversity of lifestyles among respondents, these staff were directed to go to
different blocks in the study community with directions to avoid bringing in
too many "low lifes,”" and to concentrate on finding heroin users who did
robbery, burglary, frequent thefts, and drug sales, as well as to bring in
about one female for every two or three males (our estimate of the probable
sex ratio).

Although efforts were made to develop a quasi-scientific sampling frame
permitting respondent selection with a known probability of selection, many
problems were encountered and this effort was dropped (see Appendix A). Thus,

this study does not and cannot generalize to a broader population of street

opiate users.* On the other hand, little evidence exists that our subjects
are greatiy different than other heroin users; their sex and ethnic distri-

putions appear similar to clients in methadone programs (see Chapter III),

*  Hunt, et al. (1983) conducted a contemporary study of opiate users in and
around methadone clinics in the Bronx, New Jersey, and Connecticut, Their
subjects were frequently white and had stable employment.
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In order to maintain initial and long-term contact with respondents, the

initial week of interviewing was critical (see Appendix A for rationale).
Short interviews with respondents on five successive days were important for
building rapport. The interviewer and respondent developed a sense of trust,
respect, and 1iking for one another. Respondents learned what information was
being sought and paid somewhat more attention tb the details of their income,
expenditures, crime, and drug use. Thus, most of the persons completing five
daily interviews completed 33 consecutive days of interviews, and many were
found at a later time for additional cycles of dinterviews. Clearly, the
initial effort at building rapport established a firm research relationship
which paid major dividends (valid and reliabie data, consistent future
reporting, and ease of maintaining a long term relationship) with the street

opiate users being studied in this project.

E. Development of Instrumentation

A major challenge facing this research was the development of instruments
(interview schedules and coding schemes) by which the complexity of respondent
behavior could be captured and measured in a systematic quantitative
fashion. At the beginning of this research, the investigators decided to
obtain detailed data only about common crimes where an economic value (i.e.
money, drigs, or goods) was possible. All other crimes which could not
provide an economic benefit to the respondent were excluded, Thus,
respondents were not asked questions about assault (aggravated and simple),
rape, homicide, arson, weapons possession, vandalism, disorderly conduct,
property damage, etc. (see Appendix A for rationale).

Likewise, obtaining details about specific criminal or drug use episodes
as units of analysis was not possible. Rather, the respondent would be asked

to sum across all crime and drug-related episodes of a given kind for a single
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Research Design and Methodoliogy -17- L
day, and report the total dollar income. This means that the smallest unit o

analysis is the person-day (see below). Thus, very rich detail about crime
events (and we had some very interesting crimes reported) would not be
systematically obtained for each event. Rather, the interviewer Wwas asked
to write a brief scenario about the crime on the back side (the 'flip side')
of the interview form.

Interviews with respondents were focused upon their economic behavior
during a particular 24 hour period, called the person-day. Staff developed
both a daily interview schedule (used during 1978-79), and a weekly interview
schedule (used for the main study, 1980-82) to obtain detailed quantitative
data about the crimes, drug use/purchase/sale, income, and expenditures during
each reporting person-day. A variety of instruments were pilot tested and
revised during 1978-79 (and are described in Appendix A).

Most of the information analyzed in subsequent chapters, however, comes
from a weekly interview schedule that fis presented at the end of this
chapter. This weekly interview collected data about seven person-days of data
in one interview. It took a half hour to one hour to complete, depending upon
how active the respondent was and his ability to recall his economic behavior
during the past seven days. This interview schedule was highly cost effective
($10 per interview and about one hour of interviewer time).

During the main study (1980-82), each new subject gave his informed
consent, and then was interviewed for five consecutive days (data were
recorded on the weekly form), then the subject was asked to report on a weekly
basis for the next four weeks. This generated 33 consecutive person-days of
data (the first cycle) which was critical for calculating and annualizing the
rates of criminal offending for each subject. The first cycle with 132 East
Harlem subjects was conducted mainly in 1980-81, while the 69 Central Harlem

subjects were interviewed mainly in 1981-82.
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Among the East Harlem subjects, efforts were also made to conduct

additional cycles of data collection in order to approximate a longitudinatl
design. Among the subjects recruited in 1980-81, respondents were asked to
return every three to six months for additional cycles of four weekly
interviews covering 28 consecutive days. In total, 201 subjects provided
11,417 person-days of data (an average of almost 57 person-days per subject).
In order to obtain systematic information about the respondent's
background, project staff also developed a relatively l1engthy open-ended 1ife
history interview (LHI) schedule which obtained information about demographic
characteristics (sex, ethnicity, age, marital status, education, etc.), self
reported involvement in a variety of crimes and drug use (including age of
initiation), and prior treatment and arrest/incarceration histories. In
addition, a special set of questions asked subjects to estimate their prior
year's income and expenditures. For a variety of reasons described in
Appendix A, however, several respondents did not complete this LHI schedule

and a shortened version of it was administered to about 40 respondents.

F. Obtaining Valid and Reliable Economic Behavior Data

A frequently asked question is: how can you trust what they (respondents)
tell you? This question addresses the long standing problem of the validity
and reliability of self-report data. Other researchers have carefully
assessed the validity and reliability of self reported criminality and drug
use; they almost always conclude that such self-reports are considerably
better than any other source of information. When assured of confidentiality,
street opiate users provided answers about their criminality that was
generally better than police records, or most other source of external
validation. This is particularly true when the researcher wishes to find out
about "successful" crimes (those committed but no arrest or police contact

occurs) (also see Ball, 1976; Chaiken and Chaiken, 1982;‘ Wish, et al.,
1983; Hindelang, et al., 1982).



Research Design and Methodology -19-
Three major kinds of evidence suggest that the data obtained are generally

valid and relfable. First, internal consistency checks were systematically
built into the interview instrument, and respondents were asked to correct
discrepancies which emerged. Second, by interviewing individuals on
several different occasions during an extended time period, subjects
re-reported similar types of crimes and drug consumption, although their
accounts exhibit important variation about the details of specific events and
the dollar returns. These points are delineated in more detail in Appendix A.
Third,‘ the data have high face validity because field workers and
professional staff frequently observed respondents engaging in very kinds of
behaviors that they reported in their interviews about their criminal activity.

One respondent who consistently reported stealing parts from cars
was observed walking down the street with a car bumper on his shoulder.

Another subject claimed to have committed a burglary the previous
day in which he obtained §600 and bought 5200 worth of drugs; he
shows the field worker $300.

Another sgbject who claims to have robbed a gun-runner was
observed carrying four 32 magnum pistols in a shopping bag.

A respondent who reported serving as a tout on the streets was
ob§erved qay after day talking to anybody who looks 1ike an addict
while trying to drum up business for a local dealer; he was observed

making sales between a customer and dealer who never meet (served as a
"cop man").

.Four persons who sold drugs from an apartment were observed in
the1r apartment for several days; they made 15-30 transactions per
day in front of research staff.

Both subjects and other neighborhood residents wandered into the
sgorefront and offered to sell stolen merchandise to other subjects,
field workers, and research staff (see Appendix B)

These observations could be extended many times from the personal
experiences of field workers and professional research staff., Thus, such
observations suggest that the data analyzed in this report are sufficiently
reliable and valid to provide new insights about the economic behavior of
street opiate users. While such evidence does not constitute statistically

documented evidence of reliability and validity, such observations may be more

convincing indicators of validity than comparison with arrest information,
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Standardization of Data

In the following chapters, for each major kind of activity (crime, drug
use/purchase, noncriminal income, nondrug expenditures, etc.), the major
dependent variables are the percentage of respondents involved, the percentage
of person-days active, the rates of involvement, and the dollar amounts
involved. Since our respondents had different numbers of person-days during
which they were interviewed, all data have been statistically standardized so
that each respondent contributes the same number of person-days to data
presented in the tables. This was accomplished by computing (for example)
the mean number of burglaries per day (or dollars/per day from burglary) for
each respondent and then multiplying by 100 (for 100 person-days) or 365 (for
an annualized rate). Detailed information about how the data was statis-
tically standardized and statistical tests of variance among group means are
presented at the end of Chapter VI,

Since this report has been written to address several audiences
(professional researchers, policy makers, lay readers, etc.), the main
questions of substantive interest are directly stated and the central findings
and data are clearly stated in the body of the chapter. Detailed tables and
important methodological and definitional issues are attached at the end of
each chapter.

Summary

The Economic Behavior Project developed several important methodologies
for obtaining daily data from street opiate users regarding their crimes and
criminal returns, their use, purchase, and sale of various drugs, their
income from all sources, their expenditures for all purposes, their
involvement in treatment or arrest. Each respondent provided 33 or more
consecutive person-days of data (i.e. they completed the first cycle). About
a third of the subjects provided additional cycles (four weekly interviews or
28 person-days). Their self-reports about their drug use and criminal

behavior appear to be quite reliable; the face validity also appears high as
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Street opiate users were recruited from different street locations in East

and Central Harlem areas of New York City. These respondents were not
recruited as part of a scientific sample, hence, the findings cannot be
generalized to a larger population of street opiate users.

Unlike almost all previous research about drug use and crime, the
Economic Behavior Project obtained detailed information from subjects within a

day to a week after the behaviors occurred. Almost all the data about their

criminality involved “"successful" crimes in which the respondent obtained

money, drugs, or goods without an arrest or any contact with police. They

typically obtained, purchased, or sold drugs, especially heroin and cocaine,

with minimual difficulty.

For the first time, high quality data is available from street opiate
users about their criminal activities and drug consumption on a day~by day
basis. From such reports of daily behavior, the questions tisted in Chapter
I can be systematically addressed in subsequent chapters. The demographic
and other characteristics of our 201 subjects is provided in Chapter 3; our
subjects are shown not to differ greatly from methadone clients in these
communities. These subjects represent a wide range of criminal behaviors and
frequencies (Chapters VI - VIII, XIII) and different Tlevels of drug
consumption (Chapters IV & V), but similar patterns of noncriminal income and
nondrug expenditures (Chapter IX - XI) and economic costs (Chapter XII).

Three-quarters of these subjects were not in methadone treatment and
appeared to be avoiding it during the reporting period (Chapter XIV). Daily
heroin users and those who engaged in robbery or burglary had much more
substantial social costs and criminal impact than their less criminal or
nondaily heroin user counterparts (Chapter XII & XV), A1l of these findings
have important policy implications which are delineated in Chapter XVI.

In the following chapter, the background characteristics of our
respondents is presented; they are compared with persons currently in

methadone treatment.
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ECONOMIC BEHAVIOR STUDY
UEhSLY/DAILY DATA COLLECTION FORM

1. Subject Name 6. Editor
2. Subject Number 7. Coder
3. Date of Interview 8. Type of Intarview
S. Interviewer (fnit{als)
. I. 01d you earn. any money at all over the past saven days from lagitimata employment?
YES NO
I YES:
Day of Week
Date
1 2
10. Any Work 2 . 2 2 Z
(YES or NO) )
11. Job Type |,
12. Earnings
II. 01d you earn any money at all aver th t i i
AT y y ‘ e past saven days from any kind of criminal
YES N0 If YES: ‘(En?er gash earnings above line; number of victimizations
elow.
;‘ 2 3 4 S 6 7
13. Shoplifting(resale) YES NQ
14. Shoplifting(own use)YES NO I‘/// //////A ////’///////////
15. Burglary YES MO / / //
16. Rabbery YES O / ' / /
17. Forgery ¥ES O / // / / / /
18. Prostitution YES NO ’//,/// ///,//f P ///,/’// ///,/’// ///////,
19. Pimping _YES N0 //// ///
20. Can Games YES N0 / / ’ / / / /
21. GQther Tnert YES O ,/’//,
/////f/ »fx////, /////// »”////k,///////
22. Other YES 0 / e / / / /‘ /l
y ~ pa ,
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(2)
[II. Did you do any drug dealing over the past seven days?
YES NO

If YES: (Note: If more than two drugs, use raverses side of form. Indicate type of
drug as follows: “H* (heroin), "M" (methadone), "C* (cocaine},
*N* (other opiates), “S" (amphetamines), "B* (barbituratas), “MJ*

(marijuana), *A™ (aleohol), *T* (tranquilizers), "P* (psychedelics).

DEALING
Day of Week
Date
1 2 3 4 5 5 7

23. Cash Earnings
{amount and type)

25, Number of Transactions
{amount and type)

27. Principal Drug Earned
(amount atd type)

28. Secondary Orug Earned
(amount and type)

(amount and type)

29. Principal Orug Dealt /

30. Secondary Drug Dealt
(amount and type)

IV. Did you do any steering, touting, or copping for cther people over the past seven days?

YES NO
If YES: (Note: Fill Qut same way as above)
STEERING, TOUTING, COPPING

3
31. Cash Earnings . /
{amount and type) .

33. Number of Transactions
(amount and type)

N\,
AN

35. Principal Drug Earned
(amount and typa)

36. Secondary Orug Earned
(amount and type)

37. Principal Orug Dealt
(amount and type)

ANANANAN

38, Secondary Orug Daalt
{amount and type)

AN
ANANAN
AN

41.

42.

43.

49.

