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L e ABSTRACT

The present paper con51ders cr1t1ca1 factors in the experienceﬁrﬁﬁwwrrr —

. ‘ . “ .
. § of young peop]e that need to be taken into account n order't0‘under-
, i - . .
stand them and to develop prevention programs. Draw ng upon research : ‘.
- and the 11terature on soc1a1ization, soc1a1 psycho]ogy and, drug abuse,
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A FRAMEWORK FOR DEVELOPING DRUG ABUéE PREVENTION ;
STRATEGIES FOR YOUNG PEOPLE IN GHETTO AREAS

I

- ' Considerable’condgrn has been expressed over the problem of drug.
. abuse among young people.\Dowever, there has been a lack of meaningful
| h into the relationships youngsters estab]ish with the settings

h”in which they 11Ve, Which could provide insight in this phenomenon.,”

how young people relate to drugs and ether aspects of their environment
fesults from a simp]istic conception of the process of socialization

that has dominated the fieid of socia] science. ﬁbcussing on the

manner in which the young are schooled into saciety'by one or more.
means of social learning, this view has neglected to givefsufficient
attention to the wider network ofibeliefs'and behavior by which
?individuals seek to-integraté their eXperience. Further, 1its static
“‘view of culture transmission, with different5indiViduaTs'seen as“f
in:orporating societal eipectations in similar Ways; has'deiayed the
ship individuals have to their experience, and the ways in which their .
‘attitudes and participatﬁons reflect a strain toward se]f-consistency.
Applied to the field of drug abuse prevention, the view of
socialization as the uniform transmission of cultura] sthndards<found
: ref]ection in techniques and approaches.reflecting the biases and
ssumptions of their research or program creators, rather than the :

. various fdentifications ‘and invo]vements of members of their different

target audiences. One consequence of this app]ication is the growing

«recognition that drug abuse prevention efforts have not been Very

In large part,_the 1imited;know1edge that has” been githered in regard to

deve]opment of -a more comp]ete understanding of the creative relation- .

1
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successful'and.that a more radical conceptualization of the issues is
indicated. ) |

The present paper considers critical factors in the experience of -
young people that should be taken into account in understanding.them
and in the development of prevention programs. In the course of the

discussion, an ethographically informed, social context model of the

w;indi idual will be developed and 1ts implications *or prevention o

activities explored.

A SOCIAL CONTEXT VIEW OF THE ADOLESCEVT EXPERIENCE

The process of becoming a soc1al person is not one of merely
oY adopting prevailing valyes and approved ways of bohaving, but an
attempt to self-actualize onefs potential’ for participating in
/society As Wrong suggests, we are closer to reality by regarding man A
as begoming social but never completely socialized 2 Learning -the
basic rules of the society in which one lives can be regarded as a
prerequisite for baing accepted as a competent member of ~that society.3
However, these_esperiences do- not, in themselves,\determine what kind
of social\person the individual will‘hecome and what contribution he
‘will make to society. Recent research'has‘shoWn that individugis are .
' both purposiye and goal directed in their behavior, and not passive
participants in their experiences Aspects of experience are made to
fit into the 1ives of young people, and how they do so depends upon
what features of their social environment they regard as important

In the process of adapting to their.environment, youngsters relate “

to their Families, school and peers in different ways. In order to.
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- ,underStand how these agenciestof socialization exert their infiuence
,ana]ysis must be made of _the youngrpeople upon “whom they operate,_
rather than focus our’ attention on these agencies themselves. What is
= required is a more creative model of the individua1 We can never :
hope to understand the process of socia1ization if we gloss over the .
' socia1 psychological characteristics of individuals and the larger
'social genesis of their iife -situation.* f'""”j;“'""“
.' The 1ine of argument we have been deve10ping posits that society
consists of many different life experiences and that this understanding
-must inform our work if we are to convey a realistic picture of what it
means to become a member of society. As Hannerz notes, "people of
‘different life styles have different kinds of»networks, and the
difference infiuences the quaptity and quaiity of‘interaction between
them."S Accordingly, stronger efforts should be made to assess the
experiences in people's enV1ronment that influence their adaptation
to society. A social context mode1 of socialization is needed
_ Rather than seeing individuals as being pushed by the stresses
“and strains in the structure,of society, the social context model sees
their behavior as.purposefu],.meaningful and goal directed within the
frames‘of’reference of the 1ife circumstances in which they. find them-
selves. Differences in social attitudes and styies‘of 1ife are the 3
ruie and not the exception in social life. |
| The sociaI context view stresses the voluntaristic character of
,people 3 behavior, anhd seeks.to uncover the 1ife experience of
different, socia11y situated groups that serve as guides to understand-

