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SUMVARY

This project involved an experinment conducted in three Drug Use
Forecasting (DUF) [DRUG USE FORECASTING IN 24 CITIES IN THE UN TED
STATES, 1987-1997 (I CPSR 9477)] program sites to determ ne whether
using a nore detailed informed consent procedure and/or altering the
sequence of the interview and urine specinen collection could enhance
the validity of arrestees' self-reports of drug use w thout adversely
af fecting study response rates. A 2x2 factorial design was wused to
assess t he effects of the two manipulations. The first two
experimental conditions involved adm nistering either the standard DUF
informed consent or an enhanced consent that told the arrestees nore
about the confidential nature of the research and the capabilities of
urinalysis. The second two conditions involved collecting the urine
speci men either before or after the interview was administered. The
experiment included 2,015 adult arrestees from Ceveland, nio,

Detroit, Mchigan, and Houston, Texas, who were randomly assigned to
one of the four experinmental conditions. The experinment was desi gned
so that the only wvariability across the i ntervi ews was t he
mani pul ation of inforned consent and the sequencing of the urine
speci men request. Al other procedures of a standard DUF collection
were followed. Data were collected in Ceveland between July 8 and
August 22, 1997, in Detroit from August 4 to Septenber 27, 1997, and
in Houston from Cctober 17 to Novenber 1, 1997. Variables specific to
this project include the experinental condition to whi ch t he
respondent was assigned, followup questions asking whether the
arrestee woul d have responded differently if assigned to the other
conditions, and several dummy variables on |Iength and type of drug
use. Data fromthe DUF interview provided detailed information about
each arrestee's self-reported use of 15 drugs. For each drug type,

arrestees were asked whether they had ever used the drug, the age at
which they first used the drug, whether they had used the drug within
t he past three days, how many days they had used the drug wthin the
past nmonth, whether they had ever needed or felt dependent on the
drug, and whether they were dependent on the drug at the tine of the
interview Data from the DUF interview instrunent also included
al cohol /drug treatment history, information about whether arrestees
had ever injected drugs, and whether they were influenced by drugs
when the crinme that they were charged with was comitted. The data
also include information about whether the arrestee had been to an
enmergency room for drug-related incidents and whether he or she had
had prior arrests in the past 12 nonths. Uine tests screened for the
presence of ten drugs, including narijuana, opiates, cocaine, PCP

nmet hadone, benzodi azepi nes (valium, met haqual one, propoxyphene
(Darvon), barbiturates, and anphetamnines (positive test results for
anphet ani nes were confirmed by gas chromat ography). Denbgraphic data

i nclude the age, race, sex, educational attainnent, nmarital status,

enpl oyment status, and living circunstances of each respondent.
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PURPCSE OF THE STUDY

Fi ndi ngs fromthe Drug Use Forecasting (DUF) Program [DRUG USE
FORECASTING IN 24 CITIES IN THE UNIl TED STATES, 1987-1997 (| CPSR 9477)]
i ndi cate that many arrestees underreport their recent use of illicit
drugs in spite of the many attenpts to convince arrestees that their
responses are part of a confidential and anonymous research study and
cannot affect their cases. |If arrestees fail to report drug use
accurately in research interviews, and if the |evel of underreporting
varies from one research site to another, then the accuracy and
conparability of self-reported drug use data are suspect. This project
i nvol ved an experinment conducted in three DUF sites to determ ne
whet her using a nore detailed informed consent procedure and/or
altering the sequence of the interview and urine specinen collection
could enhance the validity of arrestees' self-reports of drug use,
wi thout adversely affecting study response rates. Further, results
fromthe experiment had potential inplications for procedures used in
the DUF program s successor, the Arrestee Drug Abuse Mnitoring (ADAM
Program
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METHODS
STUDY DESI GN

A 2x2 factorial design was used to assess the effects of the two
mani pul ati ons. The first two experinental conditions involved
adm ni stering either the standard DUF i nforned consent or an enhanced
consent that told the arrestees nore about the confidential nature of
the research and the capabilities of wurinalysis. The second two
conditions involved collecting the wurine specimen either before or
after the interview was adm nistered. The experinent included 2,015
adult arrestees from d evel and, Detroit, and Houston who were randomy
assigned to one of the four experinental cells. Cell A represented the
typical DUF protocol in which interviewers adm nistered the standard
consent and requested the urine specinmen after the interview had been
conpleted. In Cell B, researchers also administered the standard
consent, but asked for the specimen prior to conducting the interview.
Cells C and D used the enhanced informed consent and asked for the
speci men after or before the interview, respectively. Data collection
was divided into tw phases. During the first phase, arrestees were
randomy assigned to Cells A or C, both of which required the
collection of the specinmen after the interview. After Phase | was
conpl eted, collection began for Cells B and D, where the urine
specimen was collected before the interview Four scripts were
prepared representing the four experimental conditions. A single
script was wused for each arrestee approached, which automatically
assigned the arrestee to one of the four cells. To random ze the two
scripts for each phase, they were first photocopied so that the
scripts alternated. The sheets were then broken into snaller stacks
and shuffled by picking up varying nunbers of sheets from each stack
and nerging them together. The shuffling step was then repeated
several tinmes. The scripts were constructed so that each guided the
interviewer through the sequence of steps to be taken for the
experimental condition assigned to the arrestee being interviewed. The
experiment was designed so that the only wvariability across the
interviews was the manipulation of informed consent and sequence of
requesting the urine specinen. Al other procedures of a standard DUF
collection were followed. The DUF data processing contractor nerged
the interview data and urine test results and forwarded the nerged
data file to Center for Substance Abuse Research (CESAR) staff. CESAR
staff constructed the final analysis file by merging the data file
from the DUF contractor wth the CESAR data containing variables
denoting the cells to which the arrestee had been assigned and
responses to additional questions about the experinment recorded on the
script sheet. Data were collected in Ceveland between July 8 and
August 22, 1997, in Detroit from August 4 to Septenber 27, 1997, and
in Houston from Cctober 17 to Novenber 1, 1997.
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SOURCES OF | NFORMATI ON

