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The relationship betwsen crime and drug use has been well docu-
mented. Researchers have consistently found high rates of drug
' use and crime in the same area (2, 3, 5), large proportions of
by R.G. Demaree & J.F. Neman. . . . . . . . . ... .. 457 drug users engaged in criminal activity (8, 11), and significant
. . proportions of those engaged in criminal activity also using
G; ‘20< Crime and Addiction: Methodological Approaches illicit drugs (1, 4, 7). In recent years, there has been public
;767 ;7 Taken to Correct for Opportunity to Commit Crime by - interest in the effect of drug use on criminal behavior and a fear
D.NGNUrCo. v v v v e o v e e e e e e e e e e e e e e 489 n L e that drug users account for a major proportion of particular types

. of crime.
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This analysis is directed toward examinations of the extent and

“;767é;;7 i:?rug Abuse and Crime: A Policy Perspective 511" g” ? ii .type of drug use in an arrested population, the types of crime
by M.H. Moore . . . . . . .. R b - engaged in by types of drug users, and the proportion of each type
: . f cri for b f d .
70 é Effectiveness of Drug Diversion Programs: An Analysis e or crime aCf:ounted or by types of drug users
/ of Available Research from a Policymaker's Perspective 1 METHODOLOGY
by N.A. Wynstra « v v v v v v 0 v v e e e e e e e e e e 535 “
é::% ' . ) ; The data used in this analysis were collected in the Metropolitan
775Q§;7 Treatment Alternatives to Street Crime (TASC) by : Dade County (Florida) Jail from April of 1974 through March of
P. Regner & E. Cavanaugh. . . . . . . IR .. 549 1975. A11 felony and major misdemeanor arrests in the county are
_ : processed through the jail. From April 1974 through August 1975,
~7047‘;‘:}\[::572@?0%@4 Work by F.W. Kramer & R.L. Hubbard. . . . . .. 553 data were collected from all arrestees--over 1,000 interviews a
) 561 month. Because this volume was larger than available data process-
LIST OF AUTHORS . . o v v v v v v e v e e e e e e e e e e e e ing could handle, the population was sampled. Beginning in

September of 1974, data were collected one 24-hour-day each week;
the day of collection was rotated sequentially each week. Overall,
usable data were obtained from 5,993 individuals. The refusal
-rate was about 10 percent. )

In an attempt to examine the relationship between type of drug use

and arrest charges, information was collected on drug use history ) -
and current arrest charges--more specifically, on drugs ever used

regulariy and on current use patterns. Regular use was defined as

at least weekly use for a 6-month period. Current use was defined

as using the substance within the last 2 weeks.

*The author thanks James Ward (Director of Dade County Rehabili-
tative Services Division) and David Pickens (Director, Dade County
Comprehensive Offender Program) for their cooperation and Susan
Dalton for her assistance in data analysis.
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Arrest charges were divided into six categories: (1) serious
crime against persons included homicide, manslaughter, forcible
rape, and aggravated assault; (2) less serious crime against
persons included assault and battery, statutory rape, and child
molestation; (3) armed robbery; (4) property crime included break-
ing and entering, grand larceny, auto theft, arson, forgery,
counterfeiting, passing worthless checks, buying, concealing, and
receiving stolen property, and vandalism; (5) income-producing
victimless crime included prostitution, commercial vice, and
gambling; (6) other offenses included narcotic possession, offenses
against the family, driving under the influence, disorderly .con-
duct, vagrancy, loitering, sale of narcotics, petty larceny, and
resisting arrest.*

An arrest charge index was developed by ranking the seriousness of
these six categories. It was assumed that category 1 had the
highest ranking (the most serious crimes) and that category 6 had
the lowest. Within the index, an individual was assigned on the
basis of the seriousness of the arrest charge.

Four drug use indices were developed. A total drug use index was
developed to reflect the ever regular and current drug use of the
sample. An index was also developed to rank ever regular and cur-
rent drug use. For the total use index (ever regular and current),
each drug the respondent reported using was categorized as narcotics,
cocaine, amphetamines, tranquilizers and sedatives, hallucinogens,
inhalents, or marihuana. Those who reported that they never had
regulariy (or currently) used i1licit drugs were in an eighth
category. In the total use index, individuals appear in as many
categories of drugs as they report having used. The total regular
use index includes those who reported that they had used each sub-
stance weekly for a 6-month period. The total current use index
includes those who reported having used each substance within a
2-week period prior to the interview.