ing the way they act. There is a critical need to determine the

'
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patterns of environmental adaptation that integrate the behavioral and
- atégtudinai characteristics of these persons . In marked contrast to
’ ‘the survey-statistica1 approach, demographic anaiyses are regarded as
. an 1nitial step in isolating the characteristics of a life experience
to which behavior and value adjustments are made. Particular importance
As paid to iocate the subcultural value sustems that arelre1ated to the.
 social, cultural ‘and psychological conditions in which different
. groups of individuals find themselves. Economic and social status
attributes of people are regarded as demographic signposts permitting
~a more focussedrsearch for the factors of motiVation‘and purpose
“~'regu1ating adjustment behavior; they are not regarded as explanations .
) for actibn.w.It is,essential that we trace these environmenta1 features,
through the orientations and vatues of real live persons, to their
‘ behavior to grasp.the essence ot this approach.‘ Foiiowing Schutz and
Hebgr, we argue that we have Tittle knowledge of peop1e until we
understand their’ perceptions of the world and the meanings they attach
- to their actions. He need to adopt a phenomenoiogicai perspective

in our work.

-

- An essential aspect of the social context model of societ¥,that
is being developed concerns the individual's self-concept. Stemming
from the work of Cooley, N I. Thomas, James and Schutz,7 this concept
stresses the importance of understanding people's views of their
experience if we are to learn how they behave. While there is a

gcognitive element in the self, it is important to emphasize that thev
ot seif is a social creation. Extrapolating from the work ofeMead and

Gerth and Mi11s,8 the self is a product of the interactive experiences .
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k the individua1‘has with others iﬁ"\is environmentr And, relating the
self to social behavior, Lecky was perhaps the first social scientist to
posit that people strive for.unity‘and consjstency in their activitiestg'.
' This concept of the self converges with the thrust of the work
by Rogers, Hilgard, Mas]ow, Schutz, Garfinkel and Hudson,"0 who,. among
others, have argued for the innovative, creative nature of interaction.
\ ””i”'This work asserts ‘that indiV1duals “perceive various ways of participat—””'w
Xx' ~ ing in the socia1 circumstances in which t find themselves, and that'
) %h' the activities that, people engage in it i:ﬁé vaiues that are important

“to them. The notion of preferred bektavior provides a base against

| which people's involvements with particuiar,aspects of their environment
\can be examined. Applied to research methodology; this interest
;\e"uire, that we develop sogial 1 big sgraphic o‘(indi"i“u 15 ard "rcupsf
) 2 specific cultural and social settings which tie together essentiai
f«ftures of their ]ife exnerience, behavior and attitudes.
"é This approach to understanding behavior found reflection in a

recent inquiry into the values and social behavior of aggressive and
ﬁbnon~aggressive youngsters residinglin a social problem neighborhood in

the northeast of—England.ll The study involved depth intervigws with

ninety-nine boys who were rated as aggressive or non~aggressive by

their peers, judged on the basis of behavior measures that.were derived

from ethonographic research_.12 o ‘ L

Thevyoungsters‘ranged in age from 12 to 15 years, came from working-

l class Backgrounds, were Tow educationa1_achievers,‘had IQs above 80 and,

had no'bolice records. Analysis of the data ipund the aggressive and

non-aggressive youths to define themselves differentiy, but in a manner
that was consistent with the ratings their peers had made of them.__z

-4
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Aggressive Jads strongly empha51zed the display of physical prowess, ;
seeing suchs,s in such pursuits( as sports, fighting and getting on
with girls as aff1rming the picture they w1shed to present of themselves.
' Non-aggressive youths. on the other hand, were Tess concerned with
asserting themselves in physically aggressxve ways, and were mow
mhinterested in the content of the1r school experience. As might be ﬂ'
expected, both samples of young peoole preferred different friends
Perhaps the most 1mpre551ve find1ng to emerge from this researchy
which Tinks up with work completed by Miller and Wolfgang and nan
Ferracuti-,13 is the fact that the youngsters neighborhood culture
afforded,alternative possibilities of environmental adaptation for