80.

vI‘

ta
r

Heroin YES NO /

. Stalan Orugs

Research Design and Methodology -24-
(3)

0id y'ou purchasa and/or usa any drugé {n the past sev’en days?

YES NO

[f YES, entar amount usad above line and amount purchasad telow line.
Day of Weak

Oate

1 2 3 4 § 7

Other YES N /

Opiatas

5
Methadone YES NO /
(1111eit)
Cocaine  YES MO / /
Anphetamines YES NO /

Garbiturat.es YES NO

Marijuana YES NO

Alcshal YES XO

Tranquilizers YES NO

Psychedelics YES NO /

Qther YES NO

NANANNN
NN

0id you staal any drugs over the past saven days?
YES NO ;
[f YES:

-

A, Data drugs stolen

8. Amount and type of drugs stalan

C. Were drugs usad, resold, or given away?

For Coding Usa Onlv

{amount :nd typs)

AT

L
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Research Design and Methodclogy -25-
(4)

VII. Were you a patient of a MWMTP program over the past seven days? [X. Were you arrested since your last interview?

YES NO YES NO
EAN If YES: [f YES, writa a detailed 2ccount of the arrast and include dates, changes, time spent
in Jail, disposition etzc.
Day of Week
Data .
= 1 2 3 4 5 6 7

54. Ragular Mathadone
Dosage Recaived (Mgs.)

§5. Take Home Dosage

For Coding Usa Only
Recaived (Mgs.)

60. Date of Arrest
§1. # of Days in jail

s 56. Amount Usad (Mgs.)

62. Chargas

57. fsmount Resald (Mgs.)

§8. Amount Given Away (Mgs.)

X. 0id you receive any in-kind income aver ths past saven days?

| -;ﬁé VIII. 0id you receive any othar type of treatment for drug use sinca your last intarview? YES KO

YES NO

[f YES, write a detailed asccount and indicata what type of treatment, s.g., T.C., Private
Qoctor, Narcotic Antagenist, Oetox, and datas of treatment.

[F YES, entar cash valus above line, sourca of in-kind, e.g., friend, mother, fenca, stg.
below line.

ol Day of Week
o .
2 ,§ Oate
1 2 3 a 5 § 7
o §4. Room YES MO /I /
- | 65. veals YES MO / / /
2 66. Cigarattas YES XO ‘/”,/”A ////,/’,] ‘////,/’/
‘ E For Coding Use Only
b 67. Orugs YES NO / ﬂ/} /
- 53. Type of Treatment 1 2 3 4 5 5 7 |
o 68. Alcohal YES  NO
.
| - ) T T T §9. Other YSS MO
.
|
|
|
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XI. 0id you earn any money from the following sourcas over the past seven days?

~{ES NO
If YES:

. Day of Weak
Date

71. Working

72. Crime

73. Orug 3usinass

78. Family

75. Spousa/
Paramour

76. %elfara
77 . Unemployment

78. Other.PubTic
Support

7% Friends
80. Panhandling
81. Gamdling

82. Respondant
Payment

33. Gther

YES

YES

YES

YES

YES

YES

YES

YES

YES

YES

Research Design and Methodology

NO

NC

NG

NO

NO

NQ

¢}

NQ

NQ

v}

NQ

(6)

<27~

Research Design and Methodology -28-

(7)

XII. 01d you spend any monay over the past seven days?

87.

8s8.

89.

9a.

91.

s2.

93.

94.

9s.

96.

97.

98.

99.

YES XNO

If YES:

Day of Week
Date

Living (rent,
§.E. etc.)

Food
Family
Lagal Feas
Clothes
Recreation
Drugs
Alcohal
Gambling
Cigarettes
Savings
Transportation

Qther

YES
YES
YES
YES
YES
YES
VES
YES
YES
YES
YES
YES

YES

NO

NO

NO

NO

NO

NO

NO

NO

NO

NO

NQ

9. QOther Criminal Activity

Far Codina Use Only

g4.

Other Jrugs

For Coding Usa Onlv

- - -

e
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CHAPTER III

CHARACTERISTICS OF RESPONDENTS

This chapter provides descriptive information about the 201 respondents
participating in this study who provided at least 33 person days of data.
Some information is also given about an additional 37 respondents who did not
provide 33 days of data and who have been excluded from the analysis in this
report,

As discussed in the methodology chapter (II), this project undertook
efforts to develop a strategy for sampling of street opiate users in East
Harlem. Unfortunately, no techniques were found to be successful in sampling
respondents at a known probability (see Appendix A). Thus, direct recruitment
of subjects from different street locations and snowball sampling was
employed. While efforts were made to Jocate subjects who had diverse
lifestyles (and the data below reflect this diversity), this project cannot
make direct statements about how representative such respondents are of all
street opiate users in East Harlem or Central Harlem.

Nevertheless, this chapter presents their demographic characteristics and
other background factors and compares them with clients in several methadone
programs in New York City. This comparison suggests that the sex and age of
these 201 subjects were quite similar to their counterparts in local treatment
programs. This similarity suggests that the behavioral patterns which are
documented in more detail in subsequent chapters are likely to be similar to
street opjate users not studied but living in the study communities.

The research design involved collecting data from two different samples of

respondents -- in East Harlem* and in Central Harlem.

¥Among the East Harlem subjects, efforts were made to maintain longitudinal
contact; many of these respondents were reinterviewed on a quarterly or
semiannual basis (This design effect is not considered in this report -- it
will become more important in subsequent papers).

Characteristics of Respondents -30-
The original criteria for calling a person a '"respondent" was that the

respondent who had been recruited from the street must have received the
project's informed consent procedures, agreed to participate in the study and
have completed at least one interview (usually the first daily interview). A
total of 238 persons met this criteria. The authors of this report planned
to calculate annual offense rates and criminal income as well as other drug
and economic variables; such calculations needed a stable number of
person-days which was available when the subject completed one full cycle of
interviews. Thus, staff decided to include only the 201 subjects who
provided 33 person-days or more of economic behavior data.
[Table III. 1 about here. ]

This meant that 37 respondents completed at least one interview but did
not provide 33 days of usable data. The reasons and number of person-days
completed are given in Table III. 1. Among the the 37 excluded subjects, 23
either completed five daily interviews or less; only six persons provided
over 22 days of data.

While about a quarter of these were removed by staff, death, or jail, the
main reason for noncompletion of 33 person-days was that these respondents did
not return for the next interview. Their termination usually occurred after
completion of the five daily interviews, although several persons stopped
after completing one or more weekly interviews. While efforts were made to
locate them on the streets, the unstable 1living arrangements and high

mobility of such respondents made followup efforts frustrating and unfruitful.
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Table III. 1 -- Number of Subjects and Days of Reporting and Reasons for

Nencompletion

Number of Subjects

Gave informed consent and

completed one interview: 238
Provided 33 or more person-days of data: 201
Provided less data: 37

1 - 2 days of data: 6

3-5 days of data

(completed daily interviews): 17

6 - 21 days of data (completed daily

and about two weekly interview): 8
22-32 days of data: 6

Reasons for noncompletion:

Removed by Staff (not eligible, 5
crime against staff)
Died !
Jail/prison, hospitalized: 3
Known to have moved out of area: 0
Could not be relocated: 7
Contacted, refused to come back ]
Did not return, reasons unknown 20

Characteristics of Respondents -32-
Given that many street opiate users evade conflict and other obligations

by disappearing, these 37 respondents were generally following well known
patterns of behavior, Nonetheless, of the 77 Central Harlem subjects
participating, 69 (or 90%) completed 33 or more days of reporting.
Likewise, of 161 East Harlem subjects participating, 132 (82%) completed 33
or more days.

Thus, 201 (or 84.5%) of the 238 who gave their informed consent reported
to the storefront on at least 9 different occasions (5 daily and 4 weekly) and
completed interviews about their criminal and economic behavior during 33 or
more days. This is a high completion rate given the kinds of respondents
recruited and the number of different occasions (9 or more) they had to be

interviewed in order to qualify for inclusion in this study.

Characteristics of 201 Respondents

[Table III. 2 about here.]

The demographic and other characteristics of these 201 subjects are given
in Table III. 2. The data is presented for subjects from both Central and
East Harlem samples and for all subjects combined.

Three-quarters of the respondents were males in both samples. Only a
third of the East Harlem subjects were black, while almost all Central Harlem
subjects were black. Overall, these ethnic distributions appeared to be a
reasonable reflection of the ethnic composition of these two communities.
Thus, slightly over half (55%) of the 201 subjects were black, 44% were
Hispanic, and only 1% were white.

The East Harlem subjects appeared somewhat younger than the Central Harlem
respondents, although the differences were not statistically significant.
That is, about 48% of of the East Harlem subjects versus 25% of the Central
Harlem respondents were age 30 and younger. Thus, 40% of the 201 subjects

were age 30 and under,
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Table III. 2 -- Characteristics of Respondents in the Economic Behavior

Project
East Central ©All Methadone Programs:a
Harlem Harlem Harlem ARTCD Mt. ~ Beth M
Number of Slna-‘ Israe] 2.
Subjects/Clients (132) (69) (201) (1,268) (612) (6,829)
Sex: Male 75 75 75 68 67 72
Female 25 25 25 32 33 28
Ethnicity: Black 34 92 55 66 35 39
Hispanic 64 6 44 27 46 23
White/Other 1 2 1 4 18 36
Age at end of 1981:
Under 25 17 6 13 8 7 4
25 - 30 31 19 27 33 36 25
31 - 35 22 26 ( 23
36 - 40 51 314 69 %19 56 {15 59 56 71
41 and over 15 24 18
Unknown 1 6 3
High School Dropout-% 64 61 63
Ever Incarcerated - % 58 72 62
tver Arrested - % 80 93 84
Median number of arrests: 3 4 3
Median number of years
since first heroin use: 9 11 10
Percent Claiming Daily
Heroin Use in Past Year 64 61 63
Principal Means of
Supporting Drug Use
Theft 4] 49 44
Drug Business 23 22 23
Work 18 10 16
Family, Fublic
Support, Other 17 20 18

a - Division of Substance Abuse Services

b - Addiction Research Treatment Corporation,

sior Management Information S
Characteristics of Methadone Maintenance Treatment Programs as of 3/31

ystem on Client
/82. '

,,,,,,,,,

Bztnin

Ty

Characteristics of Respondents -34-

Almost two-thirds of all respondents were high school dropouts. While
Central Harlem subjects were somewhat more likely to have been incarcerated
and arrested, the differences are not substantial. Likewise, the median
number of arrests and years since first heroin use were virtually identical.
Over three-fifths of both groups reported that they used heroin daily during
the year prior to participation in the study (this claim of daily heroin use
in the previous year was about twice as high as the percentage who used heroin
on 6-7 days per week during the reporting period -- see Chapter IV). Theft
and drug business were the major ways of supporting drug consumption in both
grops,  Work appeared to be a more important source for supporting drug use
in the subject's recollections of the prior year than was actual employment
patterns during the data collection phase (see Chapter IX).

The clear conclusion of these data is that the Central Harlem and East
Harlem subjects did not different from each other in most respects (other than
ethnic composition). In addition, data not presented here show that
employment history, marital status, education do not vary by community of
recruitment. Likewise, during the year prior to recruitment, Central and
East Harlem subjects report almost identical levels of use or addiction to
heroin, cocaine, alcohol, and other drugs; the frequency of and income from
burglary, robbery, shoplifting; total criminal income; and expenditures for
drugs.

Thus, in future chapters, .the information from the East Harlem and
Central Harlem subjects have been combined and are analyzed together, with no

distinction between the sample groups.

-

<
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Characteristics of Respondents -36-
Comparison with Opiate Users in Methadone Programs RESP

two-fifths of clients at ARTC and Mt. Sinai and Economic Behavior subjects are

Table III. 2 also presents information taken from the New York State
age 30 and under, Beth Israel clients appear to be somewhat older; 71% are

Division of Substance Abuse Service's (DSAS) management information system
age 31 and older. If anything, the subjects recruited from East Harlem

which continuously updates characteristics of cljents in treatment. Three
appear to be younger (48% are 30 and younger) than clients in MMTPs, while

major programs with several methadone clinics in the East and Central Harlem .
the Central Harlem subjects appear to be about as old as the Beth Israel

areas are presented. Mt. Sinai methadone program is located in a hospital in Vent
clients.