Data were gathered during the standard and enhanced i nforned
consent introductions as well as during the scripted assignnents to
each of the experinmental conditions. The DUF interview instrument was
also used to collect responses fromthe voluntary, anonynmous, and
confidential interviews with male and female arrestees. Data include
test results fromurine specinens provided by these arrestees within
48 hours of the time of the arrest. Infornation regarding the
subject's age, race, birth year, and the crinme for which the subject
was arrested were obtained frompolice arrest records.

SAMPLE

Three DUF sites were selected to participate in the experinment.
Sites were chosen to represent different interview ng conditions and
to fit with the experinent's data collection schedule. Sites already
participating in a sanpling experinent sponsored by NIJ were excl uded.
Fromthe remining pool, sites were selected in which the «collection
logistics preserved the experinental conditions to the best extent
possible (i.e., mnimzed sanple contam nation that could occur when
sel ected arrestees pooled together in the interview area wth
arrestees who had already been interviewed), and for which the
collection periods did not overlap with the other sites selected for
the experinent. The sites differed wth respect to interviewer
characteristics, | ogi stics, and i medi ate environnent of the
i nterview

RESPONSE RATES

There were no differences in the interview or urine specinen
response rates across the four conditions. Between 80 and 85 percent
of all arrestees approached agreed to be interviewed and between 88
and 92 percent of the participants in the four conditions provided a
urine speci nen.

DATE(S) OF DATA COLLECTI ON

July 8-Novenber 1, 1997
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SUMVARY OF CONTENTS

DESCRI PTI ON OF VARI ABLES

Vari ables specific to this project include the experinental
condition to which the arrestee was assigned, follow up questions
asking whether the arrestee would have responded differently if
assigned to the other conditions, and several dunmy variables on
l ength and type of drug use. Data from the DUF interview provided
detailed information about each arrestee's self-reported use of 15
drugs. For each drug type, arrestees were asked whether they had ever
used the drug, the age at which they first used the drug, whether they
had used the drug within the past three days, how many days they had
used the drug within the past nmonth, whether they had ever needed or
felt dependent on the drug, and whether they were dependent on the
drug at the tine of the interview Data fromthe DUF interview
i nstrunment al so included al cohol/drug treatnent history, information
about whether arrestees had ever injected drugs, and whether they were
i nfl uenced by drugs when the crime that they were charged with was
conmitted. The data also include information about whether the
arrestee had been to an energency roomfor drug-related incidents and
whet her he or she had had prior arrests in the past 12 nonths. Urine
tests screened for the presence of ten drugs, including nmarijuana,
opi at es, cocai ne, PCP, nmet hadone, benzodi azepi nes (valium,
nmet haqual one, propoxyphene (Darvon), barbiturates, and anphetanines
(positive test results for anmphetamines were confirned by gas
chromat ogr aphy). Denobgraphic data include the age, race, sex,
educational attainment, nmarital status, enploynent status, and |iving
ci rcunmst ances of each respondent.

PRESENCE OF COMMON SCALES

None.

UNI T OF OBSERVATI ON

| ndi vi dual s.

EXTENT OF PROCESSI NG

| CPSR converted hardcopy docunentation to machine-readable form
and reformatted the data and docunentation. |CPSR also perforned
checks for undocurmented codes, standardized nissing data codes,
created a codebook, and generated SAS and SPSS data definition
statements for this collection. Mssing data codes wer e al so
standardi zed by the data producer
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EXTENT OF COLLECTI ON

The col |l ection consists of one data file with a PDF user guide,
and a codebook and data collection instrunents in a separate PDF file,
and SAS and SPSS data definition statenents.

DATA CCLLECTI ON NOTES

(1) Users are encouraged to review the docunmentation for the 1997
DUF data collection for the nmethodol ogy and sanpling used for the
standard DUF interview protocol. (2) The user guide and the codebook
and data collection instrunents are provided by |CPSR as Portable
Docurment Format (PDF) files. The PDF file fornat was devel oped by
Adobe Systems Incorporated and can be accessed using PDF reader
software, such as the Adobe Acrobat Reader. Information on how to
obtain a copy of the Acrobat Reader is provided on the | CPSR Wb site.