2

them to orient themselves to and act out.. Two of these possibilities t

that were relevant to their experie\ce were: (l) street culture
orientation (a gravitation to the values of the street gangs that were
prevalent in the neignborhood where the research was carried out) and

(2) educational orientation (stressing the value of education and

‘success‘at school work). As one would expect, aggressive boys were

significantly oriented to the values of the street culture, whereas

non~aggressive lads were educationally oriented. ' l a
Another important dimension of environmental relationship concerned _ ~

a toughness orientation,~which was based on a number of questions

probing the youths perception of their neighborhood: (1) "You've got
to be rough to get ahead in 14fe," (2) "You've got to be "tough to get
on around‘here," (3) "I 1ike to be on my own. and be my own boss" and -
(4) "People my'age in my neighborhoodwget into fights". Again,

aggressive youths were found tovhave significantly higher toughness

i
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3 . _\\\orientations than non-aggressive boys. Further'anaJysis learned that

these orientations were strongly refiected in the youthg' seif—images.14
The impressively consistent clustering of dimensions_of "the

youths' relationship to their environment with their self-images

highlight the central thesis of this paper: Youths selectively commit

" themselves to features of their neighborhood cuiture in a way that

fits in with the imaqes they hoid of themseives. Their involvements

appear motivated and adaustive, holding a comp1ex relationship to their » ,
personality and environment. - One would gain 1imited insight by merely
focussing on the youngsters as individua]s or -on the ‘social values that

o are preva]ent in their sociai setting. 0n1y as these features of the

youths' evperience becomn internalized do they become important in
learning about them. | Ve | ' :
‘ DRUG USE | |

 The finding that individuals relate purposefully to their socfal f

and cultural experiente converges with the resuits of research probingi

the relationships peop1e establish with various substances. The thrust

of this work has convincingly indicated ‘that there exist diverse

1ife styles to which different éroups, and even persons within the

same family, commit themselxes.ls, Reflective of the concern that has

been expressed over the endemic probiem of drug abuse among persons

- 14ving in socially depressed areas, most of the sociocultural

; * .
information that is available on substance relationships is concentrated

on persons 1iving in these sectors of society.




Styles of Ghetto Drug Life . g _
For a series of econom1c and social reasons, slum residents

are‘a11enated from a: mean1ngfu1 part1c1pation in the mainstream of |

&

;Amer1can life. Ghetto areas haVe high rates of crime, de11nquency, . W
drunkenness, prost1tut1on, menta1 distrubance, suicide, drug use,
' 111eg1t1macy\and family maladaustment 16 And it is here that the

“'p011ce have the:r graatest community’ relat1ons problems and face

fairly organ1zed criminal activities that closely relate to the
economic and civil stability of these settings. | '
The'ghetto resident inhabits as toughvand testing an environment -
as exists in American life, where survival until adulthood demands
cunning and toughness. fhe ability to fend for oneself in the streets

provides a basis not only for ‘one's prestige (or rép), but that of his

. fémi]y as well. In this setting, substance relationships are 1&tegratéd .

“to Fit into the varying 1ife styles of ghetto citure. Perhaps the

-

most 111um1nat1ng research ever conducted on ‘the diverse drug use

patterns in a ghetto setting was accomplished by Blumer, Sutter and

their associates among youngsters in OakTland, California during the )3 .
‘ mid-1960 5. 17 Yhile "this research may be faulted in not being as 1

systematicaTT&fcarried_out as onanight wish, 1t provides us with a

Jucid‘and compelling account of the drug behaQﬁor of a social problem

I,

area. *

In 1ine with the thrust of the present papér, the work’ of Blumer

and his associates argues that radher then viewing drug use in slum

-

environments as a form of persdnél pathology or retreatism from Ebg~\\\\@

larger society, patterns of dry involvement reflect a sense of

11




affirmation; ~ ] o - . o
The culture of drug use on the stﬁZet scene is con-
stituted by different tyoes of drug-users, differenf

. sets of practices, different 1ife styles and parspectives.