Summarz

Subjects recruited for the Economic Behavior project (and whose behavior

East Harlem and serves clients from both the immediate community and from
other areas of Manhattan. The Addiction Research Treatment Corporation

( ARTC) has three clinics in the Harlem community as well as more clinics in
are analyzed in the following chapters) were very similar to opiate users
black communities 1in Brooklyn. Beth Israel is the largest centrally
enrolled in methadone treatment programs in terms of their sex and age
administered methadone program in New York City. It has six clinics in East
distributions. The ethnic distributions are not as well balanced, but do
and Central Harlem, and an additional sixteen clinics elsewhere in Manhattan
appear to reflect the ethnic composition of the two study communities.
and the boroughs.
Given the lifestyles of the street opiate users recruited and the fact
A comparison of the demographic characteristics of clients in these
that they needed to be interviewed on nine or more different occasions, the
methadone programs clinics with the 201 subjects in this research project show
~ proportion (84%) of subjects included in the analysis below is very high.

the following. A somewhat higher proportion of females are in ARTC and Mt.
The 201 subjects exhibit high levels of maladjustment and deviance in that
Sinai (about a third) than among the Economic Behavior subjects (a quarter)
over three-fifths were high school dropouts, and most had prior arrests and
and Beth Israel clients. Likewise, the Economic Behavior subjects have
incarcerations. They claimed almost ten years of heroin use, and most
relatively lower proportion of whites (1%) than these methadone programs
claimed to be daily heroin users.
although ARTC has relatively few whites (4%). Mt. Sinai and Beth Israel have
: Data to be presented in subsequent chapters will show high levels of

much higher proportions of whites because they enroll clients from all over
criminality and drug use and very low levels of legitimate income or public
the city.
support. These respondents appear to be among some of the most criminally
Mt. Sinai has about the same proportion of blacks (35%) as among the
active ever studied (see Chapter VIII) in a research effort.
Economic Behavior subjects recruited from East Harlem (34%), but relatively

fewer Hispanics. Actually the ethnic composition of clinics within the Beth
The analysis of their economic behavior can now begin by examining their
Israel and ARTC programs vary greatly according to the neighborhood in which

heroin using behavior; a major product is the development of a major typology
they are located.

e of respondents according to the regularity of their heroin use.
The age distribution of clients in the three programs, however, are very

similar to each other and to the Economic Behavior clients. Approximately

BDJ ;8256A;0740A;bj
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CHAPTER IV

DEVELOPING A HEROIN USER TYPOLOGY

This report is designed to provide basic insights about the economic
behavior of street level opiate users -- specifically their nondrug criminal
activity and drug distribution crimes, drug use and purchase, income from all
sources and expenditures for all purposes. Detailed information about these
topics are explored in more detail in the following chapters.

The current chapter provides data about one critical dimension of opiate
use -- the frequency with which subjects used heroin. In addition, a Heroin
User Typology is developed and employed as a major independent variable
measuring the frequency of heroin use in the analyses which follow.

At the initial stages of analysis, a variable is needed that is relatively
simple to understand, clear in meaning, and measures a central dimension of
the lifestyles of street opiate users. As will become clear in this and
Tater chapters, the subjects in this study generally used either heroin or
methadone (both legal and illicit). Only on rare occasions did they consume
other opiates (demerol, morphine, raw opium, etc.). Since heroin was much
more common than other opiates (seq Chapter V), the central drug of analytic
interest is heroin.

Moreover, previous research has demonstrated that classifying respondents
according to their frequency of heroin use provides meaningful distributions
and relatively strong associations with other variables, especially criminal
behavior. Studies based upon retrospective reports of heroin use by
respondents (Ball, et al., 1979,1981,1982,1983; Nurco, 198labc, McGlothlin,
et al., 1977, 1978; Chaiken and Chaiken, 1982ab; Johnson, 1978) show that
daily or near daily users of heroin, when compared with less regular heroin
users, generally report more serious types of crimes, have more crime
activity, and obtain larger dollar amounts of criminal income; the daily
heroin user may also be more active in a variety of other behaviors as well.

A Heroin User Typology -38-
Unlike previous studies which have relied entirely upon respondent reports

about heroin use averaged over relatively long period of time (i.e., weeks,
months, or years), this study has obtained specific data from each respondent
about his/her heroin (and other drug) use on a dajily basis during 33 or more
consecutive days and about the dollar amounts of heroin used on each of those
days. Thus, respondents can now be classified according to the proportion
of days in which they reported some heroin use. Then, the dollar amounts of
heroin consumed can be computed and employed to make decisions about
appropriate cutting points in order to classify respondents into Tow, medjum,

and high levels of heroin use.

Calculating the proportion of person-days with heroin use,

As indicated in the Methodology Chapter (II), respondents had differing
number of “person-days" during which they were interviewed. In this chapter
and future chapters, all data have been standardized so that each respondent
contributed the same number of days of information. For each subject, the
number of person-days during which he reported heroin use was divided by the
total number of person-days and multiplied by 100; this provided the
percentage of person-days during which each subject used heroin.

Next, respondents were classified into eight groups corresponding to the
number of days per week during which they used heroin when averaged across all
days of reporting. That is, subjects who reported no (zero) days of heroin
use (N = 6)* plus subjects who reported up to 7.1% of days of heroin use
(N=317% w7 classified into '‘a "near zero" use category. Likewise, similar
calculations were performed for one, two, ... seven days per week of heroin
use. The proportion of person-days, the cutting points, and approximate

number of days per week with heroin use are presented in Graph IV, 1.

* All of these six subjects were receiving legal methadone; they reported
lengthy histories of heroin use.
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Graph V.1

Dollar Amount of Hercin Used Per Day (Including Nonuse Days) By
Persons Classified Azcording To Their Frequency of Heroin Use

Dollar Amount
of Heroin Usad Per Day

w -
©38.43
34.37
30 e
23.98
20 .1 19.89
1.38
101l
6.25
4.20
0.68

o LI ]

Zero ” One Two Thiee Four Five Six Seven

¥ of Days Approximate Number of Days Par Week Using Heroin

Using

Marairn nn ~ 4 -~y oy an - o~ . o
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(Graph IV, 1 about here)

Graph IV. 1 shows a strong linear trend. Those with near zero days of
heroin use, consumed less than §1 per day, while those who used heroin on
approximately seven days consumed over $38 per day. While other categories
fall between, natural cutting points appeared between days five ($524/day) and
six (B34/day). Cutting points were less clear at less frequent levels of
heroin use.

These data, of course, were heavily dependent upon the number of days
without heroin use. This raised the question, did the dollar amount of

heroin consumed differ on days with heroin use?

(Graph IV, 2 about here).

Data in Graph IV. 2 show some differences, but not as striking as might
be anticipated. Subjects who used heroin on few days (near zero, one, two,
and three days) used between $21 to $28 per day of heroin use. Those using
heroin on four and five days consumed §34 per day of heroin use, while those
using on six and seven days consumed $40 and $39 per day of use. Again a
natural cutting point appears between days five and six, and possibly between
days three and four.

This eight category measure of drug use was also related to the crime,
drug use, income, and expenditure variables reported in the next few chapters
(detailed data are not presented). Given the small number of subjects in
each of these eight categories, the variation between the eight groups was
considerable. Thus, subjects who used heroin on seven days were not always
higher than those who used on six days, although both these groups were
generally higher than less frequent users. Likewise, subjects who used
heroin on three days were more similar to subjects who use heroin on one or
two days for some variables, but were more similar to subjects who use heroin

on four or five days for other variables.



. 3 s . e
T T e s e A e N . e T A R TR L ki g
o T i“'w’m"*?’x v:)gg-'?‘,m’ S A:rd@&xé\;y :L‘? e S Mol R P . I R )"‘ PR

A Heroin User Typology -41-
Graph V.2

Doltar Amount Consumed Per Day of Heroin Use by Persons Classified
According To Frequency of Their Heroin Use

A Heroin User Typology -42-
Defining a Heroin User Typology

In developing a useful typology, a key group of subjects, the daily

heroin users were first identified. The data above show that persons who use

S40 L $40
39
s34 s34
S30 +
s28
$27
$22 s21

S20 L

S10 L

0

® (57) (359) (559) (1,160)  (2036)  (1060) 5

4 APD 060 (2973)  (2,650)
( ) Zero One Two Three  Four  Five Six Seven

Approximate Number of Days Per Week Using Heroin
% of Days Using

Heroin 0.0 m1 214357 500 64.3 78.6 929 100

E 3
#APD -~ Number of Active Person Days(of Heroin Use) among subjects in

this category standardized so that a subject contributes 3
maximum of 100 person days

on over 78.6% of their person days (the six and seven days per week users)
closely approximate the stereotype of daily heroin users in that they have the
highest dollar consumption of heroin of all groups.  Such persons constituted
31% of all subjects, and used heroin on an average of 91% of their
person-days.

At the other extreme, subjects were sought who were relatively inactive
in using heroin. Graphs IV, 1-2 show that persons who used heroin on 35.7% or
less of the time (zero, one, and two days per week) clearly belong in this

group and were classified as irregular heroin users. Due to sampie size

considerations and a desire to maximize differences between the irregular and
daily heroin users, persons who used heroin on three, four, or five days
(between 35.7% and 78.5% of their person days) were included in the

intermediate category and were called regular heroin users.

Thus, the eight categories were reduced to three to form a Heroin User
Typology. Tables IV. 1 and 2 described the levels of heroin use by those in
each catagory of this typology:

(Table IV. 1 and 2 about here)

Findings about the Heroin User Typology

When subjects are classified according to their regularity of heroin use,

1. Daily heroin users constituted 31% of all subjects; as a group, they
had 523 of all days of heroin use in this sample; and
consumed 63% of the annual dollar volume of heroin by all subjects.

2. Each daily heroin user on the average
. consumed about $40 per day of heroin use® (or about 4 "dime"
($10) bags of street heroin);
. consumed an annual average of over $13,000 worth of heroin.

*~  Information about the number of heroin use episodes per day was not
obtained in this study.
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3. Regular heroin users constituted 39% of the subjects; as a group, they
contributed a similar proportion of person days (39%) of use, but
consumed only 31% of the annual dollar volume of heroin.

4. Each regular heroin user on the average
consumed about B32 (an average of about three street bags) per day
of heroin use; and
consumed an annual average of over $6,000 worth of heroin.

5. Irregular heroin users constitute 30% of all subjects, but as a group,

they
had a very small proportion (9%) of all person days with heroin
use;
consumed a smaller proportion (6%) of the annual dollar volume of
heroin.

6. Each irregular heroin user on the average
consumed about 523 (or about two street bags) per day of heroin
géi;uagg an annual average of less than $1,500 of heroin.

In comparison with mass media sterotypes, the dollar amounts of heroin
consumed by these subjects may seem low. That is, the grand mean for all
subjects for all days was $19; and was only $35 per day with heroin use.
Even among daily heroin users on days of heroin use (540), the amount seems
Tow in comparison with the daily heroin habit sizes claimed by many addicts of
$50 to $100 or more per day. Evidence in other papers (Goldstein, 1980,
Goldstein, et al., 1982) showed that self-reports of "habit" sizes by street
opiate users overstated actual consumption by a considerable degree.

Other possible factors may explain the discrepancies between claimed habit
sizes and mean daily consumption (as calculated here). Heroin users may
report as "habit sizes" the amount of heroin they would like to use. They
may fail to recall days with no heroin use or days with considerably Tess
heroin consumption than they would Tike. In addition, a few subjects do
average over $50 of heroin per day of use, but more daily heroin users also
have averages of B30 or less per day of use. Thus, the few subjects with
large averages are offset by their more numerous counterparts who had

substantially less consumption.

A Heroin User Typology -44-

Table IV, 1
Proportion of Subjects and Number of Hercin Use Days
by Heroin User Typology

Heroin User Typology Subjects For 100 Person Days/Subject,
Definition N % Number of Heroin Column
Use Days Among %
Irregular (0,1,2 Days/Week) 61 30% 974 9%
Regular (3,4,5 Days/Week) 78 39% 4,255 39%
Daily (6 & 7 Days/Meek) 62 31% 5,623 52%
Totals 201 100% 10,853 100%
Table IV, 2

Daily Amounts and Annualized Dollars of Heroin Consumed
by Heroin User Typology

Percentage Mean Dollars of Heroin Used % of § Amount of
Heroin of A1l Person Heroin Usad by
User Days With Some Per Heroin Per Per Eac@ Category
Typology Heroin Consumption Use Day Day* Year* During Year
Irregular 16% 23.82 3.80 1,389 6%
Regular 55% 32.30 17.62 6,431 31%
Daily 91% 39.84 36.14 13,189 63%
Total 54% 35.45 19.14 6,986 100%

(21,009)**

* " DolTars Per Day and Per Year include days without heroin use.
**x  Sum of three groups in column "Per Year;" base for percentages above.
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What the Heroin User Typology Does Not Reveal.

This Heroin User Typology is simply a classification of subjects based
upon one dimension of their behavior--the frequency of their heroin use during
the reporting period. While the daily heroin user may be considered as an
"addict" by many people, evidence in previous papers {Johnson, et al., 1979;
Johnson, 1981a) from this project as well as forthcoming papers, raise
central questions about the phenomena of addiction in the lives of even the
dajily heroin user, much less the regular and irregular heroin user. Johnson
(et al., 1979; Johnson, 1981a) showed that even daily heroin users consumed
widely different amounts of heroin on consecutive days, frequently consuming
other drugs as well. The regular and irregular heroin users generally have
many days without heroin use. Nevertheless, on other dimensions, most of
these subjects will be shown to be opiate dependent in that they use either
heroin and/or methadone (1icit or illicit). At this point, the reader is
advised that the phenomenon of heroin and opiate addiction is more complex
than previously documented. This report and later papers will document this
complexity in much more detail.