FI LE SPECI FI CATI ONS

PART NUMBER 1

FI LE STRUCTURE: rectangul ar
CASE COUNT: 2,015

VARI ABLE COUNT: 359

RECORD LENGTH: 1, 127
RECORDS PER CASE: 1

RESTRI CTI ONS

The data are restricted from general dissenination. Users
interested in obtaining these data nust conplete a Data Transfer
Agreenent Form and specify the reasons for the request. A copy of the
Data Transfer Agreenent Form can be requested by calling 800-999-0960
or 734-998-9825. The Data Transfer Agreement Formis also avail able as
a Portable Docunent Format (PDF) file fromthe NACID Wb site at
http://ww. icpsr.un ch. edu/ NACIDY Private/ private. pdf. Conpleted forns
should be returned to: Director, National Archive of Criminal Justice
Data, Inter-university Consortiumfor Political and Social Research,
Institute for Social Research, P.O Box 1248, University of M chigan,
Ann Arbor, M 48106-1248, or by fax: 734-998-9905.
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Wsh, FEric D., Thomas Gay, and Jonathan Sushi nsky. "An
Experiment to Enhance the Reporting of Drug Use by Arrestees" (Final
Report). Washington, DC. United States Department of Justice. National
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Yacoubian Jr., and Nora Fitzgerald. "An Experiment to Enhance the
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FI NAL REPORTS AND OTHER PUBLI CATI ONS

The National Crinminal Justice Reference Service (NCIRS) was
established in 1972 by the National Institute of Justice (NJ), of the
U S. Departnment of Justice, to provide research findings to crininal

justice professionals and researchers. NCJRS operates specialized
cl eari nghouses that are staffed by information specialists who supply
a range of reference, referral, and distribution services. Final

reports and ot her publications describing research conducted on a
variety of crimnal justice topics are available. Publications can be
obtai ned from NCIRS at NI J/NCIRS, Box 6000, Rockville, MD, 20849-6000,
800- 851-3420 or 301-519-5500. TTY Service for the Hearing Inpaired is
877-712-9279 (toll-free) or 301-947-8374 (local). The URL for the
NCJRS honepage i s:

http://ww. ncjrs.org
DATA RESOURCES PROGRAM ON THE | NTERNET

The National Institute of Justice Data Resources Program (DRP)
nakes datasets from N J-funded research and evaluation projects
avail able to the research conmunity and sponsors research and training
activities devoted to secondary data analysis. Datasets are archived
by the National Archive of Crimnal Justice Data (NACID) at the
Inter-university Consortiumfor Political and Social Research (I CPSR)
at the University of M chigan.

The NACID nmintains a World Wde Wb site with instructions for
transferring files and sending nessages. Crimnal justice data funded
by the Departnent of Justice are available via the Internet at this
site at no charge to the user. NACID may be contacted at NACID/ | CPSR,
P. O Box 1248, Ann Arbor, M, 48106-1248, 800-999-0960 or 734-998-
9825. The URL for the NACID honepage is:

http://ww. icpsr.unm ch. edu/ NACID



| CPSR 2890 Page 9
DATA COVPLETENESS REPORT

This report corresponds to the data file: DA2890.P1

Table 1: Distribution of Variables by Percentage of M ssing Val ues*

Percent of Cases with
Vari abl e Nane and Label M ssi ng Val ues
(Total cases=2015) MD- Ski p MD- Tot al

10. 3% (37 of 359 variables) have 0% M ssi ng Val ues

1.7% (6 of 359 variables) have > 0% - 1% M ssing Val ues

1.1% (4 of 359 variables) have > 1% - 3% M ssing Val ues

0.0% (0 of 359 variables) have > 3% - 5% M ssing Val ues

0.8% (3 of 359 variables) have > 5% - 10% M ssi ng Val ues

I NTSEX  GENDER OF | NTERVI EVER 0. 0% 5.2%
| NTAGE  AGE OF | NTERVI EVEER 0. 0% 5.2%
| NTRACE RACE OF | NTERVI EVEER 0. 0% 5.2%

24. 2% (87 of 359 variables) have > 10% - 20% M ssi ng Val ues

LAVENF LAW ENFORCEMENT CODE 0. 0% 13. 4%
URI NE PROVI DED URI NE SAMPLE 0. 0% 17. 7%
URI NERC PROVI DED URI NE RECCDED 0. 0% 17. 7%
FILTER AGREERC = 2 & URINERC = 1 (FILTER) 0. 0% 17. 7%
LI VESI N LI VI NG ARRANGEMENT - PAST MONTH 0. 0% 17. 7%
AGE ARRESTEE' S SELF REPCORTED AGE 0. 0% 17. 7%
AGEA RECODE AGE GROUP 0. 0% 17. 7%
EVERALC EVER TRI ED ALCOHOL 0. 0% 17. 7%
ARSTBOOK ARRESTED BOOKED | N PAST 12 MONTHS 0. 0% 17. 7%
SERVTI ME SERVED TI ME I N PAST 12 MONTHS 0. 0% 17. 7%
ALC12RC USED ALCOHCL | N PAST YEAR RECODED 0. 0% 17. 7%
EVERTOB EVER TRI ED TOBACCO 0. 0% 17. 8%
EVERMJ EVER TRI ED MARI JUANA 0. 0% 17. 8%
EVERCOC EVER TRI ED COCAI NE 0. 0% 17. 8%
EVERCRK EVER TRI ED CRACK 0. 0% 17. 8%
EVERHER EVER TRI ED HERO N 0. 0% 17. 8%
EVERPCP EVER TRI ED PCP/ ANGEL DUST 0. 0% 17. 8%
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Table 1 (continued)