A major problem in analyzing drug use patterns has been the absence
of a conventional accepted method of indexing the use of types of
drugs. Frequently, ad hoe scales have been constructed. Research-
ers usually consider narcotics use to be more deviant than, fo
example, the use of marihuana (6, 9, 10). ‘ :

For this analysis, an.ad hoec index was constructed. Seven drug
categories (previously mentioned) were ranked by the assumed degree
of deviance that the use of each substance represented. The cate-
gories are (i) narcotics, (2) cocaine, (3) amphetamines, (4) tran-
quilizers and sedatives, (5) hallucinogens, (6) inhalants, and (7)
marihuana. An eighth category was composed of those who reported

that they had not ever regularly or currently used any illicit drugs.

*For this analysis, those arrested for only possession of illicit
drugs were remaved; this resulted in a loss of 219 individuals,
for a total of 5,774 respondents.
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Qnganked d{ug use index was constructed to
‘ current use. Individuals were placed in the drug ca

thathref1ected the most deviant drug use. While sucg in§$gggyare

rough, they do enable fairly straightforward analysis. The four

indices tha i11. . !
ok fo]lows:t will. be related to the most serious charge index are

reflect ever regular

1. Total regular drug use index,
2. Ranked regular drug use index,
3. Total current drug use index,
4. Ranked current drug use index.

TOTAL REGULAR USE OF DRUGS AND CRIME

The data in Table 1 show the relationship betw i
gharge of arrest anq the ever regular usg of eggg 2g§§ggi;1g¥s
t;:gséh The proportions (P's)_indicate that 57.8 percent reported
: ey hgd never used any i1licit substance weekly for a
-gqnth per]od; almost 18 percent reported regular use of a nar-
cotic. Marihuana was the drug most frequently reported (32.7%),

followed i : ;
regu]ai]y?? narcotics, then cocaine (which 10 percent had used

The column percentages (numbers not in indi
: ] parentheses) indica -
i:gz%;ilydazzgrgnce betgeeg the arrest charges of ghose whgehZVZUb
rugs and those who have not. Of th h
that they had never regularly used any i i e 15.6 paponied
s _ y 111icit drugs, 15. ;
wege arrgstgd for serious crimes against persons; gxceptiggp?ggg?f
ggu;,uggls };oggrg tgﬁn tw1c$]the proportion in each category of
r . : In the no-ilTlicit-drug-use categor
likely than those who used drugs for severe ors
' gs to be arrested for severe cri
gga1n§t the person. Armed robbery and property crimes indicggge:n
.€?qs3te.relat1onsh1p. Of those who reported no regular use of
1111cit drugs, 6 percent were arrested fo i i
;g:gery and13].2 percent were arrested fo
Property crimes. These two proportions are lowe
r tha
g:y category of drug use. Those who had regularly used i]?ig?g
ugs were more likely to be arrested primarily for robbery or

property cri i 174 s
drugs. Y crimes than those who did not ever regularly use illicit

The row percentages show the proportions of indivi i
S : vidua
cgtggory of the crime index who had ever regularly 3523 ;gcgaESpe
of drug. For pot@ sérious and less serious crimes against the
pgrson, the majority of individuals in those two categories report-
ed that they hqd never used illicit drugs (76.4% and 65.5% respec-
t1ve]y). A majority of individuals who had been charge& with P
gg;ﬁ;:glgogse:eg;?giiEhgn robbegy (51.7%) reported that they had
: rugs. In the armed robbery cateqor 27.8
percent had regularly used heroin and 40.6 cauls .
{ _ -6 percent had re
gii?ugqr1@ugna.- (Remember- the drug use categories are nogu;3€1§11
ive; in Tab]e 1 a respondent appears in as many categories !
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TABLE 1. MOST SERIOUS CRIME COMMITTED INDEX BY TOTAL REGULAR DRUG USE EVER INDEX