Moreover, this Heroin User Typology conceals extensive variation in
patterns of heroin and illicit drug consumption by individual subjects. For
example, some respondents were daily heroin users for two or three weeks of
reporting, but then ceased heroin consumption abruptly during the remainder of
the reporting period. Such persons would be classified on the Heroin User
Typology as regular heroin users when they may really have had episodes of
daily use and virtual abstinence (see vignette D below; also Goldstein, 1982b).

Several of our subjects were enrolled in methadone maintenance treatment
programs; a majority of these were classified as irregular or regular heroin
users; very few were daijly heroin users. Thus, many subjects were daily
consumers of a legally provided opiate (methadone) but were classified as
irregular heroin users on the Heroin User Typology. Chapter XIV provides more

information about the kinds of subjects avoiding and in methadone treatment,
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The Heroin User Typology and Its Purposes

Nevertheless, this classification of these 201 street opiate users will
prove useful in two different ways. First, in Chapters V - XII, the Heroin
User Typology will be employed as an independent variable and associated with
various measures of crime, drug use, income, expenditures, and economic value.
The cerntral question:  Among these street opiate users, were the three types
of heroin users significantly different from each other? If so, how
different? Moreover, does the Heroin User Typology reveal a positive linear
relationship with a given dependent variable (i.e., robbery)?

Most importantly, as the data are presented in the next several chapters,
new insights about the differing lifestyles of daily, regular, and irregular
users will emerge. The accumulating evidence will show that a very
disproportionate share of the crime, economic value, and social impact was

concentrated among daily heroin users who committed robbery (see Chapter XV).

Kinds of Information Provided in Chapters II - VII

In each Chapter ¥ - XII, the analysis will present three major kinds of

information:

1) The main text will present major questions and findings from this
research; findings from previous research may be included. This
narrative will intentionally be kept short; only 2 - 6 major findings
and relationships to the Heroin User Typology are highlighted. This
will aid the reader's ability to grasp the central findings quickly.
These conclusions are generally based upon detailed tabulations.

2) The next section of the narrative briefly highlights major findings
about the frequency and amount of respondent involvement in specific
dependent variables; such as particular types of crime (Chapter VI,

VII) and specific drug(s) (Chapter V).
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3) Vignettes or brief descriptions of persons and some typical events are

included at various points during the narrative and enclosed in
boxes. These vignettes bring ethnographic richness to the statistical
data and exemplify persons who engage in the focal behavior and
describe some of their typical events. Subjects were featured in
these vignettes who were relatively typical of those most active in
the focal behavior, but were not necessarily the most successful.
Since these vignettes emphasize ethnographic richness, cases were
also chosen in which the interviewer wrote interesting stories or
quoted the respondent about a particular focal behavior. We were
generally able to select from among 3 - 10 subjects.

4) At the end of each chapter, a series of detailed tables have been
provided. The data have been presented in all the detail coliected in
the original interviews. The Heroin User Typology will be the major
independent variable; hence, the level of activity by a specific
heroin user type for a specific activity (i.e., shoplifting for
resale) can be examined in depth by analysts interested in such
behaviors.

Instructions about how data in these tables were standardized and
other information about how to read the tables are presented at the

end of Chapter VI).

The analysis can now turn to a major topic of interest; patterns of drug

use and purchase among these street heroin users.

BDJ ;8257A;0741A;bj
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CHAPTER V

DRUG USE AND PURCHASE AMONG HEROIN USER TYPES

By definition, the street opiate users recruited for this study are likely
to use heroin and or methadone. Although they were widely believed to be
regular and heavy users of heroin, previous research (Robins, et al., 1973;
1974, 1975, 1979; 0'Donnell, et al., 1976; Clayton and Voss, 1981; Brunswick,
1979ab) has found that heroin users were also among the heaviest users of many
other drugs. This chapter provides additional documentation of this fact by
providing detailed data about the drug use of a drug abusing sample.

Previous studies have generally been based upon self-reports of drug
consumption spanning a month, year, or lifetime; thus, the detailed patterns
of drug consumption and drug purchases* documented in this chapter have not
been widely available. While much information was available about their
frequency of drug use, respondents in previous studies were rarely asked to
report about the dollar amounts of drugs consumed in the recent past. The
data below provide the first systematic information about the typical dollar
amounts of drugs used by street opiate users, as well as their drug purchases.

At the earliest stages of this research, pilot efforts quickly revealed
an important initial finding which was generally ignored in the professional
literature and prior research. This study shows that two common beliefs were
seriously wrong: 1) drug users purchased their drugs (or even most of their

drugs), and 2) drug consumption implied the cash purchases of drugs.

¥ In this chapter the terms "use" or "consumption" of (drug name) will

refer to the actual injestion (whether by swallowing, snorting, or
injecting) of that drug. The "amount used" or “consumed" will refer to
the standard retail value (measured in dollars) actually injested by
respondent regardiess of how the drug was obtained. The term "purchase"
refers to the number of dollars (i.e. cash) used to buy (drug name).
Other technigues for obtaining drugs without cash payments will be
described in Chapter VII, Respondents can clearly have '"use-days"
which do not involve heroin purchase. Likewise, "purchase-days" can
occur without heroin use. Even on days with both use and purchase, the
dollar amounts may differ greatly.
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While the purchase of drugs, especially expensive drugs like heroin and

cocaine, accounted for the majority of the dollar volume of these drugs
consumed (see below), evidence in this chapter will show that a sizable
proportion of the dollar value of cocaine or heroin was obtained without cash
purchase. Specifically, future chapters will show that many subjects obtain
drugs on a substantial proportion of person-days by: a) working in various
drug distribution roles and receiving payments in drugs instead of cash, b)
being given drug(s) as a gift or sharing them with a friend, c) by obtaining
drugs by theft from or robbery of other drug users/dealers, or d) other means.
This chapter will provide detailed information about frequency and dollar
values of consumption and purchase for 11 types of substances among the three
heroin user types. Approximations of the proportion of all drug(s) consumed

resulting from cash purchase will also be presented.

A. MAJOR FINDINGS

Did drug consumption and drug purchase vary by heroin involvement?

With the exception of heroin, cocaine, alcohol, and illicit methadone, no
or 1ittle association was shown between the Heroin User Typology and the use
or purchase of other drugs. For these four major drugs, however, important

variation by the Heroin User Typology occurred.

How did the drug use and purchase of daily heroin users
differ from less reqular heroin users?

1. The daily heroin users and less regular heroin users were equally likely
to use any specific substance, but varied proportions of all subjects
were involved with a given drug.

Table V. 1 showed that all (100%) of these street opiate users used or
purchased one or more drugs. Almost all (90% or more) reported cocaine and

alcohol use and 85% or more of all subjects purchased these drugs.  About 50%
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or more of the respondents used or purchased illicit methadone or marijuana.

About a third of the subjects used or purchased tranquilizers, less than 10%

used or purchased other opiates (morphine, opium, etc.), amphetamines,

barbiturates, or psychedelics. While variation by the Heroin User Typology
was not significant, daily heroin users seemed somewhat less 1ikely to use or
purchase marijuana, barbiturates, tranquilizers, amphetamines, or psychedelics.

2. Daily heroin users had more person-days with cocaine and alcohol use or
purchase, but fewer days with i1licit methadone use or purchase, than
the regular and irregular heroin users. The proportion of person-days
with use and purchase of other substances was not associated with the
Heroin User Typology.

Table V. 2 shows that daily heroin users used cocaine on 36% of the
person-days compared with 25% and 21% of the person-days among regular and
irregular heroin users, respectively. Likewise, daily heroin users used
alcohol on 63% of the person-days compared to less than half the days among
the less regular heroin users. Conversely, daily heroin users used illicit
methadone on only 4% of the person-days, compared with 12% of the person-days
among the less regular heroin users. While the proportion of person-days
with purchases of cocaine, alcohol, and illicit methadone was lower than the
use of these substances, the same relationship with the Heroin User Typology
was evident. The proportion of person-days using marijuana, other opiates,
barbiturates, tranquilizers, amphetamines, and psychedelics was very similar
among the heroin user types.

3. The dollar value of alcohol consumed or purchased was positively
associated and illicit methdone was negatively associated with the
frequency of heroin use. For all other drugs, including cocaine, no
association emerged between the amounts used or purchased and the
frequency of heroin use.

Table V. 3 shows that the dollar amounts of cocaine consumed (§7) or
purchased (§5) per day was about the same among the three heroin user types.
Daily heroin users consumed and purchased somewhat greater amounts of alcohol,
but somewhat lower amounts of illicit methadone, than the less regular heroin

users. The dollar amounts sp2nt on all other drugs was not associated with

the Heroin User Typology.
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4. The frequency of heroin use was positively associated with the dollar

amount used per day of use or expended on days with a purchase for illicit

methadone, and alcohol, but was negatively associated with cocaine and

most other drugs.

Table V. 4 shows that daily heroin users consumed almost $40 per heroin
use-day,* compared with $32 for regular and $24 for irregular heroin users.
Likewise, daily heroin users purchased §34 of heroin per purchase-day compared
with $29 for regular heroin users and $23 for irregular heroin users. The
amount of illicit methadone used per day of use or or purchased on days of
purchase did not vary by the frequency of heroin use.

Irregular heroin users consumed more cocaine ($33) than the regular (524)
or daily ($521) heroin users per cocaine use-day. Weak negative associations
between the Heroin User Typology and consumption per use-day (and amount
purchased per purchase-day) were found for marijuana, amphetamines,
barbiturates, trancuilizers, psychedelics, and other drugs.

During one street year, what dollar value
is consumed or expended for which drugs?

5. Heroin and cocajne accounted for almost 90% or more of the dollar value of
all drugs used and all drugs purchased. The amount used or expended for
cocaine was not directly related to the frequency of heroin use.

Table V. 5 and Figure V. 1 showed that the daily heroin users consumed an
annual average of $17,283 in drugs, compared with §9,847 by the regular and
55,186 by the irregular heroin users. The daily heroin users annually consume
over $13,000 worth of heroin, compared to $6,400 for heroin by regular heroin
users and about $1,400 by dirregular heroin users. All three groups spend
about $2,500 (+ $300) per person upon cocaine. The average daily heroin user
consumed §741 worth of alcohol per year, which was somewhat greater than the
less regular heroin users who consumed less than $500 worth. Consumption of

all other substances added to less than 5500 per year, with the daily heroin

users least 1ikely to consume these other drugs.

* Use-days exclude days without use of that drug from the denominator;
purchase-days exclude days without purchase of that drug from the
denominator. :

Drug Use and Purchase

Graph V.|

-52-

Annual Dollar Amounts of Drugs Used and Purchased Among the Heroin User Types
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Although the annualized dollar amount purchased was less than the value of

drugs consumed, there was almost no association between the frequency of
heroin use and the purchase of specific drugs.

Approximately how much of the drug(s) consumed were
accounted tor by purchases of such drug{s)?

6. The purchase of drug(s) accounted for approximately 55%-90% of the drug(s)
consumed, depending upon the specific drug and measure of purchase or
consumption,

Among daily heroin users, heroin purchase occurred on two-thirds of the
person-days with heroin consumption (61%/91% -- Table VY. 2). The annualized
dollar purchases by daily heroin users accounted for only 58% of the dollar
volume of heroin consumed (57,601/$13,189 -- Table V. 5). The ratio of cash
purchases to dollar value consumed was higher among the regular (62% -
$4,019/56 ,432) and irregular (71% -- 5986/$1,389) heroin users.

The percentage ratio of person-days with cash purchases of cocaine to days
with cocaine consumption was: 72% (26%/36%) among daily heroin users, 68%
(17%/25%) among regular heroin users, and 81% (17%/21%) among dirregular
heroin users (Table V. 2).

These percentage ratios may be misleading. They were computed from means
for groups of subjects and considerable variation existed between days with
drug purchase and drug consumption on different days by a given subject, and
much variation between subjects. Moreover, some persons purchased cocaine
or heroin to sell, thus elevating the mean purchases artificially. The
complex relationships between drug use and purchase must await future analyses,

The important point was that many subjects, but especially the daily
hernin users, have developed other strategies (instead of cash purchase) for
obtaining the heroin they consumed. Chapter VII will demonstrate that

involvement in drug distribution activities provided a sizable share of their

heroin., ..
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B. HEROIN USERS AND THEIR CONSUMPTION OR PURCHASE OF SPECIFIC DRUGS

HEROIN

A1l subjects used drugs, and almost al1™ used heroin during their
reporting period. Mainly due to the definition of the Heroin User Typology
(see Chapter IV), daily heroin users consume and purchase about twice as much
heroin as the regular heroin users on an annual basis, and eight times more
heroin than irregular heroin users. In short, heroin is the main drug of
choice for both the daily and regular heroin users, but a second choice
(after cocaine) among irregular heroin users. In vignette A, res;nndents
have been selected because their mean daily heroin consumption was virtually
identical to the mean heroin consumption by daily (536/day), regular

{$18/day), and irregular (54/day) heroin users.

