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‘ Introduction

N
’

Ca11forn1a) in Apr11 and May of 19 0 The quest1onna1re adm1n1stered was }

. ;epprt instrument developed by the staff of the Napa Project. The question- .

naire assesses a) drug knowledge, b) generd] drug-attjtudes (formerly called -«
. 7% -

attitudes towardwdrug-related behavior), c) perceived benefits and costs of

usiné alcohol, maiijuana, and pills, d) personal attitudes and perceived peer

cot e attitudes toward sbecific 3 bstanCes, e) perceived. preva]ence of spec1f1c
. N Q t

substance use, f) intentiens to use specific substances, and g) ]1fet1me and

v 3 ~

curnent use of.spec1f1c ubstances. These substances are 11sted in Tab]e 1, ’
as are the alternate ajfd “"street" namés provided 1n the questaonna1re. In-this

o report,'we\kefer oril

{
should keep in min

to the substance name 11sted first in Tab]? ] The, readen

that alternate substance names also appeared on the survey

instrument. Serotonin is not an available substance and waf 1nc1uded in the
N ‘ N

questionnaire/}é provide an index of over-reporting.

- - -




TaBLE 1°.

*

SPECIFIC, SUBSTANCES CONTAINED WITHIN THE DRUG_AND, ALCOHGL 'SURVEY
. ... QUESTIONNAIRE AND THEIR ALTERNATE NAMES

.~ SUBSTANCES + " “eADDITIONAL TERMS PROVIDED

->
4

-

. alcohol ' ‘ beer, wine, liquor
\ ,

cigarettes

N

marijuana grass, pot, hash
» [ 4
.- : : N

) . inhalants - gTue, snappers:'pdppers, ‘gas

barbiturates, h é]eeping pi]is,;ddwners, barbs,
tranquilizers’ : : tranks, Soapers

P amphetamines, . pep pi]]s,)dppqrs, beans, speed,
timulants : crank : -

wagon wheels, bumpers
cocaine®

pcp _angel dust, krystal -

7 LSD, psychedelicse N acid -
. . . A

heroin, morphine : - smack, junk ‘ T ‘

v pills . pills, sleeping pills, uPpers,
: S, soapers ,

N A ) . -

) ® . , 3 )
—F S r— . M ) . " .
. 'The psychoactive subStance serotonin is net available th

or i1licjt channels, and was used in the survey as an indica ign of over-
reporting. : ‘ ’ ' AN

Al e

-

2The alternate term "coke" was purposely not used because pilot.testing -

“showed that this term is often confused with thé beverage Coca-Cola.

y oy

“ %




Survey Adm:n1strat1on Methodo]ogy

-

. . The survey was condupted by s1r/carefu1]y trained substitute teachers
‘during single c]assssesslons of 40-50 minutes. One make up sess1on was he]d
. . ¢ -
in each Schobl for students who were initia]]y_absent. At the junior high

schools (grades 7-9), questionnaipes had 13bels with studentxnaTes on the cover

sheet and student‘identification'numbers on page one In a prepared statement

administrators exp1a1ned the need fpr identification n“mbers as.a s .a way of track-

€

1ng students over time and assured’ students of conf:dent1a11ty To enhance

t

conf1dent1a11ty, students were'lnstructed to tear off the.cover page that

»
displayed their names. At the senior. h1gh schooLs (grades 10-12), .the question-

na1res were adm1n1stered without any 1dent1+y1ng 1nformat1on to assure anonym1ty

-
.

N

Survey Sample ) o S L

)

There were 6168 students enrolled in the Jun1or and sen1or h1gh schoo]s of

‘ the- N SD at the time .of the survey The survey was conducted in a random

I 4

sample of\approximately one-half of all classés (N = 3107). Special educatiop =

students in self-contained classes were not surveyed. Th&ee percent of the sample

(N = 100) were

'

cused from tne survey at the request of their parents, and

eight percent N ='241) were’ absent.
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Drug Knowledge, Attitudes, and Utilities

The scale seore js the mean respogse’to_the.compbnent items; a high score indicates

Table 2 presents Summary.statistics for eight, scales created from items )

8

on the'questionnaire.‘.t scales are drug knowledge (Know]edge) (items 23, 27,-
28, 31, 32, 36, 38), general, dnuq attitudes (Genera] Att1tudes) (1tems 5-21),
perce1ved benefits of alcohol use (Aﬁcoho] Be/_J1ts (items 225—22h), perceived !

costs of alcohol use (Alcohol Costs) (items 25a-25e) perceived benefits of

? L 4 , . (

marijuana use (Pot Benefits) (1temsv26a 26h), perCE1ved costs of mar1Juana use
’ -

(Pot Costs) (items 29a-’/249e)\ercewed'b“enef1ts of,pi_H use (Pi]] Benefits)

(items 30a-30h), and'perceived costs of pill use (P1]] Costs) (items>344-34e).

The psychometric propert1es of these sca]es have been d1scussed 1n an ear]1er
“report (Moskowitz, Schaeffer,.Condon, Schaps, and Malvin, Note 1)..
v * ] ' v .
¢ , "
The General Drug Attitudes scale consists of 17 statements that assess

2 oW R S - - LN
general attitudes toward licit and illicit substance use. Subjects responQed

-

to items on five-point scales ranging from "strongly agree" to "strongly d?sagree."

® \ M N Ve -
a pro-drug orientation.. | ‘ -

The perceived benefits of alcohol hse‘(A]c Benefits), marijuana use (Pot

Benefits), and “pii]" use (P1]] Benefits), and the perce1ved costs of us1ng these

.« Same draés (Alc Costs, Pot Costs, and P1TT’Costs) were each measured by separate

Ld

e/ Y “ .
scales. FEach Benefits scale consisted 'of eight questions that described, possible
benefits (positive conseqﬂentes) of using the substance. Subjects responded.on

four—boint scal€s ranging from “does not help at aM" .to "he]ps very much" to T e
»

1nd1cate whether they- saw the drug as instrumental -in ach1ev1ng the proposed .

benef1ts Each Costs scale cons1sted of f1ve statements that described: poss1b1e

‘o

adveérse consequences of using the substance. Subjetts responded on four—po1nt

: . .- B
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P B J TABLE 2 - o
s MEAN DRUG KNOWLEDGE, ATTITUDE AND UTILITY SCORES BY SEX AND BY SCHOOL LEVEL -
o N ' ‘ v_',
L Ml Female [. awniorWieh ~ ~  Senior Wigh |
. . S L o ;
Scale X 7 sd. X s.d. X - Tsudloo ) X s.d. |
. ' ’ ! o ‘. \
Drug -Knowledge - 3.1 3.5 3.0 14 | 2.6 1.3 | 3.5 1,5
,Ggr;era] Drug Attitudes 2.6 1’ .0.9 2.4 0.9° 2.3"° +0.9 . ! 2.6 . 0.8
. L ] .
i D ' E .‘ .
Alcolio] Benefits -, 1.9 0.7- 1.9 0.7 1.8 0.8 2.0 -0.7
} . : . - | . Ty
N Y - . vy
Alcohol Costs 2.2 0.7 2.2 . 0.7 2.1 0.7® 2.3 0.6
. Pot Bengfits = - . 22,0 0.9 1.9 0.8 1.9, 0.9 2.0 0.8 T
: ' v
Pot Costs - 2.2 . 0!8 2.2 0.8 2.0 0.8 2.3 0.8
SRR . N . - . /
PilT Benefits | | 1.6 0.8 1.6 - 0.7 1.5 0.7 1.6, 0.8
: N o - (‘
Pil1 Costs 1.8 0.8 1.8° 0.7 1.7, 0.7 « |  1.9.e 0.8

d —— e
P




"scdles ranging from "strongly agree" to "strongly disagree" that use of the

drug will produce the adverse effects. Each.sca1e score is the mean response -
to the component items; a high®score indicates a pro-drug orientation (i.e.,

high positive consequences or low negative consequences). ) ‘.

Y

The average score and standard deviation for each'scé1e is presented for

> -~

each sex and school leyel in Table 2. On the average, malés scored slightly
higher than fema]es on the knowleddg, general drug attitudes, a]coho] costs,
" alcohol benefits, and pot benefits scales. These differences, a]though stat1s—

tically significant (25.02), are not particularly informative,because sex

N
caccounted for no more than .7% of the variance in these measures.3

o
Senior high students genera]]y scored _higher than junior high students on

each measure in Table 2. These schoo] level d1fferences are more substant1a1
than the sex differences. School level actcounted for 9% of the vargance in

. drug know]edge scores, 4% of the variance in a1c0h01 and pot costs, 3% of the
-

variance in general drug att1tudes and 2% of the var1ance in alcohol benef1ts

and p111 costs. Re]at1ve to junior high students, senior h1gh ‘students -

. ’ e
a) possessed greater drug knowledge, b) reported lesser costs for alcohol, °
marijuana and_pi]]s,,c) reported greater benefits for alcohol, add d) had more

positive .attitudes toward.drugs in general. S

3The statistic eta-<quared-(n?) is the proportion of variance in the

dependent variable explainéd by the 1ndependent variable. It assumes interval
measurement_of the dependent variable which is not warranted here. However,
we feel that n? is a reasonable. Jindex.which is not as subject to inflation due
to large samp]e sizes as are the F-ratio and chi squag V1rtua11y all of the
comparisons in this report-are stat1st1ca11y s1gn1f1ca t (p<.01) dugrto the