Percent of Cases with
M ssi ng Val ues

Vari abl e Nane and Label MD- Ski p MD- Tot al
EVERAMPH EVER TRI ED AMPHETAM NES
EVERBARB EVER TRl ED BARBI TURATES
EVERLUDE EVER TRI ED QUAALUDES/ LUDES
EVERVETH EVER TRI ED METHADONE
EVERCRY EVER TRI ED CRYSTAL METH
NEEDNO | N NEED OF DRUGS/ ALCOHOL DURI NG CRI ME
CRK12RC USED CRACK COCAI NE | N PAST YEAR RECODED
CRK72RC USED CRACK COCAlI NE PAST 72 HOURS RECODED
HER12RC USED HERO N | N PAST YEAR RECODED
HER72RC USED HERO N PAST 72 HOURS RECODED
PCP12RC USED PCP | N PAST YEAR RECODED
PCP72RC USED PCP PAST 72 HOURS RECODED
PCP30RC USED PCP PAST 30 DAYS RECODED
AVPH12RC USED AMPHETAM NES | N PAST YEAR RECODED
AVPH72RC USED AMPHETAM NES PAST 72 HOURS RECODED
AVPH30RC USED AMPHETAM NES PAST 30 DAYS RECODED
BARB12RC USED BARBI TURATES | N PAST YEAR RECODED
BARB72RC USED BARBI TURATES PAST 72 HOURS RECODED
BARB30RC USED BARBI TURATES PAST 30 DAYS RECODED
LUDE12RC USED LUDES I N PAST YEAR RECODED
LUDE72RC USED LUDES PAST 72 HOURS RECODED
LUDE3SORC USED LUDES PAST 30 DAYS RECODED
METHL2RC USED METHADONE | N PAST YEAR RECODED
METH72RC USED METHADONE PAST 72 HOURS RECODED
METH30RC USED METHADONE PAST 30 DAYS RECODED
CRY12RC USED CRYSTAL METH I N PAST YEAR RECODED
CRY72RC USED CRYSTAL METH PAST 72 HOURS RECODED
CRY30RC USED CRYSTAL METH PAST 30 DAYS RECODED
EVCOCCRK EVER USE COC/ CRACK LI FETI ME
VS MARI TAL STATUS (ADULT ONLY)
EVERLSD EVER TRI ED LSDY ACI D
EVERI NH EVER TRI ED | NHALANTS
OTH30DAY ANY OTHER | LLEGAL DRUGS | N PAST 30 DAYS
ALC72RC USED ALCOHOL PAST 72 HOURS RECODED
TOB12RC USED TOBACCO | N PAST YEAR RECODED
MJI12RC  USED MARI JUANA | N PAST YEAR RECODED
CCC12RC USED COCAI NE( PONDER) | N PAST YR RECODED
COC72RC USED COCAI NE( PONDER) PAST 72 HRS RECODED
COC30RC USED COCAI NE( PONDER) PAST 30 DYS RECODED
CRK30RC USED CRACK COCAI NE PAST 30 DAYS RECODED
HER30RC USED HERO N PAST 30 DAYS RECODED
LSD12RC USED LSD I N PAST YEAR RECODED
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Table 1 (continued)