Vignette A - Heroin and Opiate Use and Purchase Patterns Among
Daily, Regular, and Irregular Heroin Users

Kitty D. (black female, age 24) was a representative daily heroin user who also
engaged in prositution on a daily basis. She was relatively unique among
daily heroin users in that she had almost no crimes other than prositution.
She used heroin an each of her 33 reporting days at an average of $36/day. The
following week was representative of her heroin using behavior,

1/2/82 - used $50 of heroin, but.purchased $20; §30 of heroin was given to
her by a friend.

1/3/82 - used $50 of heroin which she purchased for $40, thus, she got a $10
value by “copping short."

1/4/82 - used $15 of heroin purchased for $10 and $5 by copping short.

1/5/82 - used 525 of heroin purchased for $20 and §5 by copping short.

1/6/82 - used $25 of heroin without purchase; given heroin by friend.

1/7/82 - used $25 of heroin without purchase; given heroin by friend.

1/8/82 - wused $50 of heroin purchased for $30, was given $20 by friend.

Kitty .also used B2-$15/day of alcohol every day, about a §1/ day of
tranquilizers, and $10 - §30 of cocaine on about half of her reporting days.
She did not report any illicit methadone or marijuana use. During one week,
she reported purchasing and using Darvon for 50¢.

*  Five subjects did not report any heroin use during the reporting period,
but were receiving legal methadone; they have been arbitrarily included
among the irregular heroin users for analytic purposes.
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Vignette A (Continugd) - Heroin and Opiate Use and Purchase
Patterns Among Daily, Regular, and Irregular Heroin Users

Poet B (black male, age 45) was a regular heroin user and occasional thief. He
grgduated from high school and claimed to work as a self-employed lecturer and
writer, mainly of poems which he sold on street corners; he reported no such
income dur1ng the reporting period. Poet consumed an average of $17 of heroin
per day during his 33 person-days. A representative week revealed complex
opiate consumption, -

2-16-82 - used $10 heroin from a $10 purchase.

2-17-82 - used 525 heroin, but had no heroin purchases. He copped a quarter
(a $50 bag) for a friend who shared it evenly with him.

2-18-82 - same as previous day.

2-19-82 - no heroin use or purchase. Bought 50 mgs of illicit methadone for
$10, used half (25 mgs) of it.

2-20-82 - no heroin use or purchase; used 25 mgs of illicit methadone from
yesterday.

2-21-82 - no.heroin use or purchase, nor illicit methadone use. Even though
th1s. Sunday had no opiate use, Poet helped sell a quarter of
heroin but did not receive cash or drugs as payment,

2-22-82 - no heroin use or purchase; used 30 mgs of methadone given to him
by a friend.

Poet also consumed $1/day of alcohol during this week, Poet died in

September, 1983 with high blood pressure, gastritis, and other alcohol-
related complications.

Barry D. (Hispanic male, age 37) was an irregular heroin user who never
committed nondrug crimes (except evading subway fares] and rareiy helped sell
drugs (sge chapters VI - VII). Barry consumed an average of $4/day of heroin
9ur1ng his 33 reporting days. During the initial interview, he commented,
The reason I don't do too much crime, I'm trying to cut down on my drugs."

During his reporting period, he had one week with no heroin use, a week
with two days, another with three days, and one week with four days of heroin
use. On only two days, did he use §525; most heroin use days involved only
$10-13. The following five days were representative.

10-8-81 - used 513 of heroin, but did not purchase it. He helped sell $18
of heroin, for which he earned $10. He spent $10 on cocaine and
shﬁred it (used B5) with a friend. In addition, a friend gave him
a "capful” (the top of a bottle) of illicit methadone.

10-9-81 - no heroin use or purchase. Purchased 60 mgs of illicit methadone
for $10, used 20 mgs on this day.

10-10-81- no heroin use or purchase; used 20 mgs. of il1licit methadone

10-11-81 purﬂ?aseq on previous day.

=li=8l~ no heroin use or purchase; used 20 mgs. of illicd
purchased two days eariier. ? f1THelt methadone
11-12-81- purchased and used $10 of heroin, but no illicit methadone,

During each of these days, Barry also used $1 of marijuana and $1 of

?gf$8?;i. He also received $20 in cash for helping in a restaurant on
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COCAINE

Almost all respondents (about 90%) reported cocaine use or purchase, with
no variation by the frequency of heroin use. Although daily heroin users had
more days (36%) with cocaine use than regular and irregular heroin users (25%
and 21% respectively), the daily users consumed less cocaine ($522) than regular
(F24) and irregular (533) heroin users per day of cocaine use, (A similar
negative association holds for cocaine purchases per purchase-day.) Thus, no
relationship existed between the frequency of heroin use and the dollar amounts
of cocaine used (or purchased) per day or per year.

Nevertheless, cocaine approaches heroin in economic value. Subjects
consumed about 525 per cocaine use-day and purchased $25 of cocaine on days
when they purchased cocaine. Cocaine was clearly the drug of preference among
irregular heroin users; they used cocaine on 21% of the days, consumed 532 per
day of cocaine use, and annually consumed about twice as much cocaine ($2,512)
as heroin (51,389); the same held for cocaine purchase. Thus, subjects
purchased and consumed about two and a half "dime" bags of cocaine on days of
cocaine use. When days without cocaine use were included, subjects consumed
less than one dime bag per day, and purchased only about half a bag per day

(Table V. 3).

Vignette B - Cocaine Use by Street Opiate Users

Nick T. (Hispanic male, age 29) was an irregular heroin user mainly because he
was on a methadone treatment program. But he used an average of §57/day of
cocaine during his 33 reporting days. While he had two weeks during which he
used each day, the following week indicated more variability.

5/30/81 - used $225 of cocaine from a $180 purchase; he copped short.

5/31/81 - used §70 of cocaine from a §70 purchase.

6/1-3/82~ used noc cocaine or heroin,

6/ 4/81 - used 530 of cocaine from a §30 purchase.

6/ 5/81 - used $120 of cocaine from a $110 purchase; he copped short.

Kitty D (see Vignette A) also used cocaine each day during the week; she used
$20 worth on 1/2/81, then $10, $5, $20, $10, $10, and $10 on successive days.

It was quite common for daily and regular heroin users to purchase both
cocaine and heroin (if sufficient funds were available) and inject them
together as a "speedball." If cocaine was used alone, it was as likely to be

injected as snorted by our subjects.
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ALCOHOL

Alcohol emerged as the third most important drug among these street opiate
users. Almost 90% of respondents used and purchased alcohol with little
variation by frequency of heroin use. Surprisingly, alcohol was consumed on
63% of the person-days by daily heroin users, which was considerably higher
than days with alcohol use among regular (48%) and irregular (43%) heroin
users. (Similar findings emerged for a]coﬁol purchases.) The actual dollar
amounts consumed per day of use (about $3) does not constitute a major
purchase ~- 1ike heroin or cocaine expenditures.

Nonetheless, three dollars of alcohol per day is a considerable amount of
alcohol to consume--equal to approximately a pint of hard liquor, or a quart
and half of sweet wine, or three quarts of beer. This converts to
approximately 6 ounces of pure alcohol per alcohol-use day. The most
alcoholic subjects would typically begin drinking when they awakened in the
morning with the shakes. They would drink steadily throughout the day. A
pint of sweet wines (mainly Thunderbird or Wild Irish Rose) in a paper bag was
constantly being consumed by individuals or a drinking group. Sometimes they
would drink vodka or other hard liquors straight. Even when nonalcohol use
days were included, the average subject consumed between two-three ounces of
pure alcohol per day. The daily heroin users consumed about $300 more
alcohol and purchased over 5200 more alcohol per year than regular and

irregular heroin users.

Vignette C - Alcoholic Heroin Users

Kat E. (black female, age 35) was a daily heroin user and prosti

Vignette K) who was serjously alcoholic. On 6/28/81, Kat rgpgrsgguggiag]?g iﬁ:
ho§p1ta1 for cirrhosis and stated: “I have cirrhosis of the liver. I can
drink no more vodka. I drink wine." But on both the week before and after
this hospitalization, she reported drinking $5/day of alcohol.

Many other subjects drank staggering amounts of alcohol. [Ki

; g% . itt
average of $6/day dgr1ng the week featured in Vignette A. Nigk qyangraﬁa
$8/day of alcohol during the week featured in Vignette B.] .
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ILLICIT METHADONE

I11icit methadone was the only substance negatively associated with the
frequency of heroin use. Daily heroin users were the least apt to use or
purchase i1licit methadone. They consumed i11icit methadone on only 4% of the
person-days compared to 12% of the person-days among regular and irregular
heroin users. Nevertheless, on days of illicit methadone use or purchase,
daily heroin users consumed dollar amounts ($9-510) that were equal to the
less regular heroin users.

On an annual basis, however, relatively small dollar amounts of illicit
methadone were consumed or purchased ( 5435 or less) by each heroin user type.
The relationship between 1icit and illicit methadone was complex and will need

to be analyzed in subsequent reports.

OTHER OPIATES

Less than 10% of the respondent reported any use of opiates (other than
heroin or methadone) such as morphine, demerol, opium, or medicinal opiates.
These were consumed on less than 0.5% of the person-days, and involved §6 or
less on days of use. Less than $10 per year was expended for these drugs
regardless of heroin use type.

MARIJUANA

Almost three-quarters of these street opiate users consumed marijuana or
hashish (mainly marijuana) during the reporting period. Marijuana use was not
significantly related to the frequency of heroin use, although daily heroin
users seemed somewhat less involved than other groups. Marijuana was used on
about a quarter of the person-days, and purchased about half as often. The
average amount consumed per use-day was about §3 or Tless. Because many
subjects also engaged in marijuana sales, the mean amount (§5) spent on
marijuana per purchase-day was higher. Nevertheless, "loose joints" can be
purchased for §1 on the streets, and many subjects buy "trey" (§3) and

"nickel" (B5) bags of marijuana which allows them to make 4 to 8 joints.
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The more enterprising buy an street "ounce" (generally considerably less than

a standard ounce), roll about 25-50 joints which they sell to others.
Typically, however, marijuana did not involve large annual amounts being used
or purchased (generally under 5400 per year).

TRANQUILIZERS

About two-fifths of the respondents used tranquilizers and such use
occurred on about 6% and purchase occurred on 4% of the person-days. On days
with tranquilizer wuse, about §$2 worth was consumed. Some of these
tranquilizers were obtained from physicians, but most of them were purchased
on the streets. Since the typical street price was §1 per tranquilizer,
subjects consumed about two pills per day of tranquilizer use. Nevertheless,
such use involved less than B50 annually. Tranquilizer use and purchase were
not related to the frequency of heroin use.

OTHER DRUGS
( Anphetamines, barbiturates, psychedelics, and various pills)

The levels of use of these drugs was very low among street opiate users
when compared, for example, with the proportion of school age youth reporting
use of these drugs. Generally less than 10% of the respondents reported using
any of these substances. Such use occurred on less than 0.5% of the
person-days and involved modest amounts per day of use, and seldom accounted
for over $20 per year per substance. Purchases of these substances were even
Tower than use. Neither the use nor purchase of these substances was related
to the frequency of heroin use.

ANY-DRUG USE

These subjects were, however, consistent drug users. AT subjects used
and purchased drugs, and on an average of 85% of their person-days. On a
typical day, they used $35 and purchased $23 of drugs. Daily heroin users
consumed considerably more drugs ($§49) than regular heroin users (832) and
irregular heroin users (§19) per use-day. Daily heroin users purchased twice

as much drugs per drug purchase-day (530 vs. §15) than irregular heroin users.

Drug Use and Purchase -60-
The annual value of drugs consumed was over $17,000 among daily heroin users,

almost $10,000 among regular heroin users, and over $5,000 among irregular
heroin users, Most of the variation in drug consumption and purchase was
due to the differing levels of heroin involvement. Because daily heroin users
had more days with and dollar expenditures for heroin, their overall
involvement with any drugs was substantially higher than among the 1less
regular heroin users,

This analysis of specific drugs does not address the very complex patterns
of multiple drug use by these subjects. Heroin use without the use of other
substances on the same day was relatively uncommon; analysis of the many and
complex patterns of heroin and other drug use by these respondents will be
detailed in future papers. In the vignette below, Norten S. was selected
because his average heroin use (520), cocaine use ($5), and alcohol use (§1)
during the 33 days closely approximated the grand means (§19<heroin;
$7-cocaine; P1.5-alcohol) for all respondents, His wide variability in the
kinds of drugs nsed, the dollar values used and purchased day by day was a
typical pattern among almost all respondents. Likewise the complex
techniques for obtaining drugs by other than cash purchases was common among

many respondents. These are delineated in more detail in Chapter VII,

Vignette D - Daily Patterns of Substance Use Among A Regular Heroin User

Norton S. (hispanic male, age 37) was a regular heroin user, A common criminal
activity was burglarizing abandoned buildings and stripping them of copper and
fixtures which were sold to a Jjunk yard. Even though his consumption of
heroin, cocaine, and alcohol during 33 days were just about equivalent to the
grand mean, the following information shows that such mean figures may be
misleading.

Norton was actually a daily heroin user and alcoholic; during the 33
days, he was hospitalized for alcohol detoxification, and then followed
treatment plans which curbed his alcohol use -~ but not his other drug abuse.