* large sdmple sizes. When a comparison results in n? greater than o equa] to
1%, we refer to the difference as "notable."
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Attitudes Toward Suostances‘ ’ . . - *

-

G
, Taole 3 conta1ns summary.stat1st1cs for the &tt1tudes toward substances

€ .
; jtems' (3a- BkQ for each sex and school level. High scores indicate a pos1t1ve

v 2.
att1tud&§toward a ‘substance. Males were genera11y more posttive toward a]cohol,

-

mar1Juana, coca1ne, PCP LSD and heroin; however, these d1ﬂferences were sma]],
The on]y.notap]e d1fference was that females were less negative toward 91gamettes

“than ma1es. .This sex difference accounted- for about 2% of the variance. Senior

of - * . - N
' . - > A4
. . D
. . . . . )

high students were geperally Tess negative than junior high students toward mest
substances.. Agong these differences the following were notable: attitudes

toward aﬂ‘ooho],(n2 = 2 4%), marijuana (n? = 3.6%), cocaire {n? = £.3%), and amphet-

. $
‘v amines (n? = 2.4%). Jun1or high students were 1ess neoat1ve than sen1or h1gh

1
A

* students toward heroin. . co

' The percentage of students responding to theahtems in Tab]e 3 was at’ 1east

98% with the.exception of serotonin. For senoton1n, the response rate was 96%
w ' -

and the rat1ngs were generally negative.  Because serotonin s not_an available

‘g:\

[

o substance, respond1ng students may have confused it with some other substance

— e I's

or may have had anti- drug ‘attitudes 1n genera] .~ Response- rates for_the other

- questionnaire jtems wele also very high, randing from 92% to 100%.

Lot .
- $
*

Perceived Peer Attitudes Toyard Substances

N

[

\ H

Tab]e 4 shows summary stat1st1Es for perce1ved peer attitudes toward -
substance 1tems (39a—39k) fpr each sex and school level. These items employed

the same reSponse format as the attitudes toward substance items.: Females

O L4

reported that the1r peers attitudes were more positive ‘toward all substances.
o

¥
Among these d;fferences the following were notab]e cigarettes, (n? = 2.8%), ¢

inhalants (n? = 1.4%), barb1turates (n? l 4%¥, and PCP (n? = 1 1%) As

LY
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G . ST “ TABLE 3 <
i ", MEAN. ATTITUDE ‘TOWARD SUBSTANCES SCORES BY SEX AND BY SCHQQL LEVEL s )
oo . : . . K 4
- . ;. " - * — - ".
. v Male - Female - “Junior High Senior High, |
’ - . : - response || ._ re.sApo‘riﬁse _. ~-response
Substance X s.d. |- rate | X s.d. | rate X sd. | rate . |¥ s, | rate
. Mcohol ~ 2.9 1.0 | .99.3 28 09 |. 997 " ll27-1.0 |-9%1: |30 09 99.3 ¢
Cigarettes ] 1.8 0.9 [+99.8- | 20 0.9 | 99.1 1.9 1.0 98.0 . |1.9 0.8 | 99.3
.o SN 1 i
Marijuana - - | 2.4 1.3.] 9.r |.2.3 12| 94 |22 1.3 | 99.1 2.6 1.2 |+ 99
Innalants - | 15 0.8 | 995 | 1.4 07 | 95 |15 0.8 | g4 1.4 0.7 ] 99.3 i
“knarb{turates 1.6 70971 996 < 1.6 0:8 | 995 (M5 0.9 99.4 1.6 0.9 99.3
Amphetamines | 18 1.1 | 99.3¢ |17 1.0 | 99.3 1.6 1.0 | 99.4 2.0 1.2 |~ 99.0
Serotonin 1.5 "0.8 96.3 . | 1.4 "0.7 | 9.3 1.4 0.8 | 97.6 1.5 0.8 | 94.6
. . ) —* . e s - . ,
"Cocaine 2.0 1.3 b8.6 1.87 v.2 | 99.0 1.6 1.1 | 9.7 2.2 1.4 98.5
bep . 1.4 0.8 | .98.9 1.3 0.6 | 99.3 1.3 0.7 99.1 1.3 0.7 98.6
. \ M . ’ : ’ 5 ' "’ . N
LU . s 0.9 99.2- | 143 0.7-| 99.4 1.4 0.8 9.2 1.5 0.9 99.0
. ) 1 1. . i - ;
Heroin ] 13 07 99.4 - { 1.2 0.6 | 99.1 1.3 0.8 9.0 |1.2 0.6 | 99
- — - TR = - —— %
’ _ ] , ‘ —~ e AN — 15 -
\ *\_" ) ' N 4 “
AN ) : L




B TABLE 4 -

MEAN 'RERCEIV'ED PEER ATTITUDES TOWARD SUBSTANCES SCORES BY SEX AND BY SCHOOL LEVEL

du
W

¥, N
. Male | - | Female * Junior High " Senior High
Substance BT e e SR B P At & PR o
Meohol 3.3 1.1 .| 98.1 3.0 1.0 | 98.9 3.1 1.2 98.1 3.6 0.9 | 98.7
Cigarettes 2.7 1.1 | ‘974 . | 3.0 1.0 | 98.5 2.8 1.2 | 97.7 2.9 1.0_| " 98.1
Marijuana 3.2.03 | 075 |34 1.2 | wa 30 1.4 | 97.8 135 10 | o7.8
fhatants 2,7 1.0 970 ["2.3 11 | 978 2.2 12 | 977 2.2 1.0.| 96.9
Barbi turg tes 2110 | 974 . 2.4 13 | 97.8 2.2 1.1 97.8 2.3 1.0 97.2 °
Aaphetaminést - | 23712 |, 974+ | 2.5 1.2 | 981 2.2 1.2 97.9°.  |2.6 1.2 | 97.5
- Serotonin | i 2.0 1.7-1.94.9 | 2.2 'i.1 95.8 2.0 1.1 96.9 2.1 1.0 | 7937 "
Cocatne 25 1.4 | 9.7 |28 14| 970 |24 1.3 | 968 ~ 3.0 14 | 0.
P 1.8 1.1 97.2 20~ | 97.8 2.0 1.2 07.5 2.00 1.1 | 97.2
Tl ‘ 2.0 1,2 9%6.8 -| 2.1 1. | -97.4 2.0 1.2 97.5 571‘ 1.2 96.6
? Merojn . . Y rs 1 97.4 2.0 ~1.1 | “§7.4 2.0 1.1 975 —--1.8 1.0 97.2
; o | : = ‘ﬁ ; ‘ .
16 - 17
~ / ’ .
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compared to junior high students, senior high s(F:ents perceived peer attitudes

to be more positive toward most substances. Among these differences the following

. were notable: perceived peer attitudes toward alcohol (n? = 5.7%), marijuana

(n2 = 3.8%), amphetamines (n2‘= 2.5%), and cocaine (n? = 5.2%). Junior high
students percejved more, positive peer attitudes toward heroin than did senior

high students.although this difference was not notable.

~

- Perceived peer attitude toward a substance was‘genera11y more. positive than

students' own attitude, toward that subktance. This indicates that/;tﬁdents

tended to overestimate their peers' drug attitudes. When the substances are

.

ranked by their mean rating on the attitudes items and My, the percieved peer
- - . :

attitudes items, the two rank orders are almost identicaTl. Students' attitudes

and percieved peer attitudes were leagt negative toward alcohol, followed by \\\ )

-

marijuana, c1garettes, cocaine, and amphetam1nes, andgmost negative toward ’ \\\\

heroin, then PCP and LSD. - : . S

Py

. . . ¥,

Perce1ved Prevalence of Drug Use Among Peers

3

Table 5 ‘summarizes the responses to the perceivéd prevalence of d’ug use
1tans (1tems 43a 43k) for each sex. As compared to males, females reportei
that more students in their grade used each substance ) ATong tnese-differences
the fo]]éwing were notable: perceived preVa]encetof c1garette~use (n27= 4.9%),
inhalant useAn® = 1.4%), barb1turate use (n? ;T §%) amphetamine use (n? = 1.5%);

andwcoca1ne use Zn "1.0%). Table 6 shows-the percelved prevalence of drug use .

e e

by schoo] level. Except for hero1n, senior high™ students, -reTative to juni
high students, generally reported that more students in their grade used each

X [y

substance. Among these differences the following were ‘notable: perceived

R "
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TABLE 5

PERCEIVED PREVALENCE OF DRUG USE AMONG PEERS BY SEX

3.

—

,].'.