Percent of Cases with
M ssi ng Val ues

Vari abl e Nane and Label MD- Ski p MD- Tot al
LSD72RC USED LSD PAST 72 HOURS RECODED 0. 0% 17.8%
| NHLI2RC USED | NHALANTS | N PAST YEAR RECCDED 0. 0% 17.8%
| NH72RC USED | NHALANTS PAST 72 HOURS RECODED 0. 0% 17.8%
| NHSORC USED | NHALANTS PAST 30 DAYS RECCDED 0. 0% 17.8%
COCCRK12 USED COC/ CRACK | N LAST YEAR 0. 0% 17.8%
COCCRK72 USED COC/ CRACK LAST 3 DAYS 0. 0% 17.8%
LANGUAGE LANGUAGE | NTERVI EVED | N 0. 0% 17. 9%
EVERVAL EVER TRI ED VALI UM 0. 0% 17. 9%
MI72RC  USED MARI JUANA PAST 72 HOURS RECODED 0. 0% 17. 9%
LSD30RC USED LSD PAST 30 DAYS RECODED 0. 0% 17. 9%
COCCRK30 USED COC/ CRACK LAST 30 DAYS 0. 0% 17. 9%
EVI NDECT EVER | NJECTED DRUGS | LLEGALLY 0. 0% 17. 9%
UNDERNO UNDER | NFLUENCE DRUGS/ ALCOHOL DUR CRI ME 0. 0% 17. 9%
MI3ORC  USED MARI JUANA PAST 30 DAYS RECODED 0. 0% 17. 9%
HSGED H GH SCHOOL GRAD OR GED (ADULT ONLY) 0. 0% 18. 0%
NEWDRUGS HEARD OF ANY NEW DRUGS 0. 0% 18. 0%
EVMROOM  EVER BEEN A PATI ENT | N EMERGENCY ROOM 0. 0% 18. 0%
ALC30RC USED ALCOHOL PAST 30 DAYS RECODED 0. 0% 18. 0%
VAL12RC USED VALI UM I N PAST YEAR RECODED 0. 0% 18. 0%
VAL72RC USED VALI UM PAST 72 HOURS RECODED 0. 0% 18. 0%
VAL30RC USED VALI UM PAST 30 DAYS RECODED 0. 0% 18. 0%
EMPLOY  MAIN SOURCE OF | NCOVE LAST 30 DAYS 0. 0% 18. 0%
TOB72RC USED TOBACCO PAST 72 HOURS RECODED 0. 0% 18. 0%
TOB30RC USED TOBACCO PAST 30 DAYS RECODED 0. 0% 18. 1%
DRGVONEY MONEY SPENT ON DRUGS - PAST 30 DAYS 0. 0% 18. 2%
| LLEGAL | LLEGAL I NCOVE - PAST 30 DAYS 0. 0% 18. 5%
LEGAL LEGAL | NCOVE - PAST 30 DAYS 0. 0% 18. 6%
QUARTER QUARTER OF THE YEAR 0. 0% 19. 7%

14. 2% (51 of 359 variables) have > 20% - 40% M ssi ng Val ues

NUMPEOPL NUMBER OF PEOPLE WHO LI VE | N HOUSEHOLD 21. 1% 21. 2%
H GRADE H GHEST GRADE COVPLETED 0. 0% 22. 9%
ALCL2MI USED ALCCOHOL | N PAST 12 MONTHS 24. 0% 24. 0%
ALCTRMI  NOW RECEI VI NG TREATMENT FOR ALCOHOL 24. 0% 24. 0%
ALCPAST RECEI VED TREATMENT I N PAST FOR ALCCHOL 24. 0% 24. 0%
ALCUSE  COULD USE TREATMENT FOR ALCOHOL 24. 0% 24. 1%
AGEALC  AGE FIRST TRI ED ALCOHOL 24. 0% 24. 2%
MI50 MARI JUANA, 50 NANOGRAMS 0. 0% 25.5%
coC COCAI NE 0. 0% 25.5%
oP OPI ATES 0. 0% 25. 5%
PCP PHENCYCLI DI NE 0. 0% 25. 5%
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Table 1 (continued)

Percent of Cases with
M ssi ng Val ues

Vari abl e Nane and Label MD- Ski p MD- Tot al
VAL BENZQODI AZEPI NES 0. 0% 25. 5%
DAR PROPOXYPHENE 0. 0% 25. 5%
METH METHADONE 0. 0% 25. 5%
Ml METHAQUAL ONE 0. 0% 25. 5%
BARB BARBI TURATES 0. 0% 25. 5%
AEM T AVMPHETAM NE-EM T 0. 0% 25. 5%
AMPH AVPHETAM NES 0. 0% 25. 5%
TOTDRG  TOTAL KINDS OF DRUGS 0. 0% 25. 5%
ANYDRG  ANY DRUG POCsI TI VE OF 10 0. 0% 25. 5%
DRG10 NUMBER OF DRUGS POSI Tl VE | NCLUDI NG MJ 50 0. 0% 25. 5%
DRGLOA  NUMBER OF DRUGS POCsI TI VE RECODED 0. 0% 25. 5%
DR®X NUMBER OF DRUGS POSI Tl VE EXCLUDI NG MJ 50 0. 0% 25. 5%
DR&A NUMBER OF DRUGS POCSI Tl VE RECODED 0. 0% 25. 5%
RESZI P  ARRESTEE' S RESI DENCE ZI P CODE 0. 0% 28. 7%
AVALHER URI NE NEG OPI ATES & S-R HER PAST 72 HRS 0. 0% 30. 3%
MOTHER LI VE W TH MOTHER 30. 5% 30. 5%
FATHER LI VE W TH FATHER 30. 5% 30. 5%
STEPMOM LI VE W TH STEP- MOTHER 30. 5% 30. 5%
STEPDAD LI VE W TH STEP- FATHER 30. 5% 30. 5%
SPOUSE LI VE WTH SPOUSE 30. 5% 30. 5%
BGFRI END LI VE W TH BOY/ G RLFRI END 30. 5% 30. 5%
GPARENT NUMBER OF GRANDPARENTS LI VE W TH 30. 5% 30. 5%
| NLAW NUMBER OF | NLAWS LI VE W TH 30. 5% 30. 5%
CH LDREN NUMBER OF BI OLOG CAL CHI LDREN LI VE W TH 30. 5% 30. 5%
ADOPTED NUMBR OF ADOPTEDY STEP CHI LDREN LI VE W TH 30. 5% 30. 5%
SI BLING NUMBER OF BROTHERS/ SI STERS LI VE W TH 30. 5% 30. 5%
OTHERREL NUMBER OF OTHER RELATI VES LI VE W TH 30. 5% 30. 5%
FRI ENDS NUMBER OF FRI ENDS LI VE W TH 30. 5% 30. 5%
UNRELAT NUMBER OF UNRELATED PECPLE LIVE W TH 30. 5% 30. 5%
CUTDALC TRIED TO CUT DOWN QUI T USI NG ALCOHOL 34. 0% 34. 0%
ALC72HR USED ALCOHOL | N PAST 72 HOURS 34. 0% 34. 1%
DALC EVER FELT DEPENDENT ON ALCOHOL 34. 0% 34. 1%
ALC30DY NUMBER DAYS USED ALCOHOL PAST 30 DAYS 34. 0% 34. 2%
TOB12MI  USED TOBACCO | N PAST 12 MONTHS 35. 6% 35. 7%
AGETOB  AGE FI RST TRI ED TOBACCO 35. 6% 35. 9%
MI12MI  USED MARI JUANA | N PAST 12 MONTHS 37. 1% 37. 1%
AGEMJ ACE FI RST TRI ED MARI JUANA 37. 1% 37. 3%
MITRMI  NOW RECEI VI NG TREATMENT FOR MARI JUANA 37. 1% 37. 3%
MIPAST  RECElI VED TREATMENT | N PAST FOR MARI JUANA 37. 1% 37. 3%
MJ USE COULD USE TREATMENT FOR MARI JUANA 37. 1% 37. 3%