' . Furthermore, a vast selection process differentiates

' ‘ people at major turning points as théy enter into ande

move through different worlds of drug use,.fall into . -
different patterns and- sequences. of patterns of use, )
. form different kinds of associations, and have different
e . career lines, Any attempt to describe &nd analyze the
V' phenomgnon. of street-level® drug use-im terms of a ‘.
cultury] system must account for,different types of
users, ynost grasp the nature of this selective-process,
asnd must recognize ‘that world of drug use‘are subject
to great fluctuations over tjme. 8 - ’

Réflectiv? of the divergent optio Hat are aVailable to youths
ﬁn.the Oakland area where tﬁgvresearchfwas conducted is a division of
vthe”wor1df6f}drug use into the rowdy‘and coél operating sé}]es:. The® i

~former cateqory of voungster§VBegiﬂAtorﬁniff éihe aﬁdruée éigohéfrﬂ -

(mainly wine) during~ﬁre~adoles;ence. Tﬁe stress of these youths on

the display'of physical prowess, violence and delinquency results in
. their being képt at,d distance by:devotees of the Eool*style. who
value.the control of one's presentaﬁ?on and behavior.

Cool youths can be further differentiated into three types:

-

(1) the mellow dude, (2) fheopot.;;ad and (5) the player.i The me]low
' dqde,'theAmo§£ preva[eﬁt type among the c061 group, primarily uses

| \T%mar§3u§na, this substance Beingj;nﬁexpréifion of h15:1nterésts in
partying, sqxualfconqugits and the quest for various sensual experiences.
He participates in'cbﬁVen€3ongi act1v1t1e§. such.as attending school,
:athTetics and‘dress. Miri}uana,use*compriséé a‘smalf SFQPQ"t‘°f ?151.‘j

“oo< dadly activities,- He' does not g out gf his way to-purthase drtigs,
o v T - [ -, . ' - X J

‘. >
©dn
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. a Y . . . / -
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o takes no special pride in their dﬁe and does not eﬁqué“idiiré sale.of
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'u:‘v‘.ff g any. substance The)pot head aiso confines his drug useato mariauana, A }")
0 . ; and p1aces 51m11ar stress on the activities pursued by the mellow dude. T .
‘ However, he seeks out ‘his substance of - preference, tends to buy HB n‘ !? };'
\,. own drugs and may have deahngs with a "connection . His abihty to ‘ ,:_i‘ T |

"score“ drugs 1s an additional source of esteem among his associates,
4 .v‘-refiecting a. va1ued access o the echelons of drug traffic. whiles he T
' T con51ders himseif the ;ptithe51s of the’ heroin® addict, the head ha54~ﬁ’:"i"f”“’ “ﬁif‘

heavi1y committed himse?f to the use of the weed,’ which constitutes an;.
S fﬂ important refefence point in understanding the conduct o£ his™ daily ,' v S .

-é:,- 11fe. The p1ayer is more 1nv01ved in)the drug 11fe, being distin- o

) guiéhed from the me110w dude and pot head primgrg1y 1n h1S 1nstrhménta1 S "¥~~'
R A B s - '
) ;jjlapr T approacﬁ to drugs as a means of making money/ Standing atﬁthevﬁringe_ﬁ\;_&

;:rf";- e of commitment to a cr1m1na1 career, the p1ayer cu1t1vates re1ationsh1ps :

" with the 1ower echelons of the drug distribution system in. h1S aréa.AA'( -

-

. - f_“>' He 1s an 1mp?rtant link in the f{o; of drugs\imo;g neighborhood”yo%”ﬁs, .. ; ;J; .

L W' the incipient stages of cul 1vat1ng the s 115 'f the hust]er
/// - ﬁ% association Qf recognized hust\ers. | .

\ [ e ’ - L
w"&} - 2&’ Most of the Oa:;ynd youths who used drugs were fou‘d in the REE \

l . :
. . PR - . : .o

EEE rowdy and c001 .catedoriesy* with a 51gn1f1cant movement to the c001 way - ‘ ;
AN 'being engaged by rowdy youngsters who became "turned on" to the 'k//; o . .
ta :U“: }io, cooi sty1e by friends cn;associates,'“aware“ that they are he1d in 1ow L
'ii/(/';'; esteem'because of their aggre551ve behav1or or form friendship w1th //
.a'non rowdy crowd Some p1ayers will pursue a prog e551ve1y deepening
l drug involvement through dependence on heroin, " a reiationship that is
“5%_»i”f*~ usua11y preceded by a “chipping" phase during wh1ch the substance is