MALE

Tah1e values are
response rates” a

the: percehtage of subJects selecting each response to the item; ‘
percentage of- surveyed subjects responding to the particular 1tems

: ? \ . About how many students in your grade use . . .
’ ,;;ry few about about about about about response :
0% - 10% 25% 332 50% 75-100% rate |
Alcoho] '4.3 12.0 | 13.4 13.4 27.5 29.4 94.9 ;
Cigarettes 5.1 13.1 17.7 24 7 26.1 - 13.2 ' 94.3 ﬁ
Marijuana 2 6.6 13.8 15.2 19.2 25.3 19.9 93.8 ;
Inhalants' 38.4 35.3 15.0 6.0 2.9 2.4 93.7
CBarbiturates. ¢ 38.9 34.3 15.6 5.6 3.0 2.7 93.5 |
* Amphetamines 35.8 32.7 15,3 8.0 4.2 4.0 « ' 93.8
Serotonin | 54.8 28.5 8.0 3.6 \]' V.9 3.2 91.9
_Cocaine | 32.0 30.4/ | 13.9. 0.8 | 6.7. 6.2 93.8
PcP | 58,5 25.9 6,5 3.8 2.7 2.7 93.8
LSD \ 53.1 27.3 8.8 . 1.2 " |\ 3.2 3.4 . 93.5
Heroin 65.5 21.4 5.3 2.8 | N\ 2.0 3.1 93.5
i - . o . 4
_Alcoholy,” 2.9 7.7 12.0 13.3" 28.9° 35.9 97.3
_Cigarettes 1.7 6.6 11.6 21.2- | 34.6 24.3 96.9
Marijuana 4.5 10.7 13.7 19.0 28.2 23.9 95.3.
Inhalants 28.5 33.8 19.9 10.9 4.7 \ 2,2 " 95.4
Barbi tura tes 28.5 ° 34.0 19.5 11.3 5.0 N 1.7 . 95.8
 Amphe tamines 27.4 28.0 18.6 14.1 8.6 .|\ 3.3 95,5 -
Serotonin = . 46.0 - 331 11.4 4.3 3.6 \ 1.6 93.7
Cocaine s, 24 46 28.5 | 1477 14.1 1.5 5.6 95.3 .
pcP B¥46.9 3.9 | 107 6.3 3.3 18 \ 95.0
NSD L - 48,4 31.7 10.9 5.4 4.5. 21\ . | \94.9
27.2 7.3 4.7 3.2° 1.5 X\ | \95.4
. . \ M

K4
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o oo, TaBLE 6°
E~OF DRUG USE"

C —

. AMONG PEERS BY JUNIOR VS. SENIOR HIGH SCHOOL ’ A
o~ ' . ; \ A .
7" Téble values are the percentage of subjects sélecting each response .to the item;
. "_response rates" are 'the percentage’of suryeyéﬁ jsubJ:ects responding to t_he particular item. _ '
Lo 3 s Vi .
‘ ) ’ S About how rﬂhy-s?udentg in your grade use.. . . .~ Gﬁ
).. T very few” * about -gbout = about about about response
o - v 0% - 100 ' 25% .+ 33% 50% 75-100% rate \
Alcohol . 6.3 S, Sl 175 147 26.6 18.6 96.3 \'
Cigarettes 5.5 “13.6,. 1 169 - -|' 95 33.6 15.8 96.0 '
Mari juana 8.9 1737 % 16.8 . 19.6 - 21.5 15.8 95.0
Inhalants 37.1 3.5 7160 |, .6.7 4.6- | 3.0 95.2
- _Barbiturates 42.8 30.6 - [ 144 5.9 3.6 2.5 95.2
- S _Amhetamines 4.9 $6.772 ) 134 6.7 | 4.5 2.9 95 .4 ~
S _Serotonin 54.7 . 27.8.° "t 77.01 . 356 | 3.3 2.8 94.6
~ _Cocaine - . 39.0 29.7 122 .|. 8,9 6.5 3.8 .| 95.0 « 1
RGP . 57.6 24.8° l:7 66 .. i3 . 3.9 2.9 95.1
Lsp 55.9. 2258« ' 7.7 R Y 2.7, .95.0
. -Heroin | - 60.8 232 |--57 4.1 3.5 2.7 95,7 ,
' ‘ — 3 — e = — ‘ -
- 91, Alcohol a o.\gj, C 27 67 | 116 . 3040 2°47.3 95,6 me
_ Cigarettes t1.2 5.9 12,3 | ,26.3 . | -32.4 21.9 95.5 |
Mar{ juana 1.8 6.5 | 1.5 . | 18.8 32.7 28.7 038 9
Inhalants 29.5 36.3 | 18.8-_ |~ 10.6 33 | s 93.7
©. . _Barbituratesd o 24,1 37.2 21.3 1.2 4.6 1 1.6 . 93.8
" ¢ 2 . Anphetamines 20.3 29.7 21,5 L 15.6 8.4 4.5 93.7
.. 9 Serotonin 45.9 3.7 | 9 1. 4.3 2.3 1.8 1 907
. +_Cocaine .16.9 28.5 - 16.9 - 16.5 . 12.3 9.0 93.9 |-
o pCP . . 47,5 _32.3 10.9 > 5.8 2.0 1.5 92.9,
. L LSO 42.1 33.6 - | 7 12.3 5,4 ‘*é,e 2.8 93.2
g Heroin 61.2 25.0 70 | . 34 1.6 1.8 793.4 g
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prevalerce of alcohol (n® = 15.1%), cigarette (n® = 3.2%), marijuana (n?

-

barbiturate (n® = 2.0%), amphetamine (62 = 5.6%), and'cocaine use (n* = 6.8%).

- Junior high students reported a greater preva]ence of heroin use than did sen1or

! high students a]thou \ this differende Was not notabJe. C
~ . | N .
Drug Use Intentions - o T '
. "' Table 7 summarizes the responses’ to the drug use intentians iteﬁs (42a-42k)

" for each sex. Respondents indicated how often d%r%ﬂg the next year they were

-

likely to use the-listed substances. More males thin-females intended to use R

*  marijuana, PCP and ﬁerqin with'greater. freguency. However , none' of these

: differeqpes was notable. The only notable sex differénce was obtained for .
o . . ' . : )
intentions to use cjgarette§, with 14.9% more females intending to %poke cigar- "

-

ettes and 7.6% more intehding to be, frequent smokers (n? = 2.7%).
Table 8 displays the drug use intention 1tems by schoo] level. Senior h1gh

students, relative to Jun1or hwgh students, reported that they 1ntended more

H

quent ttse of alcohol, c1garettes,.mar13uana,’barb1turates, amphetmn1nes, -

v A S +1

cocajne, and LSD. Among these differences the fo110w1ng were notable: intended

alcohphuse (n? = 6.2%),.mar1Juana use (n? = 3.5%), amphetamine use (n? = 3.2%),

<

and cocaike use (n? = 4.3%). o . v ;o
) ; Lifgtime Drug Dse E . J .. ) . . 4 , ,'
M Table 9 showy 1ifetime drug,use data for a]l respondents (items 40a- 40k).

\\\\,\, These items ask res ndents to 1hd1cate the tota] number of occasions in their
\\\ ITV35 theyﬂhad,used~th 1isted §ubst§nnés No more than 5% of respondents

::Eb ted any use of hero or seroton1n, less than 16% reporteﬂ any use of . R




TaBLE 7 °
DRUG- USE_ INTENTIONS BY SEX
‘. M . ) .
Table values are-the percentage of subjects selecting each response to the item; .
“response rates" are the percentage of surveyed subjects responding to th%)particu1ar item.-
N .

)

During the NEXT YEAR how of'ten are yaﬁ Zikelu,nijﬁge .

_ Male , - ’ . Female

)

A1l

s

hY

l22/-

Once or Twice

Response
Onte or Twice

‘Not At
'Occasionally
Not At A11 -
chasionally
Frequentiy

" Frequently
Rate

'Response

T “Substance

--Alcohol”

. “Tigarettes

", Marijuana

" Inhalants

Barbiturates

‘Amphetamines, . 3

.. o
o

Serotonin

Cocaine

e R4

AREE)

< Heroin




T : “ _ | TABLE S - .
T e DRUG_USE INTENTIONS BY JUNIOR-VS. SENIOR HIGH SCHOOL
! «‘ Iab]e values are the percentage of subjects selecting ea‘ch responsé to the item;’
s : response rates" are the perce:ntage of surveyed subjects responding to the particular items,
‘1. a ‘ During, the NEXT-YEAR :how often are you likely to use . £ .
- . ' N . "l;_ﬁ;’ - AN
: ) : <72 UNTOR /}Eﬁorz
3 > . S .,
. — - - > — z — >
< = e '-E ) & = g e w
— & - v g 4+ 5 2 b 2
+ o 0 b= O« < 7)) ) o
< ‘ © o o, ) o o oo
. . 1) Pt @ v+ 42 o o [\7) wn
5 g Q & ge S S o = ve
._Substance = S < ~ = @, = - & e
" Alcohol |- 22.0 28.2  |'38.9 10.8 97.0 9.5 17.0 52.3 21.1 95.7
. -Cigarettes 64.8 4.7 140 | 9.5 [ 96.7 61.8 10.6° | 10.9 16.7 95.4
O - o
~Mari juana 61.3 1.9 |15.1 - | 11.8 | 9.8 42.6 | 14.9 21.6 20.9 95.3
. Thhalants 90.5 | 5.4 -| 2.3 1.8 | 97.0 193.0 4.4 |~ 1.7 0.9 95.4
. Barbjturates - 90.2 | 5.8 2.0 . 1.9 |91 || 86.8 7.3 | 4. 1.7 95.6
. Amphetami nes 86.9 | 7.2° 3.7 2.2 ..| 96.8 " 72.0 12.7 10.5 4.8 95.6
> Serotonin 94.4 | 33 |.1.2 1.2 | 9.8 95.4 3.0 | 0.6 0.9 | 94.9
= 'Cocairg‘A 85.8° 7.2 4.2 2.8 .196.9 68.3 12.4 | 1.3 8.0 | 95.5
. -t ° ‘v? P v b \ \n?" ane - T * '
: pCP \ 9577 2.1 1.4- > 1.3 |97.0 95.4 " 43 3.0 ®0.9 0.8 .95.5
; :_%‘ - . . . ' . j\. . ‘ ’ : - .
o LsD \ 93.4 3.4 {-1:6- | 1.7 |97.0~ - || 88.0 7.4 | 2.9 1.7 95.7
S5 Herodn - 95.2 1.7. | .12 1.9 ~ | 9.6 | 97.0 1.2 0.6 1.2 95.7
T -“ K .. g [ ¢ )
Lf&- _ ) 'y