Norton alsc worked regularly at a quasi-legal “hustle," He regularly
bought cigarette lighters cheap (a box of 48 for $12) and sold them on the
street for twice as much making §12 a box. On one day, he also sold (for 52
each) six coke {cocaine) spoons on chains; he bought them for 50¢ making $2.
In selling these lighters, he told potiental customers that they were “hot"
and worth $5-6 each, thus conning them into believing that cheap lighters were

actually worth more.
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For each day described below, the number before the slash refers to the
dollar value used while the number after the slash refers to value purchased
for each specific drug:

8/10/81

heroin 55/30; cocaine 10/0; marijuana 5/2; alcohol 6/2; cigarettes
2/0.  He received 25 of heroin for copping drugs, §10 of cocaine
and $3 of marijuana were recieved from friends. He purchased 2
pints of wine, a friend gave him a pint, and he received 3 pints of
wine and two packs of cigarettes on credit from a store.
heroin 63/40; cocaine 10/0; marijuana 3/0; alcohol 6/4; cigarettes
2/0. He received $33 of heroin, cocaine, and marijuana for copping
drugs and turning on with friends. He received one pint of wine
from friends. When Norton was asked about money that was not
accounted for, he replied, "I don't know., Sometimes I black out."
heroin 40/20; cocaine 10/0; marijuana 3/1; alcohol 7/5; cigarettes
2/0. He received B32 of heroin, cocaine, and marijuana for copping
drugs and turning on with friends. He received cne pint of wine
from friends.
heroin 40/30; cocaine 10/0; marijuana 2/1; alcohol 9/6; cigarettes
2/0. He received 521 of heroin, cocaine, and marijuana for copping
short and turning on with friends. He received one pint of wine
from friends. "I blacked out for about 10 hours. I den't know
what happened to those 10 hours."
8/14/81 - heroin 40/40; cocaine 20/0; marijuana 3/3; alcohol 5/5; cigarettes
2/0. He received $20 of cocaine from a friend.
8/15/81 - heroin 50/0; cocaine 10/0; marijuana 0/0; alcohol 5/5; cigarettes
2/0. He obtained $60 of cocaine and heroin for helping sell drugs.

8/11/81

8/12/81

8/13/81

8/16-20/81 - could not remember what drugs he had used because he missed
his weekly interview (was interviewed on 8/28).

8/21-28/81 - entered a hospital for one week of alcohol detoxification and
treatment. He came out on 8/28; no drug or alcohol use during week.

8/29/81 - marijuana 4/4. No alcohol or other drugs.

8/30/81 - marijuana 3/3. No alcohol or other drugs.

8/31/81 - heroin 13/20; marijuana 2/2; no alcohol. He turned on a friend,
thus consumed less heroin than purchased.

9/ 1/81 - heroin 30/30; marijuana 2/2; no alcohol.

9/ 2/81 - heroin 68/40; cocaine 15/0; marijuana 2/2; no alcohol; cigarettes
1/0. Reported to his alcohol treatment program for group therapy
and individual counseling.

9/ 3/81 - heroin 10/0; cocaine 30/10; marijuana 2/2; no alcohol; cigarettes
1/0. Got heroin and cocaine from copping and shorts.

9/ 4/81 - heroin 10/0; cocaine 30/10; marijuana 2/2; no alcohol; cigarettes
1/0. Got 30 in cocaine and heroin from friend. Reported to his
alcohol treatment program for group therapy and dindividual
counseling.

This description of Norton's drug use over a 26 day period simplifies the
complexity of his behavior because he was of obtaining drugs via steering,
touting, copping, copping short, and obtaining alcohol and cigarettes on credit
or from one or more friends.

Norton's behavior was relatively unique in that he entered and followed a
treatment schedule for alcohol detoxification. But this had little jmpact upon
heroin consumption and cocaine use. He evidenced no interest in methadone
treatment. As the following chapters unfold, we shall see that his drug
using and criminal behaviors were relatively common among these street heroin
users.
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Table V. 1 -- Percentage of Respondents Using and Purchasing Drugs by Heroin User Typology

Heroin User Typology Heroin User Typology

Type of Drug Irreguiar Regular Dally Total p of Irregular Regular Daily Total p of

( Mumber of Subjects) (61) (78) (62) (201) F r (61) (78) (62) (201) F r
A. Percentage of Respondents Using: B. Percent of Respondents Purchasing:

Any Drug Use 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 -- -- 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 -- --
Heroin 90.2 100.0 100.0 97.0 .001 .23 88.5 98.7 100.0 96.0 .001 .23
Other Opiates 8.2 1.3 8.1 5.5 ,12 .00 3.3 1.3 1.6 2.0 .69 -.05
IN1licit Methadone 55.7 61.5 48.4 55.7 .30 -.06 52.5 52.6 43.5 49.8 .51 -.07
Cocaine 91.8 92.3 95.2 93.0 .73 .05 88.5 83.3 90.3 87.1 .44 .02
Aicohol 90.2 87.2 90.3 89.1 .80 .00 85.2 84.6 88.7 86.1 .77 .04
Marijuana 80.3 70.5 67.7 72,6 .26 -.11 73.8 66.7 58.1 66.2 .18 -.13
Amphetamines 11.5 1.7 11.3 10,0 .70 .00 8.2 5.1 6.5 6.5 .77 -.03
Barbiturates 8.2 6.4 8.1 7.5 .90 .00 6.6 7.7 1.6 5.5 .27 -.09
Tranquilizers 41.0 42.3 40.3 fN.3 .97 .0 37.7 32.1 32.3 33.8 .75 -.04
Psychedelics 3.3 1.3 3.2 2.5 .69 .00 3.3 1.3 3.2 2.5 .69 .00
Other Drugs 34.4 25.6 33.9 30.8 45 00 29.5 19.2 19.4 22.4 .28 -.10

legal Methadone* 42.6  25.6 1.3 26.4 .000 -.28

*[egal Methadone is not included in the 'any drug" total.
(See instructions for reading tables at the end of Chapter VI.)
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Table V. 2 -~ Percentage of Person-Days Using or Purchasing Drugs by Heroin User Typology

Heroin User Typology

-63-

Heroin User Typology

Type of Drug Irregular Regular Daily Total p of irregular Regular Daily Total p of

( Number of Subjects) (61) (78) (62) (201) F r (61) (78) (62) (201) F
A. Percentage of Person-Days Using: B. Percent of Person-Days Purchasing:
i Any Drug Use 73.5 84.9 96.1 84.9 .000 .50 58.2 54.9 80.3 67.6 .000

Heroin 16.0 54,6 90.7 54,0 .000 .94 11.8 37.7 61.1 37.0 V.OOO
Other Opiates 0.2 0.1 0.6 0.3 .19 .08 0.1 0.0 0.1 0.1 .54
IN1icit Methadone 11.5 12.1 4.4 9.5 005 -.19 7.5 6.4 2.6 5.6 .014
Cocaine 20.9 24.9 36.3 27.2 .001 .24 16.9 17.2 26.2 19.9 .016
Alcohol 42.3 47.7 62.7  50.7 003 .23 31.2 33.9 52.7 38.9 .000
Marijuana 29.9 23.3 25.4 25.9 .40 -.06 15.4 12.0 11.5 12.9 .41 -,09
Amphetamines 0.7 0.2 0.5 0.4 22 -.05 0.4 0.1 0.4 0.2 .30 .00
Barbiturates 0.4 0.2 0.3 0.3 57 -.02 0.3 0.1 0.1 0.2 .71 -.,05
Tranquilizers 5.9 4,6 7.1 5.8 .59 .03 4.3 3.1 5.1 4,1 .60 .03
Psychedelics 0.1 0.1 0.2 0.1 .73 .05 0.1 0.1 0.2 0.1 .79 .04
Other Drugs 3.2 2.2 2.2 2.5 .56 -.07 2.2 1.5 1.3 1.6 .53 -,07

Legal Methadone* 30,0 3. 4.4 15.5 000 -3

;{ *Legal Methadone is not included 1n the rany drug” total.
/i (See instructions for reading tables at the end of Chapter VI, )
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Table V. 3 -- Dollar Value of Drug(s) Used or Purchased Per Day by Heroin User Typology

Heroin User Typology
Type of Drug Irregular Regular Daily Total p of
( Number of Subjects) (61) (78) (62) (201) F r

Heroin User Typology

Irregutar Regular Daily Total

(61)

(78)

(62)

(201)

p of

F

r

A. Dollar Value of Drug(s) Used Per Day:

Any Drug Use 14.20 26,98 47.35 29.39 .000 .57
Heroin 3.80 17.62 36.14 19.14 .000 .66
Other Opiates 0.01 * 0.02 0.0 .13 .10
INlicit Methadone 1.02 1.19 0.45 0.91 .014 -.15
Cocaine 6.88 5.99 7.85 6.83 .47 .04
Alcohol 1.23 1.3 2.03 1.51  .003 .22
Marijuana 0.98 0.64 0.7 0.77 .18 -.10
Amphetamines 0.05 * 0.01 0.02 .011 -.17
Barbiturates 0.02 0.05 * 0.03 .58 -,03
Tranquilizers 0.14 0.1 0.12 0.12 .88 -.02
Psychedelics 0.01 * * * .65 -.07
Other Drugs 0.06 0.04 0.03 0.056 .37 -.10

- A S o M8 Y P T ) ) S G e g G A A e G B T S S S G G e S G S G T D G I SR S GG G D W WS TS MR U MG SN G M R 3 T W S S e S -

Number of milligrams used per day
Legal Methadone Use* 16.62 6.23 1.48 7.92 .000 -.35

B.

11.13
2.70
0.01
0.93
5.51
0.88
0.87
0.04
0.01
0.13
0.01
0.04

17.51

11.01
*
1.03
3.8
0.94
0.53

0.15

0.03

29.15

20.83
0.00
0.37
5.67
1.59
0.60
*
0.00
0.08

0.02

19.16

11.52
*
0.79
4.90
1.12
0.65
0.02
0.01
0.12

0.03

.000
.000
13
.019
.22
.002
.29
.0l
.15
.62
.55
.38

Dollar Value of Drug(s) Purchased Per Day:

.46
.62

-.13.

-.15
.01
.22

-.08

-.18

-.13

-.05

-.08

-.10

*-less than $0.01, but greater than zero.
**legal Methadone is not included in the "any drug" total.
(See instructions for reading tables at the end of Chapter VI.)
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Table V., 4 -- Dollar Values Consumed Per Day of Use or Value Purchased Per Day of Purchase by Heroin User Typology

~65-

Heroin User Typolo
IrreguTar Regular Uagiy Total

Heroin User Typology
IrreguTar ReguTar Daily Total

Type of Drug p of p of

(Number of Subjects) (61) (78) (62) (201) F r (61) (78) (62) ' (201) F r
A. Dollar Value Consumed per Day of Use of: B. Dollar Value Purchased per Day of Purchasc |

Any Drug@ 19.32 - 31.76 49.26 34.60 000 48 15,13 20.5T  30.32 22.53x"TUUU""736""
Heroin 23.82 32,30 39.84 35.45 006 .23 22.89 29.19 34.M 31.08 .024 .20
Other Opiates 3.49 5.33 3.92 3.94 .96 .02 5.52 3.00 JEK 2,31 .12 x%
I11icit Methadone 8.90 9.90 10.15 9.57 .44 1 12,30 15,93 14.33 14,22 ,019 .19
Cocaine 32.87 24,04 21.61 25,10 .000 -.29 32.53 22.07 21.59 24.57 ,000 -.28
Al cohol 2.91 2.75 3.24 2.98 .16 .10 2,82 2.78 3.01 2,38 .68 .05
Marijuana 3.29 2.76 2.78 2.95 .12 -5 5.62 4.39 5.24 5.07 .60 -,03
Amphetamines 6.99 2,80 1.65 4.50 .06 -.52 11.92 4,85 0.94 6.14 .28 -.47
Barbiturates 5.64 32.09 0.93 9.86 .033 -.09 4.99 2.62 0.00 3.03 .023 -,78
Tranquilizers 2,31 2.33 1.66 2,07 .06 -.27 3.10 4.Nn 1.60 3.00 .043 -,16
Psychedelics 6.67 5.00 0.51 3.15 06 -.94 7.47 5.00 0.32 3.35 .044 -.97
Other Drugs 2,01 1.96 1.51 1.86 .36 -,16 2.05 2.3 1.42 1.99 .67 -.08

"""""""""""""""""" Number of milligrans used per day of mes

Legal Methadone Use*** 55.36 47.55 33.63 50.92 ,033 -.35

)

**Zero days of use/purchase, mean amount and Pearsonian r
***legal Methadone is not included in the "
(See instructions for reading tables at the

*DolTar amount based upon 10 days or less with use/ purchase
cannot be computed.
any drug" total.
end of Chapter VI,)

;
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Table V. 5 -- Dollar Value of Drug(s) Used or Expended Per Year by Heroin User Typology