Percentage of Total Regular Drug Use Ever*

Most Tran-
Serious ~quilizers No
Crime Narcot- Amphet- and Seda- Hallu- Mari- IMlicit
ics Cocaine amines tives cinogens  Inhalants huana  Drug Use Total
N=1021 N=576  N=230 N=571 N=198 N=65 N=1888 N=3339 N=5774
P=17.7 P=10.0 P=4.0 P=9.9 .. P=3.4... . P=1.1. P=32.7 P=57.8
1. Serious crime 6.3 5.5 ° 5.6 6.8 6.6 9.2 6.6 15.6 10.3
against person, (9.4) (0.2) (1.9) (5.7) (1.9) (0.9) (18.3) (76.4)
f. N=682
e 2. Less serious 1.8 1.4 2.2 2.6 2.5 1.5 2.0 2.8 2.3
~ crime against (12.7) (5.6) (3.5) (10.6) (3.5) (0.7) (27.8) (65.5)
person, N=142 _
3. Armed robbery, 11.3 13.0 12.6 11.0 8.6 12.3 8.9 6.0 8.6
N=414 (27.8) (18.1) (7.0) (15.2) (4.1) (1.9) (40.6) (48.3)
4, Property crime, 37.9 39.8 43.5 - 40.1 42.4 37.0 35.4 31.2 35.0
N=1908 (20.3) (12.0) (5.2) (12.0) (4.4) (1.3) (35.0) (54.6)
5. Income-produc- 5.3 4.9 6.1 6.5 8.6 9.2 8.1 9.7 8.0
ing victimless (10.7) (5.5) (2.8) (7.3) (3.4) (1.2) (30.2) (64.0)

crime, N=506 o v
6. Other, 37.5 35.4 30.0 33.0 31.3 . 30.7 39.0 34.7 35.8
N=2122 (18.0) (9.6) (3.3) (8.9) (2.9) (0.9) (34.7) (54.6)

*N=number and P=proportion of réspondents in each category; parentheses indicate row percentages, and numerals
not in parentheses indicate column percentages.
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as that individual reported using.) While a small majority of
those in the category of property crimes (54.6%) had not regularly
used i11icit drugs, a significant proportion (20.3%) also reported
regular use of a narcotic. Overall, the data in Table 1 show

that regular i1licit drug users are overrepresented in the cate-
gories of armed robbery and property crimes but underrepresented
in the categories of serijous and less serious crimes against the
person. Given their proportion (17.7%) of the sample, those who
had regularly used narcotics are also overrepresented in the
categories of armed robbery and property crime and underrepresented
in all crimes against the person. .

A RANKED REGULAR DRUG USE INDEX AND CRIME

One of the problems with the total drug use index in Table 1 is
that the categories are not mutually exclusive. 1In Table 2, the
data describe the relationship between the arrest charge index and
the ranked ever regular drug use index. Given the method of index
construction, the proportional distributions of narcotic users and
no-illicit-drug users were the same as in Table 1. The data in
Table 2 are primarily useful for eliminating the overlap between
categories of drug use and clarifying the relationship between
type of drug use and type of crime. Approximately half of those
who used narcotics and half of those who used cocaine (but not
narcotics) had engaged in armed robbery or property crimes. The
column data show that those who use expensive drugs such as nar-
cotics or cocaine are more 1ikely to engage in income-producing
crimes such as armed robbery or property crimes. Narcotics users
also compose a larger proportion of the armed robbery (27.8%) and
property crime categories (20.3%) than any other category of drug
use. Those who have regularly used narcotics are more likely to
engage in income-producing crimes against persons and property
than nondrug users or those who have regularly used nonnarcotic
illicit drugs.

TOTAL CURRENT DRUG USE ANﬁ CRIME

Data in Tables 1 and 2 are based o whether or not respondents
ever regularily used drugs. To examine further the relationship
between drug use and arrest charge, data are presented on current
use of drugs. Data in Table 3 describe the relationship between
arrest charge and a total current use index. ' The relationship is
similar to the one described in Table 1. The major difference is
the proportions of illicit drug users in the sample: 42.2 percent
had regularly used il1licit drugs and 52.9 percent were currently
using i1licit drugs (10.7% more reported ever regularly using
drugs). A comparison of Tables 1 and 3 indicates that 114 more
individuals reported current use than reported ever regularly
using cocaine. OQf the current marihuana users, 801 more individ-
uals reported currently using than reported ever regular use.
These differences could result from a number of respondents recent-
ly beginning to use cocaine or marihuana but not having used it
long enough to be defined as regular users.
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TABLE 2. MOST SERIOUS CRIME COMMITTED INDEX BY MOST DEVIANT REGULAR DRUG USE INDEX