27
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R . e " TABLE 9
- ;o o« . LIFETIME DRUG USE, ALL STUDENTS
g o v .
' T ~Table values are the percentage of subjects selecting each response to the item; ‘
, "response ratfes" are the percentage of surveyed subject_s responding to thej" parta‘cu]\qﬁcﬂi tems.
. ; In\your WHOLE LIFE, on how many oceastons have you.usec\l T
S “T “once or | m 3-9 ° | 10-39 | "40-99 * 1100 or more- response
Sub‘stanpe , never twice ccasions occasions occasiyons occasiqns rate
/ Aicoho] - 9.1 ! 158 | 189 233 14.3 18.6 99:)\‘\@ -
| “(lgarettes . 39.9‘(5 22.6 1.5 7 n.s 5.8 17.8 . ||* 98.8 ™
- Marijuana . | 429 | 15 ~ 96 10.9 AR TR 98.8'
mhalants . | 84.0° - |. 8.8 a0 | 160 0.6 | 1. | 99.0-
- " - Barbiturates ? 8.2 | 6.8 43, 2.5 0.8 | 1.4 " 99.2
ﬁmpheéamines- Lt L7621 . 87 6.5 "°5.4 159 2 99.1
: serotonin 95.0 | | 1.8": ’ 0.9 1.0 03 ro. | 985
Cocaine . }e.g' 69 | - 4.8 . | 4.4 %'. 2 33 9.1 = 7]
P’ . | 9.3 43 0.9 1.0ﬁ1' " 0.3 1.0 98.9
S e ‘ Tl e 46 | 3.2 - | 1.4 0.7 om0 || %9
Heroin Y s | a7 | o 0.5 | 0.2 9.1 9.1 ]
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“use.

inhalants, barbiturates, PCP or LSD; and less than 25% reported any use of -,

émphetaﬁines or cocaine. Marijuana had been used by 57% of respondents,

. cigarettes by 69%, and alcohol by 91%. -

In this survey,’serotbnin served as.an in&?x of intentional over-reporting

or exaggeration of use. As mentionedﬁear1ier,.studentsﬁﬁb reported havfng

.«

(
negative attitudes toward serotonin may.have confused it with an available

" substance. A better index of over-reporting than attitudes was-the percentage
- who ;éported "substantial" use of serotonin in their lifetime. Only 2.5% of

respondents reportéd hgying used serotonin on ten or more occasiofs. This

figure represents our best estimate of over-reporting in the survey. It appears
that 2.3% of the sample intentionally over-reported their lifetime substance:use.

%ables 10 and 11 show reported lifetime drug use data for males and femaleg

~reSpecttvely. Males reported greafer lifetime use of alcohol, marijuana, in-

" halants, PCP and LSD. However, the omly notable sex di?\grence was for cigérette‘

use (n? = 2.2%) where 73% of'fgma1és versus  65% of males reported any lifetime

- ) . /ﬂ ! . ‘
‘ / - V &

Tab]es 12 and 13 present reported 1ifetime use data for jupior and senior --

high Ecﬁoo] students respective]&. Except for inhalants, serotonin, and heroin,

-~

_senior high students reporfed greate; lifetime use of all drugs. °Among these

'dif?érénces in lifetime use the following were notdble: “alcohol (#? = 9.7%), .

. %
cigarettes{(h? = 3,5%), marijuana (n? = 8.0%), amphetamines (n? =4 .4%), and
_cocaine (n? = 3.7%). a , "

i . a * .

e
>

?»

-
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- TABLE 10
LIFETIME DRUG USE ALL MALE STUDENTS 1
\
Table va1ues are the percentage of subJects se1ect1ng each response tp the item;
"response rates" are the-percentage of surveyed subjects responding to the particular 1tems
§ In your WHOLE LIFE, on how-many occasions have you used . . .
' , once or <349 10-39 S‘ 4099 100 or more || response
Sgbstance never_ _ twice occasions occasions_\ 0CcCasions 0ccasions rate :
Meahol. 8.3 14,7 16.7 237 14.7 21.8 98.6
‘ Clgarettes 35.2 24.8 ns 10.0 4.6 13.9 98.5
Mari juafa’ 40.6 11.8 8.9 10.1 7.7 ©20.9 98.6
" Iahalants 80.7 0.9 4.2 1.7 . 0.7 1.8 98.8
/ Barbi turates - 83.7 6.5 4; 2.7 0.7 2.0 99.0
\\ Amphetammes. 75.8 9.7 + 4.7 5.0 2.0 28 98.9
h Serotonin_f 93.8 . ‘2.7 A \ 1.0 1.0 " 0.4 T X
Cocaine 75.8 C7.9 " 54 4.7 2.3 3.9 98.9
pLP 9.5, 4.5 0.8 1.5 - 0.1 1.6 98.8
18 1 87.0 5.1 7 3.8 .| . 1.6 IE 1.8 8.9
Heroin 94.8. 1.8 0.7 0.7.° |. 0.2 1.8 9.0
Y 4 . ‘
31 ° *

32
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o
.LIFETIM‘E \DRUG USE, ALL\PEMALE STUDENTS’ )
) ‘ o ) ‘ “&
Table vaues are ihe percentage of sublects selectitg cachgespnee o the e ftem.
- ! | _ particular ]tem. .
_i’n yaur: WHOLE L;'FE, on how many o casions have you used C )
‘ QA\ , once or’ 3-9 10-39 N 140-99 100 or more’|| response
Su nce never, twice occasions occasions \occasions occasions rate
Alcohol 10.0 16.9 211 22.8 ‘\\3.9 153 | 99.3
Ciga‘r;ttes 26.3 , 2q.2“/ 11.6 13.0 7\K 219 || 99.2
 Mari jiana . 45.3 /1.2 6.3+ | . 1.6 8.4 \ 13.2 99.1
Inhalants . 87.4 6.6 3.7 1.4 |, 05 \ 0.5 9.3
Barbi turates 84,7 7.2 4.2 23 09 4 99.5
Amphetamines 76.5 7.6 2.4 58 1.9 1.9x, 99,2
Serotonin 96.2 1.3 J0.9 -0.8 0.3 0.5 98.9
Cocaine 81.3 5.9 4.1 4°0i | 1.9 g 2.7 \99.3
pCcP 93.2 4.2’ 1[0 ‘ 0.5 | ‘0.5 0.5 QQ
LSD 91.3 4,0 2.6 12 4 67 0.2 99.4\
Herodn . 96.9 1.6 0.7 " 0.3 0.2. .| 0.4 9.2 N .
4\ -




5 -
w .
In your WHOLE LIFE, on hou ﬁaﬁy\occasions have you used .-, . ,
. once or 3.9 | <1239 40-99 f 100 or. more || ,response
Substance 2 never. twice poccasions occas1ons | occasiops octasions rate
Alcohol 135 | 214 22,1 - 21.6 10.1 1.3 989
) ’ - ] . R - : . \J M
Cigarettes - , 35.4 25.2 11.0, - 11.5 5.3 1.2 98.7
Mar{ juana 55.0 1240 8.6. RN 5.7 10.6 |\ 98.9”
. r : | A ,
Inhalants . 85.4 A~ 4 3.4 v.7 0.6 1.6 )99.2
. - - > o g = - :

* Barbitirates * 88.8 4.4 2.9 - “1.6 0.6 ° 1.6 | 99.4
Amphetamines 85.0 7.3 3N 2.1 0.8 1.7 | 9.2
Serotonin . 94.6 1.6 | 0.8+ 1.1 0.5 1.3 99.1
Cocaine 86.6 ° 5.9 | 2.3 3.8 1.3 2.2 Il .99.2

» ' N i - : N M .
PCR~ 9.2 . 1.9 ‘0.8 1.2 0.5, 1.4 99.2
S0 ‘ 92.9 -] 277 18 0.8 - 0.6 1.2 9.3 7/
Herdin 95.6 1.3 Y- 10 - 0.6 0.1 1.5 99.3

' Table values are
respopse rates"

TABLE 12

" LIFETIME DRUG USE ALL JUNIOR HIGH STUDENTS
. t\ »

the percentage of" SUbJECtS selecting each response to the item; - -
are the percentage of surveyed subjects’ respond1ng to the particular item. -.\\

\
]