47.6% (171 of 359 variables) have > 40% - 100% M ssi ng Val ues
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Table 1 (continued)

Percent of Cases with
M ssi ng Val ues

Vari abl e Nane and Label MD- Ski p MD- Tot al
LOCZI P LOCATI ON OF ARREST ZI P CODE 0. 0% 40. 9%
TOB72HR USED TOBACCO | N PAST 72 HOURS 46. 5% 46. 7%
CUTDTOB TRIED TO CUT DOWN QUI T USI NG TOBACCO 46. 5% 46. 7%
TOB30DY NUMBER DAYS USED TOBACCO PAST 30 DAYS 46. 5% 46. 8%
DTOB EVER FELT DEPENDENT ON TOBACCO 46. 5% 46. 9%
AVALCOC URINE NEG COC & S-R COC/ CRK PAST 72 HRS 0. 0% 48. 6%
AVALMI URINE NEG MJ & S-R MJ PAST 30 DAYS 0. 0% 50. 3%
AFTERBD1 ANSVERS DI FFERENT | F NOT ASK URI NE 0. 0% 60. 0%
AFTERAC1 | F URI NE 1ST, STILL DO | NTERVI EWP 0. 0% 61. 3%
MI72HR  USED MARI JUANA | N PAST 72 HOURS 61. 9% 61. 9%
cuTtbvi TRIED TO CUT DOAW QUI T USI NG MARI JUANA 61. 9% 61. 9%
MJI30DY  NUMBER DAYS USED MARI JUANA PAST 30 DAYS 61. 9% 62. 0%
DV EVER FELT DEPENDENT ON MARI JUANA 61. 9% 62. 1%
AFTERAC2 | F URI NE 1ST, ANSWERS DI FFERENT? 0. 0% 64. 8%
CRK12MI  USED CRACK I N PAST 12 MONTHS 72. 4% 72. 4%
ACECRK  ACGE FI RST TRI ED CRACK 72. 4% 72.5%
CRKTRMT  NOW RECEI VI NG TREATMENT FOR CRACK 72. 4% 72.5%
CRKPAST RECEI VED TREATMENT | N PAST FOR CRACK 72. 4% 72.5%
CRKUSE  COULD USE TREATMENT FOR CRACK 72. 4% 72. 6%
COC12MI  USED COCAI NE | N PAST 12 MONTHS 75. 1% 75. 2%
COCUSE  COULD USE TREATMENT FOR COCAI NE 75. 1% 75. 2%
ACECOC  ACGE FI RST TRI ED COCAI NE 75. 1% 75. 3%
COCTRMT  NOW RECEI VI NG TREATMENT FOR COCAI NE 75. 1% 75. 3%
COCPAST RECEI VED TREATMENT | N PAST FOR COCAI NE 75. 1% 75. 3%
VALIDMI URINE POS MJ & S-R M} PAST 30 DAYS 0. 0% 75. 5%
VALI DCOC URI NE POS COC & S-R COC/ CRK PAST 72 HRS 0. 0% 77. 1%
UNDERALC UNDER | NFLUENCE OF ALCOHOL DURI NG CRI ME 78. 0% 78. 0%
UNDERCOC UNDER | NFLUENCE OF COCAI NE DURI NG CRI ME 78. 0% 78. 0%
BOOKTI ME TI MES ARRESTED/ BOOKED | N PAST 12 MONTHS 78. 0% 78. 0%
UNDERMJ  UNDER | NFLUENCE OF MJ DURI NG CRI ME 78. 1% 78. 1%
BKCODE1 OFFENSE CODE FOR CHARCE #1 0. 0% 78. 1%
BKTI MEL NUMBER Tl MES ARRESTED FOR CHARCE #1 78. 0% 78. 1%
SALC SUCCESSFULLY QUI T USI NG ALCCOHOL 79. 6% 79. 7%
STOB SUCCESSFULLY QUI T USI NG TOBACCO 80. 0% 80. 1%
CRK72HR USED CRACK | N PAST 72 HOURS 81. 5% 81. 5%
CUTDCRK TRIED TO CUT DOWN QUI T USI NG CRACK 81. 5% 81. 5%
CRK30DY NUMBER DAYS USED CRACK PAST 30 DAYS 81. 5% 81. 6%
DCRK EVER FELT DEPENDENT ON CRACK 81. 5% 81. 6%
SMJ SUCCESSFULLY QUI T USI NG MARI JUANA 86. 5% 86. 6%
VAL12MI USED VALI UM I N PAST 12 MONTHS 88. 0% 88. 1%
VALTRMI  NOW RECEI VI NG TREATMENT FOR VALI UM 88. 0% 88. 1%