-
N . -
ety g it o

P

P,

Percentage of Most Deviant Regular Drug Use Ever¥*

Tran- ‘
Sggigus : quilizers , ~No
Crime Narcot- Amphet- and Seda- Hallu- . Mari- IMlicit
ics Cocaine amines tives cinogens Inhalants huana Drug Use Total
N=1021 N=155 N=59 N=178 N=28 N=16 N=978 N=3339 N=5774
P=17.7 P=2.7 P=1.0 P=3.1 P=0.5 P=0.3 P=16.9 P=57.8
1. Serious crime 6.3 4.5 8.5 9.0 3.6 6.3 6.9 15.6 11.8
- against person,”  (9.4) (1.0) (0.7) (2.3) ~(0.1) (0.1) (9.9) (76.4)
= N=682 '
. Less serious 1.8 2.6 1.7 3.9 0.0 0.0 2.0 2.8 2.5
crime against (12.7) (2.8) (0.7) (4.9) (6.0) (0.0) (13.9) (65.5)
person, N=142
. Armed robbery 11.3 9.0 6.8 6.7 0.0 12.5 6.7 6.0 7.1
N=414 (27.8) (3.4) (1.0) (2.9) (0.0) (0.5) (16.0) (48.3)
. Property crime 37.9 41.3 39.0 33.7 28.6 31.2 32.4 31.2 33.1
N=1908 (20.3) (3.3) (1.2) (3.1) (0.4) (0.3) (16.7) (54.6)
. Income-produc- 5.3 3.9 6.8 8.4 21.4 12.5 9.9 9.7 8.8
ing victimless (10.5) (1.2) {0.8) (2.9) (1.2) (0.4) (19.1) (63.8)
crime, N=506
. Other, N=2122 37.5 = 38.7 37.3 38.2 46.4 37.5 42.0 34.7 36.7
(18.0) (2.8) (1.0) (3.2) (0.6) (0.3) {19.4) (54.6)
*N=number and P=proportion of respondents in each category; parentheses indicate row percentages, and numerals
not in parentheses indicate column percentages.
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TABLE 3. MOST SERIOUS CRIME COMMITTED INDEX BY TOTAL CURRENT DRUG USE INDEX

Percentage of Total Current Drug Use Ever* %

, . Tran-
Sggigus ' o - - quilizers ‘ No
Crime Narcot- . Amphet- and Seda- Hallu-. Mari- INlicit
ics Cocaine _amines tives cinogens Inhalants  huana Drug Use  Total
N=921 N=690 N=192  N=h97 N=163 N=45 N=2689 N=2718 N=5774
P=16.0 P=12.0 P=3.3 P=10.3 P=2.8 P=0.8 P=46.6 P=47.1
1. Serious crime 7.2 6.2 6.2 7.4 8.0 13.3 6.5 17.5 10.4
against person, (9.7) (6.3) (1.8) (6.5) (1.9) (0.9) (25.7) (69.8) |
N=682 :
2. Less serious 1.6 2.5 2.1 2.7 4.3 0.0 1.8 3.2 2.4
crime against (10.6) (12.0) (2.8) (11.3) (4.9) (0.0) (33.8) (61.3)
person, N=142 5
3. Armed robbery 11.8 12.3 10.0 8.7 9.8 13.3 7.9 6.4 8.4 |
N=414 (26.3) (20.5) (4.6) (12.6) (3.9) (1.4) (51.2) (42.0) %
4. Property crime, 38.6 3.8 46.3 38.9 42.9 35.6 35.2 30.8 34.8 f
N=1908 (18.6) (12.9) (4.7) (12.2) (3.7) (0.8) (49.6) (43.9) !
5. Income produc- 4.9 5.6 7.8 7.4 5.5 8.9 8.7 9.3 8.0
ing victimless (8.9) (7.7) (3.0) (8.7) (1.8) (0.8) (46.2) - (50.0)
crime, N=506 ‘
. 6. Other, N=2122. 35.9 37.5 27.6 35.0 29.4 28.9 39.9 32.8 35.9
(16.6) (12.2) (2.5) -(9.8) (2.3) (0.6) (50.6) (42.0)
*N=number and P=proportion of fespondents in each category; parentheses indicate row percentages, and numerals

not in parentheses indicate column percentages.
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TABLE 4. MOST SERIOUS CRIME COMMITTED INDEX BY MOST DEVIANT CURRENT DRUG USE INDEX