) 2

Al

-

(

-
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. - TABLE 13 . , g
LY ' s .
~ LIFETIME DRUG USE, WLL. SENIOR HIGH STUDENTS 3
| S ‘ « .
Table values are thé pergentage of ‘subjects selecking each response to the item; :
"response rates” are the pe'gqentage of surveyed*sukjecfs responding to the particular items.
y N . - ? - X ~ ) ) T - ™ ¢
. In your WHOLE LIFE, oX how many occasions ®have you' udedv . | .
B - / _ * - o N
; M ‘e {
= . ) ) once or -’ 3-9 10-39 © 40-99 100 or more || response
Substance ~ —never @ twice |- occasions |\ occasions occasiond | occasions || rate
“ Alcohol - 4.2 |- 9 ©15.1 \'25.4 191 | 2606 99,00 —
Cigarettes 25.7% | 19.3 T T12.3 11:4 T 6.6 .| 248 99.0
Mari juana 29.0 1.1 10.9 ‘ @j 2 " 10.4 24.3 -4 98.6 .
Inhalants . 82.6 10.0 . 4,6 1.)%\ 0.7 0.6. | "98.9
‘Barbi turates 78.8 57~ " 5.9 3.8 \ ¢.9 11 9.0
Amphetamines 66.5° 10.4 7.9 8.9 \\ . 3.2 3.1 I 8.9
N\ Serotonin | 952 | 2.0 1.3y 0% 0.2 0.5 97.9
} — ‘ _ :
Cocaine - 69.4 8.5 7.5 7.0 2.9 4.6 99.0
o, o\ Rep . 90.2 7.0 11 | 0.8 }\2 0.5 98.6
) \ - ‘\%‘g@»: . ~ B i '
- A§0 < 8} -85.0 6.6, 4.7 2.0 0. 0.8 99.0."
o ngoin- 96.3 + 1.9 0.5 | 0.4 ’ 0.3X. 0.7 99.0
\ o R \a. ’
. - 37 a ‘ 38
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Current Drug Use o ’ . - L @\

Table 14 shows responses}to the current drug use items for a]] students

(items 4W-41k). Respondents 1nd1cated the number of occasions dyring the last

four weeks on which they had used specific substances. Less than 3% of respond-

ents reported any current use qf serotonin or heroin, less than 7% reported any’
current use of PCP, inhajants, LSD, or‘Parbiturates, and less than.f4% reported ¢
an§ current use of cocaine or amphetam{nes | Cigarettes were used by 31% of
respondents mar13uana by 37%, and a]coho] by 63%.

° .The patterns of current use corresponded c]ose]y to those_ of 11fet;me use.
That is, the order of substances in¢ terms of prevalence &'ny reported use) was =~ -
similar for both current and ]1fet1me use.” Interest1ng1y, whi]e more students,

>

reportethav1ng smoked c1garettes (69%) than mar13uana (57%),“fewer students )

.reportedrcurrent use of c1garettes (31%) than marijuana (37%). Many. students

\.
who -had tried cigarettes were no longer smoking them, whereas most students who

had tried marijuana'were using {t curhent]y (4¢%Jof,thdse who have smoked

it}

cigarettes were currently smoking them; 64% of these who' have used marijuana
1 Il .
were currently using it). v S . .

Cigarette use on ten or more occasions during the prior four weeks was
reported by 17% of respondents;‘marijuana use by 17%; alcohol use by 13%; and
amphetamine or cocaine use by less than 4%. No other drug type was used this

s

frequently by more than 1.6% of thoSe'ggsponding. » ;

"“‘\ s
“Tab]es 15 and 16 present current drug use data for each sex. Ma]es repor ted
more current use of mar13uana, seroton1nvskéb and hero1n. Holever, these differ-

ences were not notable.’ The only notable difference was obtained for cigarettes

(n? = 2.5%), where 16% more females than males (23% vs. 39%) reported any curkent -

E]
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TaBLE 1Y

" 'CURRENT DRUG USE, ALL STUDENTS

._'f

Al

Table values are the percentage bf subject; se]ect%’ncj eagh"r"esponse‘to‘the item; .
. "resp‘qnse rates" are the percentage of surveyed subjects résponding to the' particular items.
, During the EAST FOUR WEEKS, on how many occasions have. you used
(o e oy e SR once or 3-9 10-19 20 or more | resnonse
: Substince nonge - twice occasions |. occasions occasions’ rate
S T X 1 28.1 21.9 7.9; 5.5 97.8
T e =, T ; N — -

. Cigarettes - _ 69.5 8.0 5,2 4.0 13.3 97.6
Mari juana ° 68.5 11,2 8,8 . 6.3 10.3 97.4
InhaVants : w5 | 2.7 1.3 0.8 0.8 97,8

Barbiturates, - L | 93.4 3.2 1.7 1 0.6 1.1 97.8

- Amphetamines = . . 86.2 6.7 3.6 2.0 1.5 97.8
Serotonin T .. | 97.3 0.9 0.6 0.3 0.9 97.2
Cocaine 87.6 6.0 2.9 1,8 1.7 97.7
PP o~ | 96.5 Y137 1.0 . 0.2 ‘1.0 97.8

LD 945 . [7*2.9 1.3 0.4 0.9 97.8
Heroin 97.0 ] 1.2 0.4 0.4 | 1.0 97.8

( (4“‘/ ‘ ‘ N » hdl
‘ N ,.(( » N
,’ ;"“- n ) ‘. : ‘~ ' \ L] ’
. _».3';;-::1)‘ o ” e 3 ) ’ ¢ A -
o oy ’ < ‘
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* Table values are the

" TaBLe 15, _
o &
CURRENT DRUG USE, ALL MALE STUDENTS' .

percentage of ‘subjects ée]ecting each- response to the item;

v

[y

"response rates are the percentage of surveyed subjects responding to the particular item:.

During the IAST FOUR WEEKS, . on how ﬁany occasions have you used
' once or 3-9 -10-19, | 20 or more ,—:rnesponse
Substance none twice occasions occasions occasions rate-
Alcohol %.4 . 27.5 228 7.9 6.5 97.7..7
Cigarettes 77.2- L e | 4.1 l 2.9 . 9.5 97.3
Mart juana 60,4 2 9.0 6.7 12.5 97.2 .
Inhalants .-93:8 . 2.6 1.5 0.8 1.3 . 97.6
Barbiturates . J . 93.4. | 25 © 2.0 . 0,5 6. | 97.7
Amphetamines 87.1 5.8 3.5 - 19 7 1.7 97.7
Serotonin - | '96.4 1.4 0.6 03 | 1.4 9.9,
. Cocaine ‘86,‘é - 6.3 q, 3.2 a8 19 97.4
pCP - 957 11.2v 1.2 0.3 1.6 976
LSD 93.2 3.7 . i1 ol s 1.6. | ,97.6
Heroin 96.2 11 0.6 0.4 1.7 - 97.6

»




97.8

o
- - _ . .. "!
. . TABLE 16 ’ , ‘
CURRENT DRUG USE, ALL FEMALE STUDENT!'I‘j ’
Tab]e‘ values are the beri:entage of subjects selecting each respense to the -item;
“response rates" are the percentage of surveyed subjects responding‘ to the particular item.
During the LAST FOUR WEEXS, on how many occasions have you used |/
T — once or ,n 3-9 10-19 .20 or more | ‘response

. " Substance none twice occasions occasions “| occasions rate

_Alcohol” 38.0° 28.7 20.9 7.9 7 45 198.2

| - Cigarettes 61.5- 9.8 6.4 " 5.1 1230 | 8.

Mard juana 66.7 1.1 8.5 5.8 7.9 97.9

nhalants 95.1, 2.7 1.0 0.9 0.3 98.2 .

Barbiturates . 93.4 3.8 1.5 — 0.7 0.6 98.2

' Amphetamines - . 85.3° 7.6 3.6 )2‘.2 1.3 98.1

~ Serotonin 98.3 0.5 0.6 0.4 0.3 97.8

% cocatne. 88.5 5.7 2.6 LIS SR VAN P!
R T 97.3 1.8 0.7 0.1 0.4 98.3
T - 95.8 - 2.0 1.5 0.4 0.2 9.2
I - 1.2 0.2° 0.5 0.3 98.2

Ay
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{ use, and 7% more females (17% vs. 10%) repoerted use on 20 er morecoccasions in
the prior four weers‘ | o 7 , .
g‘ . \Tab1es_]7 and 18 present data oﬁ current erg u§é~f0r junior and senior . .
o _high studepts. There were ne differences amo;§ senior and junior high studente '
for current use of inha]apts,_serotonin, bCP and LSD. Seniors reported greater
¢ Eurrent use of alcohol (n? = 6.0%), ciéarettes (n?2 = 2.6%), ﬁarijuana (n? = 3.9%),

: amphetam1nes tn? = 1.3%), cocaine (n? =1.3%), and barbiturates (n2 = 1.0%). These

d1fferences were all notable w1th the exception of barb1turates Junior high students

©

reported greater current use of hero1n, but this dif nce was not notable. P

Both frequency and prevalence of current drug use were gredter among sen1or§
as compared with junior high students for a number of substances. Seven Percent

of senior high students had used alcohol on 20 or more océasions in the prior

“four weeks, versus 4% of junior high students. The comparable percentages for

marijuana use were 15% versus 6%; for cigarette use 19% versus 8%; and for
» ' J \

“r 0 ‘cocaine wée, 2% versus 1%.

e

L 7. '
Tables 19-24 show data on current drug use for each grade keve]. Grade

level differences were fairly consistent withsthe junior versus senior high i

compérison§;for alcohol, cigarettes and marijuana. Prevalence of current dwrig
use increaséd with grade level for cigaretteshand for'a1ceh61. Preva1epce of

marijuana use increased with grade level through the 10th grade but peaked at

g .. 11th grade and dropped s]ight]y at 12th grade. The frequency of marijuana use g
. aTso peaked at the 11th grade, as did the frequency of alcohol uses Frequency

g -
, R . R
H

‘of cigarette ¥se increased steadily through the 12th grade. Among these grade
f‘i " .. level differences in reported current buse ‘the following were notable: alcohol

(nz‘;é.g%), cigarettes (n? = 2.7%), marijuana (n? = 4.5%), cocaine (n? = 13.0%),

¢
- 3
.
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. Table values are
"response rates"

CURRENT DRUG USE, ALL JUNIOR HIGH STUDENTS

Pe
.