VALPAST RECEI VED TREATMENT I N PAST FOR VALI UM 88. 0% 88. 1%
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Table 1 (continued)

Percent of Cases with
M ssi ng Val ues

Vari abl e Nane and Label MD- Ski p MD- Tot al
VALUSE  COULD USE TREATMENT FOR VALI UM 88. 0% 88. 1%
ACGEVAL  AGE FI RST TRI ED VALI UM 88. 0% 88. 1%
SCRK SUCCESSFULLY QUI T USI NG CRACK 88. 2% 88. 3%
AGEHER  AGE FI RST TRI ED HERO N 90. 3% 90. 3%
HER12MI'  USED HEROI N | N PAST 12 MONTHS 90. 3% 90. 3%
HERTRMI  NOW RECEI VI NG TREATMENT FOR HERO N 90. 3% 90. 3%
HERPAST RECEI VED TREATMENT | N PAST FOR HERO N 90. 3% 90. 3%
HERUSE  COULD USE TREATMENT FOR HERO N 90. 3% 90. 3%
LSD12MI'  USED LSD/ ACI D I N PAST 12 MONTHS 91. 0% 91. 0%
LSDTRMI  NOW RECEI VI NG TREATMENT FOR LSDY ACI D 91. 0% 91. 0%
LSDPAST RECElI VED TREATMENT | N PAST FOR LSDY ACI D 91. 0% 91. 0%
LSDUSE  COULD USE TREATMENT FOR LSDY ACI D 91. 0% 91. 0%
ACELSD AGE FI RST TRIED LSD/ ACI D 91. 0% 91. 1%
| NJHER  EVER | NJECTED HEROI N | LLEGALLY 91. 7% 91. 7%
NJCOC  EVER | NJECTED COCAI NE | LLEGALLY 91. 7% 91. 7%
| NJAMPH  EVER | NJECTED AMPHETAM NES | LLEGALLY 91. 7% 91. 7%
AVPHL2MI USED AMPHETAM NES | N PAST 12 MONTHS 91. 8% 91. 8%
AVPHTRMI NOW RECEI VI NG TREATMENT FOR AMPHETAM NE 91. 8% 91. 9%
AVMPHPAST REC D TREATMENT | N PAST FOR AMPHETAM NE 91. 8% 91. 9%
AMPHUSE COULD USE TREATMENT FOR AMPHETAM NES 91. 8% 91. 9%
AGEAMPH AGE FI RST TRI ED AMPHETAM NES 91. 8% 91. 9%
LASTINJ LAST TI ME YOU | NJECTED DRUGS | LLEGALLY 91. 7% 92. 0%
CHARCGE2 SECOND MOST SERI QUS CHARGE 0. 0% 92. 1%
M SFEL2 CHARGE TYPE - CHARGE #2 0. 0% 92. 2%
AGEBARB AGE FI RST TRI ED BARBI TURATES 92. 3% 92. 3%
BARB12MI' USED BARBI TURATES | N PAST 12 MONTHS 92. 3% 92. 3%
BARBTRMI' NOW RECEI VI NG TREATMENT FOR BARBI TURATE 92. 3% 92. 3%
BARBPAST REC D TREATMENT | N PAST FOR BARBI TURATE 92. 3% 92. 3%
BARBUSE COULD USE TREATMENT FOR BARBI TURATES 92. 3% 92. 3%
COC72HR USED COCAI NE I N PAST 72 HOURS 92. 4% 92. 4%
COC30DY NUMBER DAYS USED COCAI NE PAST 30 DAYS 92. 4% 92. 4%
DCoC EVER FELT DEPENDENT ON COCAI NE 92. 4% 92. 4%
CUTDCOC TRIED TO CUT DOWN QUI T USI NG COCAI NE 92. 4% 92. 5%
NEEDALC | N NEED OF ALCCOHOL DURI NG CRI ME 93. 8% 93. 8%
NEEDCCCR | N NEED OF COCAI NE DURI NG CRI ME 93. 8% 93. 8%
NEEDVAR | N NEED OF MARI JUANA DURI NG CRI ME 93. 8% 93. 8%
HER72HR USED HERO N | N PAST 72 HOURS 94. 1% 94. 1%
CUTDHER TRIED TO CUT DOWN QUI T USI NG HERO N 94. 1% 94. 1%
DHER EVER FELT DEPENDENT ON HERO N 94. 1% 94. 1%
AGEPCP  AGE FI RST TRI ED PCP 94. 1% 94. 1%
PCP12MI'  USED PCP I N PAST 12 MONTHS 94. 1% 94. 1%