Heroin User Typology Heroin User Typology
Type of Drug Irregular Regular Daily Total p of I¥regular Regular Davly Total p of
(Number of Subjects)  (61) (78) (62) (201) F r (61) (78) (62) (201) F r
A. Dollar Value of Drug(s) Used Per Year: B. Dollar Value of Drug{s) Purchased Per Year:
Any Drug Use 5,185.83 9,846.75 17,283,07 10,726,03 .000 .57 4,06V.15 6,389.78 10,639.43 6,993.92 .000 .46
Heroin 1,388.64 6,431.45 13,189.42 6,985.59 .000 .66 985.75 4,018.87 7,601.23 4,203.38 .000 .62
Other Opiates 2.92 1.23 8.54 4.00 .13 .10 2.08 0.16 0.00 0.69 .13 -.13

[1Ticit Methadone 373.56 435,92 162.88 332,78 .01 -.15 338.16 374.94 133.73 289.37 .019 -.15

Cocaine 2,511.82 2,187.46 2,864.09 2,494.61 .47 .04 2,010.30 1,389.73 2,068.16 1,787.33 .22 .01
Alcohol 448.69 479.26 740,94 550.7¢ .003 - .22 320.71 343.49 578.82 409.17 .002 .22
Marijuana 358.82 234,81 257,87 279.56 .18 -.10 316.22 192.64 219.25 238.35 .29 -.08
Amphetamines 18.45 1.79 2.97 7.21 .01 -7 15.49 1.08 1.27 5.51 .010 -.18
Barbiturates 7.48 17.83 1.04 9.51 .88 -.03 4,82 1.29 0.00 1.96 .15 -.13
Tranquilizers 49.68 39.44 42.87 43.61 .88 -.02 48.49 53.76 30.1 44.87 .62 -,05
Psychedelics 2.12 1.53 0.35 1.35 .65 .07 2,38 1.53 0.20 1.38 .55 .08
Other Drugs 23.65 16.03 12.10 17.13 .37 -.10 16.75 12.30 6.67 11.91 .38 -.10

-t - D G " (b S - o S " " D > T S (o S S o b s Gt T Tup Go A G S ey o G P o R W e M A v e e Sk A e e e e N ot b St et e ot S G S

Number of milligrams used per year
Legal Methadone Use 6,067,37 2,272.69 539.68 2,889.75 .000 -.35

** DolTar Amounts Used Per Vear = Mean Amount Used per Day times 365.
(See instructions for reading tables at the end of Chapter VI.)
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CHAPTER VI

NONDRUG CRIME AMONG HEROIN USER TYPES

How much crime do street opiate users commit? How much income to they
obtain from crime? How is crime linked to a lifestyle of daily heroin use?
These questions still %continue to be a topic upon which there is Tittle
consensus -- other than the brief answer of "a lot." In this and the
following two chapters, we will address these appa:ently simple questions.
Qur answers, however, cannot be brief because the criminal lifestyles reported
by our subjects were more complex than we had initially believed.

As reported in Appendix A, we discovered that the phenomena of "drug
dealing" was vastly more complex and frequent than we had anticipated; thus,
a whole chapter (VII) is devoted to describing the complex roles and economic
values associated with the "drug business."” Other forms of crime are
referred to in'this report as "nondrug" crimes because they do not include the
i1legal exchange of drugs. As us;d in this chapter, “"nondrug crimes" refers
to robbery, burglary, shoplifting and other larcenies, forgery, conning,
prostitution/pimping, fencing, and ofher crimes.”  After describing both
nondrug and drug business crimes, this information will be combined in
Chapter VIII to provide more direct answers to the questions Tisted above.

Thus, the current chapter will provide critical new information about
different measures of nbndrug crime among these street opiate users and
bringy compare our data with levels of self-report criminality in similar
studies among criminals or drug users who were at high risk of criminal

activity. This chapter will not attempt to provide a theoretical
understanding of the subject's criminal behavior nor develop a typology of
criminal lifestyles (see Chapter XIII and XV). Nevertheless, new insights

about the nondrug crime rates and dollar returns will be presented
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Prior Research On Self-Reported Crimina]ity Among High Risk Groups

The Titerature on criminal behavior of deviant groups and the gereral
population has recently undergone an impo;%ant shift in methodological
emphasis. Prior to 1975, almost all research on criminal behavior consisted
of either the analysis of the arrest and conviction histories of persons who
were in contact (through jail, prison, or arrest) with the criminal justice
system (such as the FBl's Uniform Crime Reports), or self-reported criminal
behavior of juvenile populations, usually in a school system or a reformatory.

The late 1970's saw several major studies attempt to ascertain levels of
self-reported crime in special populations at high rfsk for committing crime.
Five studies of adults at high risk of criminal behavior have reported results
that are quite similar to those presented below. All of these studies
obtained detailed data in which respondents recalled their criminal behavior
during the recent past (one month, year, or more, etc.).

McGlothlin, Anglin, and Wilson's (1977) retrospective analysis of persons
commi tted to Californija Civil Addict Program showed that over 50% of all 1970
admissions were criminally active and almost half dealt drugs; they commi tted
about 100 crimes per year, from which they derived a mean criminal income of
57600 per year. During periods of daily narcotics use when not incarcerated
between 1970-1975, they found that respondents had a total monthly income of
§1744, of which 55% came from nondrug crime (mainly burglary and theft) and
28% came from drug dealing; the remainder came from jobs, welfare and others.

In a similar study, Ball, et al. (1979; 1981) studied the impact of heroin
addiction upon criminality among 243 Baltimore addicts. The mean number of
crime-days per addict was almost 2,000 spanning a decade or more at risk.
Moreover, during period of addiction, these respondents reported almost 250
crime days annually; that is, they were criminally active two-thirds of the
time when addicted to heroin.

In a study similar to the present effort, Inciardi (1980; 1981) obtained

information about the drug use and criminal behavior of 166 youth recruited
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from Miami streets in 1978. The 70 heroin users reported 24,670 offenses in

the past twelve months, or a mean of 352 offenses per subject per year.

Further, 96 nonherpin drug users committed 29,982 offenses or a. mean of 312

per subject per ygar, Thus, differences in criminal behavior between heroin

and nonheroin drug users were not particularly pronounced although heroin
users were more Tikely to engage in drug distribution, shoplifting, theft from
vehicles, and handling stolen goods than the nonheroin users sampled. This
study pointed to the complexity of the relationship between persons who were

criminally active and their frequent involvement in a variety of crimes.

Peterson, Braiker, and Polich (1980) provided data on the criminal

behavior of 624 incarcerated male felons in five California prisons in 1976,

They concluded (p. 149): "differences between offenders who use drugs and

those who do not are not as great as those associated with other offender

characteristics," They estimated the offense rates of street offenders from

their data among those involved in Part 1 crimes. As street offenders, their

respondents had a self reported annual offense rate of 1.97 for armed robbery
2.38 for assault, 136 for drug sales, 7.23 for burglary, 7.56 for con games

4.35 for forgery, and 3.48 for auto theft. Shoplifting, prostitution, and

other offenses by these felons were not reported. These researchers did not

study the economic value of the crimes committed by their respondents

Chaiken and Chaiken (1982ab) studied prison and jail inmates in Texas

California, and Michigan via a self-administered questionnaire, They

calculated the approximate number of days per street-year on which specific

cri i i ]
meés were committed by heroin addicts, nonaddicted heroin users nonheroin
3

drug users and nondrug users. They show that high cost heroin users have

considerably higher levels of criminal involvement than nonheroin drug

abusers. A direct comparison between their data and the current economic

behavior project respondents is reported in Table VI, 8 below
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A1T of the studies reviewed above rely extensively upon retrospective

information by their respondents. In all cases, the respondents, most of whom

were obviously active in crime, were asked to recall the extent of their
involvement for periods of one year (Inciardi), three years (Peterson, etal.),
or segments of their entire 1ife since initiation to drug use (Ball et al.,
provided information

McGlothlin, et al.). While such retrospective recall

that was considerably better than further analysis of arrest or other
institutional data, this current research effort isolated several reasons why
respondent self-reports of criminal behavior and drug use over a long time
period (month, year, decade) may have inaccuracies.

Specifically, our data demonstrated wide variability for each subject's
criminal behavior in whether a particular offense was committed at all during
a given day, in the number of offenses committed per day, and in the dollar

returns from crime during a given period of time. When asked to recall

offenses across lengthy time periods, however, the respondent must necessarily

average such irregular activity; he/she appeared likely to forget involvement

in minor offenses which he committed numerous times. Stealing meat or clothes

with a low value per item seemed so normal to some respondents that they were
not be considered crimes nor would specifics about numerous minor crimes be

recalled when averaged across long time periods.
In addition, Goldstein (1979, Goldstein, et al., 1982b) suggested that an

opiate user's estimate of heroin habit size was frequently larger than actual

consumption, in large measure due to the respondent's self image. When there

is a discrepancy between self image and actual heroin-using behavior, the

heroin user appeared to give information congruent with his self-image.

(1980,78) 1likewise reported that a respondent's criminal

Peterson, et al

self-identity as "robber," "burglar," or "“addict," was strongly related to the

extent of criminal activity. Thus, a criminal self-image may also lead to

inflated self-reports of criminal activity and income.
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from Miami streets in 1978. The 70 heroin users reported 24,670 offenses in

the past twelve months, or a mean of 352 offenses per subject per year.

Further, 96 nonheroin drug users committed 29,982 offenses or a. mean of 312

per subject per year. Thus, differences in criminal behavior between heroin

and nonheroin drug users were not particularly pronounced although heroin

users were more 1ikely to engage in drug distribution, shoplifting, theft from

!

vehicles, and handling stolen goods than the nonheroin users sampled. This
study pointed to the complexity of the relationship between persons who were

criminally active and their frequent involvement in a variety of crimes.

Peterson, Braiker, and Polich (1980) provided data on the criminal

behavior of 624 incarcerated male felons in five California prisons in 1976
They concluded (p. 149): “differences between offenders who use drugs and

those who do not are not as great as those associated with other offender

. N u 0
characteristics. They estimated the offense rates of street offenders from

their data among those involved in Part I crimes. As street offenders, their

respondents had a self reported annual offense rate of 1.97 for armed robbery
2.38 for assault, 136 for drug sales, 7.23 for burglary, 7.56 for con games

35
4.35 for forgery, and 3.48 for auto theft, Shoplifting, prostitution, and

other offenses by these felons were not reported. These researchers did not

study the economic value of the crimes committed by their respondents

Chaiken and Chaiken (1982ab) studied prison and jail inmates in Texas

California, and Michigan via a

self-administered questionnaire. They

calculated the approximate number of days per street-year on which specific

crimes were committed by heroin addicts, nonaddicted heroin users nonheroin
b

drug users and nondrug users. They show that high cost heroin users have

considerably higher 1levels

of criminal involvement than nonheroin drug

abusers, A direct comparison between their data and the current economic

behavior project respondents is reported in Table Vi, 8 below
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A11 of the studies reviewed above rely extensively upon retrospective
information by their respondents. In all cases, the respondents, most of whom
were obviously active in crime, were asked to recall the extent of their
involvement for periods of one year (Inciardi), three years (Peterson, etal.),
or segments of their entire 1ife since initiation to drug use (Ba'! et al.,
McGlothlin, et al.). While such retrospective recall provided information
that was considerably better than further analysis of arrest or other
institutional data, this current research effort isolated several reasons why
respondent self-reports of criminal behavior and drug use over a long time
period (month, year, decade) may have inaccuracies.

Specifically, our data demonstrated wide variability for each subject's
criminal behavior in whether a particular offense was committed at all during
a given day, in the number of offenses committed per day, and in the dollar
returns from crime during a given period of time. When asked to recall
offenses across lengthy time periods, however, the respondent must necessarily
average such irregular activity; he/she appeared likely to forget involvement
in minor offenses which he committed numerous times. Stealing meat or clothes
with a Tow value per item seemed so normal to some respondents that they were
not be considered crimes nor would specifics about numerous minor crimes be
recalled when averaged across long time periods.

In addition, Goldstein (1979, Goldstein, et al., 1982b) suggested that an
opiate user's estimate of heroin habit size was frequently larger than actual
consumption, in large measure due to the respondent's self image. When there
is a discrepancy between self image and actual heroin-using behavior, the
heroin user appeared to give information congruent with his self-image.
Peterson, et al (1980,78) 1likewise reported that a respondent's criminal
self-identity as "robber," "burglar," or "addict," was strongly related to the

extent of criminal activity. Thus, a criminal self-image may also lead to

inflated self-reports of criminal activity and income.
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While these issues of underreporting cannot be resolved here, estimates of

offense probabilities based upon self-reported data involving lengthy recall
periods may not be very pracise, especially for minor crimes which occur
frequently but with minor cash income for the street opiate users. Such
self-reported crimes by groups at high risk for criminality, however, still
provided much better information about their actual criminal behavior than the

alternatives (FBI offense rates; juvenile arrests).