, used intermittently. -Hpwever, the progression from being c001 to ‘




./

- Finestone s\"coolcats" and their Oakland counterparts in that the

.“/

‘_ / a1so, committed to the values. of “charm, 1ngratiat7ng speech, (sharp)

-11-

becoming a "righteous" dope f1end is by no-means automatich ¢ '-‘r*fv‘ﬁf‘f*; -

In mov1ng between different 1eveis of the 0akU1nd drug scene
youngsters are seen as motivated by the quest to achieve the- recogni-
tion and se1f—esteem that comes wrth realizing cu1tura11y valued o
behavior. While ‘some youths might be seduced into using drugs, for '

_ most i ind1v1duais ‘substance usage represents a soc1a11y encouraged,
~ but indiV1dua]1y made commitment It is, as Biumer observes, a‘

compiex process “that depends on the basic factors ofxacce to drugs,
{ -3 '

{ .
S~ acceptance by drug-u51ng associates, the kinds of 1mages youngsters .

«i, have of drugs, and -the runs of experience that affect their 1nterpreta-

_ tion of drugs"’20 The work comp1eted by Blumer ‘and Sutter ties in we11

*,

?“with the findings Finestone obta1ned in studying the "cool -cat".

phenomenon 1n Chicago in the 1950 s and with the results Feldman and ~

' Preb]e and Casey uncoveredzin their 1nqu1r1es 1nto the p1ace of her01n'.

.\.
in_ the ctreet 1 fe of social problem areas in Boston and New York,

ile variations were found in the components of .

, \v
respectively. 21 _;‘

_former prefergsgzheroin, rather than mariJuana, there is a significant

,'ov/rlap between the two ghetto drug adaptations. The hicago cat was,

/

1 6rk of art "22 , ‘
- ; The thrust of the research by Feldman in East Highland is equaliy

compe111ng. Here an indiv1dua1 s choice of drugs was found to ref1ect

tthe beliefs,. va1ues and avenues of prestige (or loss of it) among young

U T
N L

n

~
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S ..,. men deciding where to fit in the 1oca1 order of~things The hieraré

- _chies of street and drug behavior\were found to mutua11y serve to

o \-aiiocate persons to positions 1n the area; in faqt, drug use provided
~ both an indication of one 's status in these. groupings and -a reflectionr_u
,‘of his aspiration as to where he-would 11ke to be located. | '

" Fe1dman 3 finding that East: HighTand, blue-coﬁiar youths afMrmed '

-ic~of escape or. retreat, is supported by the research of Preb1e and Caseyj
,vTheir examination of the iife of lower c1ass, New York City heroin
iusers uncovered an’ e1aborate system of drug distribution and related -
activitie;'to exist in the street’ heroin market, one in which addicts |
;}f' . found meaning and” purpose. _Heroin users Were Tess addicted to the

p_drug tnan to the career of being an addict However, in regard to .;'

L " our socia1 context posi;)on, the authors’note that the heroin career .

pattern can be regarded as ‘an a1ternative to'“the monotony of any

o themseives through‘the use-of- drugs, rather than- using them as a.means . ...

existence severe]y 1imited by sociaI constraints, and at the same time _;"'

o it provides a way for him to gain revenge on society for the inJustices
‘and deprivatiop he has experienced u23 ~The heroin 1ffe is both means
and goa1 for the street addict, a way of existence that has generated

a foikore and-whose salieht features would appear to over1ap,in
different Social prob1em areas 24‘ N ,

-1t 1s to be appreciated that changes in drug distribution patterns ‘
in recent years have had an impact on drug re1ationships in the’ ghetto
\However, because the drug 1ife fu1fi11s deep-rooted naaeg and committed
‘users are high1y adaptable to a1terations in the market p1ace, 1t is

expected that major features of the 1ife sty1e, SUCh as the quest for
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'addict may be a generic type, encompassing a'wide range of drug

'information in itse1f is not sufficient to persuade youths from .