TABLE 17

the percentage of subjects selecting each response to the item;
are the percentage of Sur\'/eyed subjects responding to the particular items.

v

, \ bumlng the LAST FOUR WEEKS, on how rﬁany ocoasions have you used g
. o : once or .3-9 10-19 " 20 or more responde
" Substance none " twice occasions '| occasions | occasions |  rate
Alcoho! 46.1 29.5 . 16.0 4.9 - 3.5 98.3
Cigarettes 3 9.1 " 5.3 3.4 8.1 98.2
; ——
Mari juana 7.7 10.3 7.1 4.6 - 6.2 |, 9.2
Inhalants - ° 939 2.8 1.3 - 10 |7 98.3
_ .Barbiturates. - 94.2 2.4 1.3 0.8 T.4 98.4
= TS A : N ’
Amphe¥iines | 90.9- 48 p 1.5 1.2 1.5~  98.3,
% Serotonin 97.1 0.9 0.4 0.5 1.{ 198.0
Cocaine 92.1 4.2 1.2 1.0, 1.4 98.3
pc¥ 95.8 1.5 1.2 0.2 1.3 98.4
LS 9.7 2.4 1.4 0.4~ ] 98.3
‘ Heroin %.1 - 1970 | 04 | o5 1.1 . 98.3
) ‘4 -




CURRENT DRUG: USE, ALL SENIOR HIGH STUDENTS
- ‘. 4 -

e

TABLE 18

3

"o ~

L

"Table values are the percentage of subjects selecting-each response to the item;

. "gesponse rates" are the pertentage of surveyed subjects respondig to\the particutar items.
' J . a N .
During the LAST FOUR WEEKS, on how many occasions have you used
. . ¢ , once or. 3-9 10-19 | 20 or more response
B, Subs tance ~ hone twice - occagions °0CCasi ops~ gtcasions rate
T K ,‘ B . . . " . ~ 'i . . ’/
A Alcohol . 25.9 . 26,7 . / 29.1 ‘| 0.1 7.4 97.3. -
Cigarettes - 63.7 A 7.2 5.3 4.5, 19.2 96.9
Y . - “ L = ¥y 9 . » .
. | Marijuana 54,1 1242 10.8 .8.0} .14.9 96.6
- Inhatants | 95.3 2.3 1.3 . 0.6 0.5 97.2
' Barbiturates N e 4.2 2.2 0.4 048 97.2
" Amphetamines 81.3, " B.6. ) 5.8 2.8 1.5 97.2
Serotonin :97%5 P 99, .9 | ’
. - o° : T ER-FY % :.;, . @ 9 - - 0.9 v ‘.0'3;. N 0.5 96.4
Cacaine . S| 832 VT 7.8. - 4.5, ¢ 2.6 - 1.9 97.0
[P A PR - R I ’
PCP .~y ~ LA JJ,,& 47 0.8 0.2 © Q.6 972
T . i NP I °:}',:‘: ‘ . ’ e
bSO . ' 94 :"2 o] s %.55{?; T ;l .2 0.4~ 0.7 97.2
' N g A ) ""i ot A z., 7f'; T i — L .
Heroin // 97.9 043 s e 0.6 0 | 0.3 . 0.8 97.2
0 LIS . 5",5‘ g}" " .‘ . . } 41, K ,
I4 > Q ;"&g\x;“ 2 ; ' .
T .. °;"E sen . - .
A ® . S - ¥ A
03 ‘e Sy, TR - .
- e %.
. . 3 'Y 3
~ 9 P . i‘ 3 ., £
AP FI IR
oot T ’ L )

o
R
s

T
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K , TABLE,19
CURRENT DRUG USE, ALL SEVENTH GRADERS . «
~Nv

{

Table values ar€ the percentage of subjects selecting each response to the item;
Y'response rates"” are the percentage of surveyed subjects responding to the particular items.

..-- - ﬁ | . f\

During the [XliT FOUR WEEKS, on how many occasions have you used .
: ‘ ) 1 . ‘\i;:ce or . 39 10-19 20 or more| response
Substance - 1 none - ice occasions occasions occasions ~rate
Meohol . | 527 X2 1.6 32 | 3., 98.1
‘Cigarettes . 78.8 . 8, N, 25 | 5.5 98.1
Marijuana EEEREEEN 8.5 1.9 4.8 97.9
_Inhalants g 012 3.6 ‘Rk‘ © 13, 2.1 1.9 98.4
. Barbiturates 93..’; ' 1.9 \ 1.3 - , 0.8 . 2.5 . , 98.4
" _Amphetanines e = s N a0 | 2.5 98.4
B . _Serotonin ] '+ 95.8 0.8, ‘\ 0.6 | 0.6 A 97.5
.// 51 Cocaine  © - & 91.6 W] ?‘.4, - \j.s' s | e 20 98.4
N 93.3 7 | 1.9 'Y@.s . 0.2 o2 98.4
5 LsD , 91,6 2.7 %\5 0.8 f 2.3 9%.1" -
' _Herofn . 3.1 - | <:'3.8 .. o.§\ | Tz | 2a 98.4
- EEE TG *
CTLT ol S\
Q - . . ‘ o . : | 4 ) '
o r. . - ’ ,',J" L v )




: R r e ) - 2 ° TABLE 20 ‘ ’ | ’ '
R " GURRENT DRUG USE, ALL EIGHTH GRADERS ‘

. - 4 N l ) 3 \

& R s : P w * : - -

F oo . . Table values are the percentage of subjects se]gct%ng each response .to the item;- S ;-

WL B, 5 _i“re§ponse rates" are the percentage, of survexgd subjects responding fo the particular items—
“ i . . :*, E “ ’ : ' ’

Yoo , s Durfﬁglthg LAST FOUR=WEEKS, on how many odcasions have 'you used

-

ok

: o | ‘ . once or | ° 3-9 10-19 20 or more | Tresponse |

- - Pd T

Afeghol © | 488 284 |+ 54 a5 2.9 | e

R ‘Cigarettes - - 72.9 100 |43 2.9 | 9.8 98.7
s . - . . .l . K / ~N . ~ T N
Mari judna 736 -0 96 . 6.5 B A A 98,7

oL Inkalants e - | 9600 | 2.0 0.9 04 0.7 98.5
- marbiteatés | 962 8 . 07 0.4. | 0.9 .| . 98.7

Anphetamines ° | 940 . | 3.1 1.0 0.4 . 1.3 .98.7

L5

. Sefotonin A 0.0 | - 04 0.7 98.,5

&

AN 0’ 1.3 , 98.7

5 Cocaine = . | 933 | 3.4
i X N - ' < » 17 "
;‘4,-*5»‘3‘,_“‘;:5;: , i 97.3 | 0.9 .| 0.7., | . 0.2 0.9 T 8.7

E LS ' 96.9 1.8 %@)/ 0.2 7 0.4 9%8.7 .
L . ’ . . :_ v K 4 ‘1 ‘ . 3 \ " -
' 97.5 .. 0.9 ol 0.7 | .0.9 | 985
* * N N . [ S . . B ~
r . " o ' .
\; A _‘;\\ ~ D 3 < \ k\) ’;ﬂ’n - ’

S
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L o . © 7 TaBLe 21

CURRENT DRUG USE, -AL® NINTH GRADERS*~ )
Y . o b . ‘ .
) - Table values are the percentége of. subjects selecting each response to the item; _
"response* rates" are the percentage of surveyed subjects responding to the particular items,
o N i : - ’ 3 ¢ ‘ .
During the LAST FOUR WEEKS, on how many occasions have you used
o1 oncgor’ | *r 3-9 10-19  «| 20 or more] response
e  Substance fone~  twice - qﬁbasgons occasions occasions - rate

35.8 £30.6 . |- 22.0 J 6.9 4.6 | 98.4

O v

A]cohoi

v .,

pe = Cigarettes . . . ., 69.4 {3 8.2 ;,“' 717 -1 5.0 '16.3 98.1

Lo

© . Marijuana R I 121 | 92 L 7 9.4 | 98.4 .