Percentage of Most Deviant Current Drug Use Ever*

Tran-
Szg?gus quilizers No
Crime Narcot- Amphet- and Seda- Hallu- Mari- Ilicit
ics Cocaine amines tives cinogens Inhalants huana Drug Use Total
N=921 N=261 N=74 N=185 N=19 N=13 N=1583 N=2718 N=5774
P=16.0  P=4.5 P=1.3 P=3.2 P=0.3 P=0.2 P=27.4 P=47.1
1. Serious crime 7.2 4.2 5.4 6.5 5.3 23.1 6.9 17.5 11.8
against person, (9.7) (1.6) (0.6) (1.8) (0.1) (0.4) (16.0) (69.8)
N=682
2. Less serious 1.6 2.7 4.0 3.2 5.3 0.0 1.4 3.2 2.5
crime against (10.6) (4.9) (2.1) (4.2) (0.7) (0.0) (16.2) (61.3)
person, N=142
3. Armed robbery 11.8 6.5 6.8 4.9 10.5 0.0 6.1 6.4 7.2
N=414 (26.3) (4.1) (1.2) (2.2) (0.5) (0.0) (23.7) (42.0)
4. Property crime, 38.5 33.7 41.9 35.1 36.8 46.2 32.8 30.8 33.0
N=1908 (18.6) (4.6) (1.6) (3.4) (0.4) (0.3) (27.2) (43.9)
5. Income-produc- 4.9 5.7 12.2 8.1 10.5 7.7 10.7 9.3 8.8
ing victimless (8.9) (2.9) (1.7) (2.9) (0.4) (0.2) (33.1) (50.0)
crime, N=506 _
6. Other, N=2122 35.9 47.1 29.7 42.2 31.6 23.1 42.0 32.8 36.7
(15.6) (5.8) (1.0) (3.7) (0.3) (0.1) (31.4) (42.0)

*N=number and P=proportion of %espondents in each category; parentheses indicate row percentages, and numerals

not in parentheses indicate column percentages.

“a
=¥
=
)

b4

Fa

2]
A

by

f
e by A B




e I T

I

= o P

The data in Table 3 show that in this arrested population the
majority currently use illicit drugs and that a significant pro-
portion currently uses expensive substances such as narcotics
(16%) and/or cocaine (12%). The proportional distributions by
rows and columns are similar to those in Table 1; they show that
i1licit drug users are less likely to be arrested for crimes
against the person and more likely to be arrested for property
crimes, especially armed robbery.

A RANKED CURRENT USE INDEX AND ARREST CHARGE

Data in Table 4, which relate the ranked current drug use index
and the arrest charge, are similar to the data in Table 2. Almost
70 percent of ‘the crimes against person were charged against
nondrug users. Less than 50 percent of the individuals in the
other categories of the arrest index did not currently use illicit
drugs. About one-third of those in the armed robbery category and
one-fifth of those in the property crime category used a narcotic
or nothing more than cocaine; these figures indicate that these
two types of drug users are overrepresented in the categories of
armed robbery and property crimes.

SUMMARY

The data in the four tables are repetitiously consistent. Regard-
less of the indices used or whether ever regular or current use
was analyzed, the relationships are consistent. Drug users,
particularly those who use expensive drugs {(narcotics and cocaine),
are more 1ikely to commit armed robbery and property crimes. Drug
users compose the minority of those arrested for crimes against
the person and the majority of those arrested for nothing more
serious than armed robbery or property crimes; narcotics users are
overrepresented in these two crime categories. There is a rela-
tionship between drug use and crime and type of drug use and type
of crime. Those who use "hard" drugs account for more than their
share of income-producing crimes against individuals and property.
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