’abusing drugs. 27 Drug abusers usua11y Hbld a set of be1iefs and ",

-sent reflections of adult misunderstandings of how to effectively

" communicate with youngsters, and bear 1ittl

'understanding of thekinds oR

‘tive drug abuse prevention programs. The. recent shiftlin- the thrust

-

, —13- _ T . ;; ‘

“the eoo] and the status of hustIing ab11ity, will remain, although the ’\ -t
dr gs of preference will alter. Such r‘ay well be the case with the ° -
grswth\of i1]icit methadone abuse.25 As Stephens suggests, th° street"fJ

»

{ )

. preferences 26 a o ;‘ ‘ 4

o

, SOHE IMPLICATIONS FOR PREVENTION j SR \& '
Much of. the history of drug ahuse prevention has consisted of

efforts to provide 1nformation in regard to the dangers of abusing N

drugs in the beIief that such knowledge wgu]d deter ydungsters from

using particular substances Recent work has. shown, however, that

raticna {zations supporting their particu.ar substance re Iat.unships,

" and these offsetr‘he potential impact scientific knowledge could have

on their>drug.behavior. In a re1ated ways didactic, moralistic

approaches“designed'to scare %?ungsters from using d gs have served

" to a1ienate'students from the ‘agents as well as the afims of,prevention,'
” and increased their mistrust of the intentions of drig educators ’ -

- Tﬁese techn1ques, and othenslike them, are bound () faiI They repre- ,

\lationship to the e

L
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salfent features of young peopies"ex ence with their Iife

ionships young people in particular

: sociaI and cultural sett1ngs-estab1ish with their environment, inc1ud1ng

s their use of various substances, is basic to the dévelopment of effec-:' s -
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of‘preventiOn'to encourage youngs ters tolseek a1ternatives to using .
'vdrugs, whi1e an improvement over previous efforts, is problematic. In
o some- soc1a1 settings, there may be few activities that can effectively
compete with invoivement in the drug life. Furtheﬁ, the very notion

of alternatives begs the question of why youths estabiish drug re1at10nb
¢ / '

/ ships in the first p1ace

/_7 o To be effective,”drug preve tion efforts must articulate with

'/ | the important experiences of yo ng peop1e Prevention programs must

be ab1e to address young people's re1ationships with drugs, in a way

/3V /i . that reflects awareness oﬁ\t e motivations, rationa1izations and-

PR

in regard to drug use, and ltow substance ;

symbolic meanings they holv
// | ", reiationships fit into the patterns of 1life that exist in -specific
/ and cu1tura1 settings '
' // This agenda for prevention argues against the probabi1ity that
| | t nationa1 campaigns . w111 have any more than a superficia1 impadt in

’reducing substance abuse among youngsters 1iving in socia1 probiem areas.
It requires that we seek to deveiop prevention programs for particu]ar '
target audiences. In this effort, we need to locate the salient
.features of the Tife experience of different socia1 and cu1tura1

groups that serve as guides to understanding their attitudes and
behavior. Since the rea1 .1ife features of any socia1 group are to )
some degree specific to them, it is not possib1e to know in advgnce

what these wou1d look 1ike in any setting, without going in and having

a" good 1ook around However, the principles of this approach are

]

easily generaiizabie

1. We must 1ocate the social and demographic 1ife
" circumstances of the people for whom drug
prevention program are to be developed;
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2. We must uncover the cultural and\secial values and
. behavior that are important toothese persons; and -
7" 3. We must learn how the first two ‘factors, or 1ife '
- style characteristics, relate to purposive behavior,
Jncluding the use of drugs.

This. perspective demands a detailed focus that treats the three

- outlinad propositions as empirica1 issues in any inquiry and in program-

__planning. _ It urges that drug usage be seen as one facet of persons“/

social and persona1 experience

ot To do less than elaborate the comprehensive mode] we set out is

to ]imitfthe contribution social science research can make to the

'fdeVelopment of more effective prevention programs. The pilot work in

whith we engaged in several South- Bronx, New York‘City neighborhoods
in the Summer and Fall, 1974 suggests the usefulness of this approach.
We have incorporated the results of our discussions with the youths:in
this community in- the subséauent comments

ihe drug prevention worker is rarely in a position-to a1ter the _
social and psychological circumstances in which drug re1ationshipsware
established: Further, substance use, such as a1cohol, is an established
it is unreasonable to aspire to the

<

goal of having young peop]eaabstain from drug use. To maintain such

part of our cu1ture Accordingiy,

a posture can call the-credibiiity of drug prevention efforts into

question. Given thesefconsiderations, drug prevention personnet would
be we11 advised to help ghetto youthfreiate to substances in a manneri
that minimizes their chances of becoming dysfunctionally involved with

drugs. That is, efforts shou1d be directed to preventing experimenta1

and sociai recreationaT users_of substances from becoming dependent on
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" As indicated eariier, the success of this effort will be enhanced
by attempts touassEss the socia1 and drug behavior of indiV1duais and
groups in particular geographic- cu1tura1 areas. A combination of
survey and ethnographic- research would be heipfui in this work.