T
v ‘

. . Inhalants AR BTV 2.7 1.9 | 0.4 06- | 98.4

. A : R R ) , , — - —
xn Barbj turates : 92,5 , 36 2.1 1.3 |. 0.6 i 98.4
__Amphetamines S 866 . | 88 . 23 | 1.7 - 0.6 | 98
. . - ~~ "’ . . . ‘ ’ i?_ — - . - - -
Serétonin  ¥. - ¢} 975 . S 1.0 c- 0.4 0.4 = 0.6° | 98.1°
- Cotaine . - T ] 63 1.3 1.0, | - 08 | 98
f. 5() / . R - . ‘ - - -,
L ~PCR . --.96.9 . 1.7 0.4 0.2 0.8 . 98.4

f“l : hl:SD' \ : ) “ 95.2 . : 3-] i "0.8 o . O.2 1 0 6 J'# 90:4 ¢
: . Heroin s 7.7 -1 1.0 ~ 0.2 0.6 04 | o4
. i o LS - 7 : <

' o . Z ‘ ' v
o Do e, .
s ‘ . . . $. ' )
St ‘ . . . ~
;2« ‘ (’ L ‘. ) o . ’ r‘”i\‘
ERIC R ‘ , o
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*’ TaBLE 22 §
‘ CURRENT DRUG: USE, ALL TENTH. GRADERS e
Table values are the percentage of subjects selecting each response to",the item;
B * . response rates" are the percentage of surveyed subjects responding to the partitylar items.
- i . 4 ! ~, ~
2 \Duming the LAST FOUR WEEKS, on how many occastons have %4 used
Y.t T T once or -9 '} 10419 20 or more | resnonse
Substar;&e ’ ‘none . " twice occasions gccasions occasions rate
"“Acotiol 27.9 2912 27.2 9.4 6.3 97.0
. ) - A : : - . )
S Cigarettes 67.7 " 6.1 - 4.8 3.9 17.5 9.8 ,
= Marijuana _ 56.1 127 |- 9.2 6.8 15.1” @&.4
o Inhalants * . . 93.7 - 3.3 1.7 0.4 0.8 96.8
* "Barbi turates ‘— 90.6y + 4.1 3.3 0.4 1.5%: 97.0 .
N ’ ' .rf N - C " : ‘ : -] b ¥
=~ <.~ Amphetamines 82,1 8.1 4.8 2.8 2.4 , 97.0 .
.q,«" e T . ‘o ) - - N ° o
= . _Serotomin N 969 0.9 0.9 < 0.2 1.1 964
#7 locaine " 86.1 6.3 . |° 3.1 2.8 c 7 '97.0 |
;57”*’ PCP : —-96.7 0.9 BN 0.2 1.1 96.6 38.
g \/ R N ) B N ¢
92.8 3.9 ) 1.5 0.7 1. 96.8
; 5 = : ‘
|- 976 0.0 . 0.9 ] Y0.2. 1.3, |, %0 oo
: S o \ - 0 . .
~ - . ’ N i ) ’ -‘" ’ ’ '
\s., ' a ’ . R e " .'. , .
, '1', o .- 7% , - | o
FA" PR - > e ‘ 3 ’ ) ) : Sl
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» Table. values are the percentage of subjects se
response rates" are the percentage of surveye

f

{-

-

, AN
..~ TABLE. 23

CURRENT DRUG USE, ALL ELEVENTH-GRADERS

’,

Jecting each response to the item;
d subjects responding to the p

During the LAST FOUR WEEKS, on how mayy occasions have 'you used

articular items.

S s once or 3-9 10-19 2070r‘more response
Substance none twice - occasion . gccasions_ -0ccasions rate '
Alcohol 2.8 22.2- 30.1 12.9 \ 7.g‘ . 97.8
Cigarettes 63.4 7.7 7.3 4.2 17.4 97.2
Mari juana 53,2 " 1.7 ' n.7 8.2 5.0 97.0
, Ihha¥aﬁ;s“' 95.2 ) 2.5 1.0 0.8 0.4 ©97.6
Barg%turates 94.0 | 3.5 1.5 0.4 0.6 97.6
:Amphgtamine;<~ 796 -~ |.0L10,0-, | 6.4 - 2.7 .} . L2 "97~gq
Serotonin.. 977 /.o:é o100 0.4 | 0.2 . 97.0
_Cocaine " 80.8 88 | - 4.8 3.8 1.9 97.6
_pep " 97.1 1.5 ;0.4 0.4 0.6 - 97.8
, .LSD 93.3 4. - 0.2 0.6 97%
. Heroin- - 97.7 i 0.6 0.2’, “{.0 ‘ 97.8"

)

60




w, .d: . . - o _ ‘ ‘ . . L.
3 » RTORE TAT“E 24 \ . S
E . ‘ | CURRENT DRUG™USE, ALL TWELFTH GRADERS . ' T
v "Table values are the percentage of subjects selecting each response to the item; “
, o “response rates" are the percéntage of surveyed subjects fesponding to the particular item.
T - - ' During the LAST FbUR WEEKS, on how many wmsigns have you used | '
) ' S once or 3-9 10-19 |~ 20 or more | response \
Substance — - none twice occasions occasions | occasions '|  rate
E "*Alcohol 1 235 | 293 203 | 104 7.5 |, 97.2
. N . "l‘ )
Cigarettes 61.8 7.9 2.6 . 5.5 22.2 96.6
b~ $ . ¢ ' ’ ’ ~ ) ‘. M . ) R
Marijuana 53.8 © 2.9 12.0 7.9 = 13.5 96,3
: Inhalants - wa T4 09 0.9 .| 0.6 0.0 . 97.2 Y
Bfrbiturates * - 93.0 . 4.9 R 0.0 | 0.3 96,9 .
- _hmphetamines N 880 ol 60 <] )64 29 | 0.6 | 966
. Serotonin 98.2 1.2 . LON 0.0 *~0,0 | - 95.8 | \ '
i ‘: - ‘ . ) ° \ ) : L : ‘
. @1 _Cocaine’ - | { 83.3 . 8.2 5.8 C 0 T L2.0 |, 96.3 g :
o eer. e o | e 0.9 _f < 0.9 .. 0.0 N .00 L 97.2 . g2
T 4980 |- 0. 06 | 03 0.3 - | 97.2-
a Heroin . 98.5 . 03 | "9 "] .03 | 0.(% - 96.6
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\ anphetaﬁineé €n2 = 1.3%), and LSD (n?® ="1.0%). The only trend'identified for

the,fhard" drugs ‘was a tendency'?or 7th graders to report the highest or secend

.h1ghest frequency of use of barb1turates, amphetam1nes, LSD, and hero1n Further-

4"\

more, reported use of LSD and heroin was most preva]ent among 7th graders

9~
04 4

. There wese severé]\]arge/changes in the prevalence of current use (any -

reported’ﬁse) between.grade 1eve1s Prevalence of turrent a]coho] use 1ncreased
greatly between 8th and 10th grades, w1th the largest 1ncrease occurr}ng between
8th and 9th grades (51% vs. 64%). Preva]ence of current cigarette use largely

increasedAbetween 7th and 8th grades (21% vs. 27%). °Preva1ence of current

- /s
mar13uana use 1ncreased steadily between 7th and 11th grades, with a 1arge

.\

1ncrease occurring between 8th and 9th ‘grades (26% \ Vs. 39%) Cocaine use in-

creaeed in prevalence primarily between 10th and 11th grades (14% vs. 19%);

-

] ’ ~
bamphetamine useaincreased in prevalence largely between 8th and 9th grades

4

(6% vs. 13%). Current use of LSD apparent]y decreased in prevalence from 7th
to 8thvgradef(8% VS, 3%) with a similar decrease occurring between 11th and 12th

grades (7% vs. 2%)." ‘ o T,

Y

‘ The preva1ence of daily current use (20 or more occasidns) across grade

1eve1s was fairly constant for most substances w1th two except1ons The percentage
of daily c1garette users 1ncreased steadily between 7th and 10th grades and 1ncreased

aga1n between 11th and 12th grades A re]at1ve1y 1arge increase in da11y c1garette

use occurred between 9th and 10th grades (10% vs. 18%7. " An identical pattern

t

-

B

'obtained for daily mar13uana users with a relatively large increase oécurring/

between 9th and 10th grades (9% vs. 15%). .

“He believe that caution is requ1red‘1n 1nterpret1ng the 7th grade data,
particularly for the hard substances, as this group_had. the highest percentage
of students report1ng serotonin use. Current use: on 10 or more occasions was
reported: hy 2.7%.° The next highest group was 1 .3%. Thus, there appears to be.
more overreport1ng of. substanCe use for this group ) .

.
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N . .
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“\\ TaRe 25 shows the frequency of cigarette use (ftem 4) for all students

N and for each sex and school level. Notable differences'were found for both
sex (n 22 q, 8%) and schoo] level (n? = 2. 4%) with females ‘smoking more thaﬂ -

ma]es and senior high students smoking more than Jun1or h1gh students STightly
over 1]% of all students reported smok1ng about one-half pack or more of c1garet-

- tes per, day. N1ne percent of the ma]es smoked th1s much as compared w1th 14% - . 2/

of females. On1y 6% of jun1or high students smoked this much in contrast to 17% .-
‘of senior high students. . N ’
) r‘ 'l ‘ ° . . . ‘ . a ) - \
. - | | Y

\ .
¢ Summary.of Sex Differences and School Level Differences

-

Tab]e 26 displays a sumnary of the sex and schoo] 1eve1 d1fferendes d1scussed
-
. ear11er for each substance on each of the fo110w1ng variables: personal att}tudes,

perceived peer attitudes,wperceived preva1ence of uée, intentions to use, lifetime
— L . ’ 4 o

use and current use. A ' . ’

The*pattern of sex differences regarding personal attitudes,'ihtentibns,
: 11fet1me use and current usewas similar across substances. Males rated hngher

on these var1ab1es “for at- 1east three substances, there weré no differences for .

many substances, and fema]es rated higher on all cigarette items. The only

N - e - - . -
»

v

<f-\ nqjeb]e differences were for, females on the cigarette attitudes, inteptidh§ and
use items. . . .a , - R T
'vFemaJes perceived peer attitudes to be_more "pro-drug" and perceived higher
preVa]enée:df 5eE> use for .all .substances. Notable ddfferences were_obtained oh.
.\both items for cigarettes, 1nha1ants, and barbiturates; for perce1ved preva]ence,l

amphetam1ne and coca1ne differences were a]so notab]e, and for perce1ved peer

. ;attitudes, the PCP difference was notab]e. ‘ 4J . o




How often do yo\ s;yéke‘-cigarettes?