The detailed data about nondrug crimes have been presented in Tables VI. 1
- 7 at the end of this chapter. The central findings have been briefly
summarized in a narrative which answer major questions stated in the text..
The major findings will be presented as one sentence summaries; the evidence:ﬁ
(from Tables VI. 1-7) will be briefly described in a paragraph or two., Next
findings about each major offense type (robbery, burglary, shoplifting for
resale, other larcenies, and other crimes) will be provided in short
paragraphs. This chapter also includes "vignettes" of persons who do
particular kinds of crimes and provides a brief summary of their behavior from
the data and from notes which interviewers made about specific crimes they
reported. Such vignettes bring rich flavor and better understanding about the

Tifestyles of one or two subjects and the kinds of crimes they commit.

The chapter concludes with definitions and examples of the offense
classes, and an introduction to the statistical data. This includes an
explanation of how the data were standardized and the significance tests
employed, a summary of what each table presents, and then the tables

themselves.
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A. MAJOR FINDINGS

Does nondrug criminal behavior vary by heroin involvement?

Daily heroin users were criminally active on more days than regular or
irregular heroin users, but such differences were important mainly for four
kinds of crime -- robbery, burglary, shoplifting, and other larcenies. Daily
heroin users did not commit more crimes per day or gain larger cash returns
per crime, rather they were had more days with crime than the less regular
heroin users. As a result, daily hercin users have more nondrug offenses and
criminal cash income than regular or irregular heroin users. The frequency of
neroin use was weakly or unralated to other kinds of nondrug criminal behavior
(forgery, con games, prostitution/pimping, other illegal acts, and shoplifting
for own use).

In what ways did the criminal behavior of daily heroin users
differ from less regular heroin users?

Tables YI. 1 - 7 exhibit several important findings:

1. A larger percentage of daily heroin users engaged in robbery,
burglary, and other larcenies -- but not other types of crimes --
than regular or irregular heroin users.

Table VI. 1 shows that about 25% more daily heroin users than irregular
heroin users reported a robbery, burglary, or larceny (other than
shoplifting). While daity heroin users had somewhat higher proportions
reporting shoplifting for resale, forgery, con games, and other illegal acts,
and somewhat lower proportions engaging in prostitution/pimping, they were

not significantly different from the less regular heroin users,

2. Daijly heroin users did not commit more crimes per criminally active
day.

Table VI, 3B shows that the number of offenses per criminally active day
(x 100) was relatively similar among daily and irregular heroin users,

respectively, for robbery (113 vs, 109), burglary (117 vs. 109), other
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larcenies (124 vs. 109). Daily heroin users did not have the highest number

of offenses per criminally active day (x 100) for shoplifting, congames,
pimping, and other illegal acts, although they were somewhat higher for
forgery and prostitution.

3. Daily heroin users were not more successful in obtaining a higher

cash return per crime or per criminally active day from different
offense classes or from the average nondrug crime.

Table VI. 5 shows that daily heroin users had lower cash returns per
offense than the regular heroin users for robbery (577 vs. $91) and forgery
(B38 vs. B256), aﬁd other illegal acts (532 vs. $47). Daily heroin users had
somewhat higher returns per offense for burglary (586 vs. $78), shoplifting
(532 vs. $29) and other larcenies (542 vs. 529) than regular heroin users. No
consistent positive linear association was observed between the frequency of
heroin use and cash income per specific offense.

Moreover, daily heroin users did not have a significantly higher cash
return from their average nondrug crime (541) than regular (§35) and irregular
heroin users (bz5); the modest linear trend (r=.14) was not substantial.
The association between the frequency of heroin use (i.e., the Heroin User

Typology) and cash income per criminally active day was even less strong.

(Table VI. 6).

4) Daily heroin users have more criminal offenses mainly because they

commit crimes on more days.

Table VI. 2 shows that daily heroin users committed a nondrug crime about
every third day (33% of the person-days), regular heroin users did so every
fourth day (23%), and irregular heroin users did so every seventh day (14%).
Table VI. 7B shows that daily heroin users, when compared with irregular

heroin users, annually cormitted about twice as many nondrug crimes (209 vs,

116).
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5) Daily heroin users committed robbery, burglary, shoplifting, and
other larcenies, but not other nondrug offenses, on significantly
more days than less regular heroin users.

Table VI, 2 also shows daily heroin users committed robbery (2.8%) and
burglary (8.0%) on about twice as many person-days as regular heroin users
(1.1% - robbery; 3.9% - burglary), and four times as many days as the
irregular heroin users (0,6% - robbery; 1.1% - burglary). Likewise, daily
neroin users committed shoplifting (13.6% vs. 4.8%) and other larcenies (4.3%
vs. 1.4%) on about three times as many days as the irregular heroin users.
A1l other offenses (forgery, congames, prostitution, pimping, other illegal
acts, and shoplifting own use) did not exhibit variation in the proportion or
person-days active by the frequency of heroin use.

Table VI. 7B shows that daily heroin users, when compared with regular
heroin users, annually committed twice as many robberies (11.8 vs. 4.1) and
burglaries (33.9 vs. 15.1), and about one and a half times as many episodes of
shoplifting (71.9 vs. 46.3).

6) Because they had more days of criminal activity, daily heroin users
had the highest criminal incomes.

Table VI. 7C shows that daily heroin users had an annualized cash income
($8,540) from nondrug crime which was about one and a half times higher than
that of regular heroin users (§5,719), and almost three times higher than
irregular heroin users ($2,885).  This higher criminal income came mainly as
higher cash income from robbery, burglary, shoplifting, and other larcenies.
Daily heroin users either had equivalent or lower cash income from other
crimes when compared to their less regular heroin using counterparts.

7) The cash income per day® from nondrug crime was relatively modest.

Table VI. 4 shows that the typical respondent obtained $16 per day in cash
income from nondrug crime. Daily heroin users obtained $23 on the average
day, compared with §16 for regular heroin users and $8 for irregular heroin
users. Most of this differential came from their higher cash incomes from

robbery, burglary, shoplifting, and other larcenies.

* - These figures conceal considerable variation between respondents and for
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Table VI, 8 -~ Number of offenses per street year involved in speqific crimgs;
Comparison of heroin users (this study) with prison and jail
inmates in California, Michigan, and Texas.

New York Prison and Jail Inmates Who Were
Street "Heroin Users, Not Addicted" in:
Heroin User Type Calif. Michigan Texas
Type of Nondrug crime TIrregular Regular
( Number of Subjects) (61)** (78) ** (94)* (82)* (48)*

AMONG HEROIN USERS WHO WERE PROBABLY NOT ADDICTED,
Number of Offenses per Street Year Committing:

Robbery 2 4 13 9 4
Burglary 5 15 31 35 29
Thefts 4] 67 25 24 43
(sum) (sum)
Shoplifting (Resale) 35 46
Other Larcenies ) 21
Forgery . 1 1 13 14 7
Con Games (Fraud) 36 34 11 15 12
New York Prison and Jail Inmates Who Were
Street “"Heroin Addiction, Al1 Months" in:
Heroin User Type Calif., Michigan Texas
Type of Nondrug Crime Daily Heroin Users
(Number of Subjects) (62)** (204)* . (94)* (59)*

AMONG HEROIN USERS PROBABLY ADDICTED,
Number of Offenses per Street Year Committing:

Robbery 12 34 17 5
Burglary 34 63 26 35
Thefts 92 66 50 108
' (sum)

Shoplifting (Resale) 72

Other Larcenies 20
Forgery 3 18 7 20
Con Games (Fraud) 29 18 18 24

* Source: Chaiken and Chaiken ([1982b,767; Chaiken, 1983)
**Source: Table VI. 7B.
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How similar was the criminal behavior of these street opiate users
wnen compared to heroin users in other nigh cirime populations?

The Tevel of criminality reported by Economic Behavior subjects was
similar to, or generally higher than, comparable groups of subjects in other
studies of addicts or career criminals.

In  the introduction section of this chapter, rates of criminal
involvement from other studies were briefly presented. When compared with the
data in Tables VI. 1 - 7, Economic Behavior subjects exhibit rates of
involvement 1in nondrug crimes that equal or exceed those reported by
McGlothlin et al. (1977), Inciardi (1980; 1981), Ball, et al. (1979, 1981),
and Peterson, et al. (1980), or Collins, et al. (71982abc).

[Table VI. 8 about here]

A recent study by the Rand Corporation (Chaiken and Chaiken, 1982ab) of
inmates in jails and prisoners in California, Michigan, and Texas provided
data on the approximate number of offenses per year during which they
committed a variety of nondrug crimes while at Tiberty on the street. Data
from Chaiken (1983) were closely comparable to data in this study. Table VI,
8 shows that the number of offenses per year was roughly similar for most
offense types, with considerable variation from state to state.

Specifically, among "heroin users who were probably not addicted," the
annual robbery rate by New York regular heroin users (4) was similar to their
counterparts in Michigan (9) and Texas (4), but lower than in California (13).
The New York irregular (4) and regular (15) heroin users reported about half
as many burglaries per year as their counterparts in these three states (31,
35, 29). On the other hand, New York regular heroin users (67) and irregular
heroin users (41) had equal or higher theft rates than career criminals in
other states (25,24,43)., While forgery rates were lowest in New York (1),
they had higher rates of fraud/con games (about 30) than their counterparts in

the other three states.
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Likewise, among "heroin users who were probably addicted," the robbery

rate among New York daily heroin users (12) was intermediate between Texas (5)
and Michigan (17), but less than in California (34). The burglary rate among
New York daily heroin users (34) was intermediate between (26) Michigan and
(35) Texas but lower than California (68). The number of thefts per year by
New York daily heroin users (92) was between California (66) and Texas (108).
On the other hand, New York daily heroin users had lower involvements in
forgery but were higher in fraud than their counterparts in other states.

These studies measured the frequency of criminail behavior in different
ways (Chaiken and Chaiken by self-administered questionnaires; this study by
daily or weekly interviews) and defined heroin use in somewhat different ways
(Chaiken and Chaiken by the respondent's self-reported heroin addiction during
a two year period while at liberty, this study by daily reports). Chaiken
and Chaiken systematically sampled inmates in prisons and jails in the three
states, while subjects were recuited from the streets of two communities of
Manhattan. Nevertheless, the resulting annualized offense rates by heroin
users appears remarkably similar in all four states. Heroin users in no
state were systematically higher than other states on all offense classes.
When compared to the Chaiken and Chaiken data, New York street heroin users
appear less active in burglary and forgery, but more active in theft and fraud.

In 211 states, the group of subjects classified as most active in heroin
ganerally appear to be much more criminally active (although not for every
crime type) than their less active heroin using counterparts. The same

finding we document here,
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B. HEROIN USER INVOLVEMENT IN SPECIFIC MAJOR CRIMES

How many subjects become involved, with what frequency,
and how much money do they gain from specitic types of crime?

ROBBERY

Over a quarter of all subjects reported a robbery; almost half of the
daily heroin users did so. A robbery occurred on about two percent of the
person-days. The annualized rate among all subjects was 5.9 robberies per
year with daily heroin users (11.8) twice as active. For all subjects,
robbery seldom occurred more than once per day.

Robbery was an effective crime for raising relatively large amounts of
money. The average robbery resulted in $80 of cash 9income; the daily and
regular heroin users had slightly (but not significantly) higher cash returns
from robbery than irregular heroin users per robbery or per robbery day;
Because they haa more days with and acts of robbery, the annualized robbery

income of daily heroin users (5906) was twice as high as that of regular

heroin users (5377) and over five times as high as that of irregular heroin

users (§158). The following vignette provides a brief descriptions.

Vignette E -- A Street Robber Doing Robberies

Geraldo N (Hispanic male, age 25) was a daily heroin user and one of our most
active robbers (He was also equally active in burglary.) He was
interviewed for 117 days, during which he reported 22 different robberies on
17% of his person-days; his annualized robbery rate was 69, His returns
from robbery were relatively modest at $43 per robbery or $48 per robbery
day. On an annual basis, he would have obtained $2,964 in cash from his
robberies, As the following interviewer representative notes about his
robbery episodes show, he had many small scores and only an occasional large
(over $100) score from robbery.

2/25/81 - "I mugged this young guy. Al1l he had was §11."

7710/81 - "I snatched lady in the street by the neck and took her
pocketbook. She had $40 cash and F40 in food stamps. Sold the
food coupons to a store owner for $23 cash."

6/11/81 - "Respondent and partner snatched a man in the street and took
cassette player, watch, and ring. They sold these articles to
different individuals for §85 cash."

11/7/81 - "With partner, stuck up a grocery store; each made $158."

2/26/82 - "Mugged a guy for B37 cash, 1 watch (sold for $13), 1 coat - kept
for self (with knife)."

2/28/82 - "Mugged a guy for a radio, sold for 520 (with knife)."

3/6/82 -

‘Geraldo and partner grabbed a man and lady in subway and pulle
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BURGLARY

Over two-fifths of respondents reported a burglary; over half of the daily
heroin users did so. A burglary occurred on about four percent of the
person-days; daily heroin users vere active 8 percent of the days. The
annualized rate among all subjects was 17.7 burglaries per year, with daily
heroin users about twice as active (33.9 burglaries per year).

Burglary was as rewarding per offense as robbery. The average burglary
resulted in $81 of cash income; days with one or more burglaries provided $91
in cash income. The annualized burglary income of daily heroin users
(B52,906) was almost three times higher than that of regular heroin users
($1,1