. Specific target groups. refiecting'a range of substance use relation-

_ ships, would be_ identified, and the sa1ient aspects of their experiencerrrﬂ

J
also be suggested

uncorgrgdxf’ﬁaﬁticuiar methods of addressing these individuais wouid
With this information in hand, instruction‘to-prevent dysfuncél
tiona1 drug use shou1d proceed by re1ating the use of substances to
the impoz&ant values and identifications of part1cu1ar target
audience -along w1th the persona1 and social risks that the use of
specifi drugs entaii Drug prevention workers should avoip taking an
.advocate roie in this- process Ultimately, the decision to initiate
and continue a drug relationship rests with the young peop1e concerned.
| Their decision ma11ng in, this regard wi11 be en1ightened if-the youths
can translate the issues surrounding drug use. 1nto experiences they |
can understand and act dpon o S
| He]ping young peop1e to avoid dysfunctiona1 drig use 'would most
profitabiy invoive young persons, especia11y peer group 1eaders,30
' from the neighborhoods in which particular target audience members |
1ive. . Their involvement could intlude the development of particuiar
prevention 3!!ﬁvities, as wbii as being participants in the process.
}Such a re1ationship of young peopie to prevention efforts would serve

~ to implement the findings of the research that has been advocated.

o
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. This strategy, also, capitalizes on the identifications young people

¥ .

have with their fellows and facilitates their translation of the factors

surrounding drug use~into.experiences‘that'are;meaningfui to theni. - We

w_ﬁo not wish to imply that there is no place for the professional drug.

“prevention worker in the ghetto. However, we want to emphasize that

his role is best conceived as one of a"faciiitator with the social

- networks of the young persons to whom he intends to direct his efforts.

The use of target audience members in prevention activities would

"Yh . v g}

be most fruitfu1 if they are appropriateiy trained. The process- of" .

training inner-city youths to_becomelpreVEntion aides is a matter that

1ies beyond the scope of the present paper. There is a growing
Titerature documenting some strategies for these efforts to which the .
reader can refer. 31 At the very least, prevention aides should receive:
(1) instruction in interpersonal re1ations, (2) current scientific
knowledge in regard to drugs and the relationship of patterns of use ~"

to key bersonai, socia1 and cu1tura1 factors\and (3) information

4
concerning resources to be sought for he1p with a drug probiem These '

- ‘,experiences would go a long way toward the aide s deveiopment of CY

ratigna] perspective on drug usey abuse and the dysfuntiona1 “involvement
of young people with. particuiar substances. ’

In this vejn, the development of sch001 based prevention programs
by having students contribute to both the creation and running of these
activities, sucHxas the §PARK concept,32 is especially promising, ‘In

addition to establishing a particular‘programvformat, the shared -

".experiehce and'understanding that is necessary for the implementdtion

of these efforts constitutes an exercise in'prevention in its own
right. Non-school prevention contacts should be mage with street
invoived youths 1in playgrounds, favorite street corners and recreation

o 20
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centers Again, &ese activities shou1d be‘pursued with the\c011abora-
tion of perSons in the community who are ‘well-regarded by the young
people concerned ! ‘

How prevention programs will ook for youths in a particu1ar

neighborhood, including the means of commun1cat1on they employ, will

~depend on the socio-cultural and historical features of their

'i”community. At any rate, all creative attempts to involve young peop%e e

in prevention act1v1t1es are to be encouraged Drug prevention efforts
’cannot succeed unless the young peop1e whose drug behavior is the
focus of our concern are brought deeply_into the prevention picture.

- be beldeve;the most exciting challenge facing}drug Prevent1on-1n -
the 1970's concerns the integration ofhyoung persons into these
programs.. The manner in which prevention workers respond to this

_challenge w111 have strong 1mp11cations for the future of drug preven-

L -

) tion in the 1nner-c1ty.3
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