Fal)

at
all

cigarettes
a day

more than

A1l Males -

- 75.0

. 2.5

Alf f%males-

59.4

7.2

Jubior High

-+ 70.1

(%43

5,0

. ot 7
.. Senior High

63.6

-~

4.9

_ AU Students -

5.0

66.9"

1
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v : TABLE 2%
* : _ OBSERV£D BIFFERENCES FOR SIX VARIABLES FOR EACH SUBSTANCE BY SEX AND BY SCHOOL LEVEL
T, ‘ : - . . ‘ / . . ) ’
[ ¥ I
. o Perceived ‘ .
- . Personal, - Peer : Perceived . *"Lifetime i Current.
- A Atti tude Attitude | _Prevalence Intentions Use . Use
Substance - Sex Sph Lev | Sex Sch Lev,| Sex Sch Lev Sex Sch Lev | Sex Sch Lev Sex'  Sch-Lev
Alcohol - o e | F R S Mo S - s* -
Cigarettes . . F* ‘.— - F* g S.*- . " px S’[ .F* SRS a ’ F* - S* F* S
Marijuéna o - S Foooe S* F S* oM S* oM S* M s*
© Imhalants .- - ‘ Fko - S T “ -/’// M',/ - - i
Barbiturates ‘ - s LR S ’ I o - - s - .S . o= S
ﬁmPHEtémines - s . F +S* Fr s | - oL - S* - . s
b\SggﬂOMn . - - F= 4 F S - - e - .M -
-z0ocaine . M ~ gk . ’F _ S*. . F* 75(* - Sk . - _ S* . T g
67 pep . L. .- F*. Co- | F S . oM - M S . C - — 5
A o s Fooow L F s Lt s Mmoo Moo
, Y o '», i . . g " T -
7.+ “Heroin ) - J < F J F J . M - .- - Ma J
1. - = No stat1st1ca11y swgn1f1¢ant d1fference observed (p?:015
2. M = Males significantly higher (p<.01) . ' ’
" 3, F = Females significantly higher (p<.01) ' . ) . .
4,-3 = Junior high school students significantly h1gher (p<.01) ~ \ : S
. S = Senior high school students signficiantly, higher (p<.01) - ) ‘
" Bt = "Notable" 51gn1f1cant difference observed (eta- squared > 1%) oy
CERIC o\ f oy - R T

. R . N * . X
e . N 0 .
e » . . LI EEN . hd ‘
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. L .
The obtained school-level differences indicate greater pro-drug attitudes,
L3 . R .

perdeptions, intentions and behaviors fon senior high students relative to

-

Jun1or high students, w1th one except1on With regard to heroin,'junior hﬁgh

‘ students _had .more pro drug att1tudes, percept1ons and current use, but these
differences were not notable. Acros; all variables, senior high students

. rated notab]y higher on alcohoi, mar1JUana amphetam1nes and coca1ne items.

- Notable differences favor1ng senior high students were a]so obta1ned for perce1ved
prevelence of cigarette and barb1turate use as well as current and lifetime use

- L]

of cigarettes.” T -

- 1

One-Year Tremis*in Current Drug Use

o,

" One year pr1or to the present survey the Drug and,A]cohoI Survey (DAS——
gec. 4779 see Appendix A) was administered to secondary students in the Nepa
-Valley Un1f1ed School D1str1ct The methodology and resn1ts of this survey are
reported by MoskOW1tz, Schaps Congon, Malvin and Martin (note 2).'\The fo]]owing
section describes the one-year trends in current (ije.; "during‘the last four °
weegs") drug .use. :

"Figures 1 and 2 present the)trends in current alcohol use for each grade
level .between Sprind i979 and Spring 1980- The percentage of 7th gradersausing
alcohol in a four week per1od 1mmed1ate1y pr1or to~the survey 1ncreased in 1980
' (fran 40% to 47%), and the percentage of 8th graders using alcohol decreased
in-1980 (frem 57% to 51%) ' The 1argest changes in alcohol use occurred for the
| cohorts of students in 7th- 9th grade in .the sprlng of 1979 By the following
spr1ng, the preva1ence of current alcohol use.in the 7th grade cohort (now, in

. 8th‘grade) increased sharptly from 40% to 51%. Similar trends were found in the

‘8tn grade cohgrt (from 57% to 64%) and the "9th grade cohort (from 62% to 72%).
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'PERCENTAGE.WHO USED IN_PAST FOUR WEEKS

-
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Figure 1 *
ALCOMOL: TRENDS. IN FOUR-WEEK PREVALENCE OF
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Daily alcohol use (20 or more occasions) increased s]ight]y (between
14-and 3%) or rema1ned stable for the 7th - 11th grades and dropped silightly
for the TZth grade in 1980 A s1m11ar pattern was obtained for the cohorts of
students who were in qrades 7-11 in 1979. ' Overall, the percentage of daily
alcohol users was fairly constant across_the two years.

Figures-3 and 4 present the trends in current cigarette use for each grade
1eve1 « The percentage of students in each grade who smoke cigarettes rema1ned*
“ fairly stab]e»from ]979‘tp.1980. There was a 1 decrease jn cigarette use

'aaong eighth and tenth.graders. For the cohorts of students who were in grades
7-11 in 1979, there was virtually no change in the prevalence of cigarette use
{n 1980. (grades 8-12) with one exception. The prevalence of q;garette use in

the 7th grade cohort rose (from 22% to 27%), by 8th grade pos§1b1y indicating

that a number of students 1n1t1ate c1garette smoking between 7th and &th grades.

The preva]ence of da11y c1garette use dec11ned for near]y a]] grades,

) part1cu1ar1y for the 9th (from 15% to 10%)_and 1th (from 22% to 17%) grades.
The preva]ence of daily uselincreased marginally. for 7t§ graders. The cohor®.

‘ coQParisons reveal increases in the prevalence of dai}y cigarette users
from 7th-(5%) to 8th (10%) "grade and from 9th (15%) to 10th (18%) grade.
FiguresDSzand'B display the trends in chrrent‘marijuana use for each
_grade’]eve]. :The percentage of current marijuana'hsers dec]ined fdr most

grades, primarily for grades'8 (from 35% to 26%), 9 (from 44% td 39%),

and 12 (from 53% to 47%). Prevalence of current marijuana use rose for

| grade 7 (from 17% to 21%) ‘ For the 9th, 10th, and’]]th grade cohorts

[ 4

(those in grades 10 11, and 12 in 1980) there was no change in the preva-

lence, of current marijuana use. W1th/n the, .7th grade cohort tﬁere was a .

. .
. . W . 9

-
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MARIJUANA‘ TRENDS IN FOUR- NLLK PREVALENCE
OF ANY USE FOR GRADES 7-12 ‘
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gharp rise.in current marijuana use, such that, the percentage of students
i this group reporting’currenf‘use went from 17% in 1979 “to 26% in 1980.
- A rise in current marijuana use was also found for the 8th grade cohort

(from 35% ‘3co 39%).

L4

The prevaTence of daily mar13uana use dec11ned for grades 8- 12 and

-
’

1nCreased for grade 7. The cohort comparisons show a drop in da11y marijuana
?

use, for grade 11 cohort (from 17% in 11th to 14% in 12th). The percentaée
of daily marijuana users increased for the 7th grade cohort (from 2% to 5%)

i and, for the 9th grade' cohort (from 12% to 15%). °

Figures 7-12 #%sent the trends in current use of "hard” drugs (bar-

,

L 4

jturates, amphetamines, cocaine, LSD, inhalants, PCP).. tbdking across each
the figures there is one strikiné and consistent trend. Seventh graders
) - shg ed a dramatic increment in their reporfed current use from 1979 to 1980. \
. ; )

. . ] .
In addition, the 7th grade prevalence of current use of LSD, inhatants and
) ~

PCP was below all the other grades in 1979, whereas the 1980 data indicate

e that it\was much higher than any oth&r grade. We believe that the .7th grade

ion of grade 7, the?e was very little change in the' .
barbiturate, PCP and 1nha1ant use (f1gures 7, 11, 12)

Foy these three substances the preva]ence of use within

\ N . o
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BARBITURATES: TREN AMPHETAMINES : TRENDS IN FOUR-WEEK PREVALENCE
> . OF ANY USE FOR GRADES 7-12
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the cohprts of students was fairfy sﬁéb1e across the years. The greatest ’

. increases*in the prevalence of amphetaﬁine use (from 16% to 20%) and‘coéaine
use {from 16% ta 1§%); ignoring the seventh"gfide’daté, were for grade 11
(figures 8,9). The 1argést drop in p;eva1ence pf'u§e of amphetamines was
in'grade 8 (frmﬁ 9% to 6%) and of cocaine was in grade 12 erom 20% to 1}%).

”Egaﬁining the-cehort comparisons %eVea]s a'1arge shift between érédes

o 10 and 11 in prevalence of cocaine use (f}om 13%‘té-19%). "For students {n
= fié grédes-B, 9. and 10 in 1979 ;he prevalence of amPhetamine use iﬁcreaﬁed

,ﬂfgur to six percent by 1980. Figuré 10 shows the trends in prevalence of

1 4

current Lgb use. .Aside from the increase in 7th grade -use, there is a §harp

s

decline in prevalence of use aﬁong 12th graders {from 7% to 2%). Further-

more, the same cohort of students that was iniS?ade 11 in 1979 énd.had 9%

prevalence of iSD use, declined in preJE&Qst dramatjcally by the 12th grade’
' : J i ,

-
'

(from 9% to 23) %
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