PCPTRMI  NOW RECEI VI NG TREATMENT FOR PCP 94. 1% 94. 1%



| CPSR 2890 Page 15

Table 1 (continued)

Percent of Cases with
M ssi ng Val ues

Vari abl e Nane and Label MD- Ski p MD- Tot al
PCPPAST RECEI VED TREATMENT | N PAST FOR PCP 94. 1% 94. 1%
PCPUSE  COULD USE TREATMENT FOR PCP 94. 1% 94. 1%
HER30DY NUMBER DAYS USED HERO N PAST 30 DAYS 94. 1% 94. 1%
VAL72HR USED VALI UM I N PAST 72 HOURS 94. 7% 94. 7%
VAL30DY NUMBER DAYS USED VALI UM PAST 30 DAYS 94. 7% 94. 7%
CUTDVAL TRIED TO CUT DOWN QUI T USI NG VALI UM 94. 7% 94. 7%
DVAL EVER FELT DEPENDENT ON VALI UM 94. 7% 94. 7%
EVMROOML2 PATI ENT | N EMERGENCY ROOM PAST 12 MONTH 95. 1% 95. 1%
AGELUDE AGE FI RST TRI ED QUAALUDES/ LUDES 95. 3% 95. 3%
LUDE12MI' USED QUAALUDES | N PAST 12 MONTHS 95. 3% 95. 3%
LUDETRMI NOW RECEI VI NG TREATMENT FOR QUAALUDES 95. 3% 95. 3%
LUDEPAST RECEI VED TREATMENT | N PAST FOR QUAALUDES 95. 3% 95. 3%
LUDEUSE COULD USE TREATMENT FOR QUAALUDES 95. 3% 95. 3%
VALI DHER URI NE POS OPI ATES & S-R HER PAST 72 HRS 0. 0% 95. 4%
AGEINH  AGE FI RST TRI ED | NHALANTS 96. 5% 96. 5%
| NHI2MI'  USED | NHALANTS | N PAST 12 MONTHS 96. 5% 96. 5%
| NHTRMI  NOW RECEI VI NG TREATMENT FOR | NHALANTS 96. 5% 96. 5%
CRY12MI USED CRYSTAL METH I N PAST 12 MONTHS 96. 5% 96. 5%
CRYTRMI  NOW RECEI VI NG TREATMENT FOR CRYSTAL METH 96. 5% 96. 5%
CRYPAST REC D TREATMENT | N PAST FOR CRYSTAL METH 96. 5% 96. 5%
CRYUSE COULD USE TREATMENT FOR CRYSTAL METH 96. 5% 96. 5%
| NHPAST RECElI VED TREATMENT | N PAST FOR | NHALANTS 96. 5% 96. 5%
I NHUSE  COULD USE TREATMENT FOR | NHALANTS 96. 5% 96. 5%
AGECRY AGE FI RST TRI ED CRYSTAL METH 96. 5% 96. 6%
BKCODE2 OFFENSE CODE FOR CHARGCE #2 0. 0% 96. 9%
BKTI ME2 NUMBER Tl MES ARRESTED FOR CHARCE #2 78. 0% 96. 9%
SHER SUCCESSFULLY QUI T USI NG HERO N 97. 0% 97. 0%
BARB72HR USED BARBI TURATES | N PAST 72 HOURS 97. 7% 97. 7%
BARB30DY NUM DAYS USED BARBI TURATES PAST 30 DAYS 97. 7% 97. 7%
CUTDBARB TRI ED TO CUT DOMW QUI T BARBI TURATES 97. 7% 97. 7%
DBARB EVER FELT DEPENDENT ON BARBI TURATES 97. 7% 97. 7%
SCoC SUCCESSFULLY QUI T USI NG COCAI NE 97. 8% 97. 8%
BDCONVRT POST | NTER CONVERT FOR NO URI NE 0. 0% 97. 9%
METH12MI' USED METHADONE | N PAST 12 MONTHS 98. 5% 98. 5%
METHTRMI NOW RECEI VI NG TREATMENT FOR METHADONE 98. 5% 98. 5%
METHPAST RECEI VED TREATMENT | N PAST FOR METHADON 98. 5% 98. 5%
METHUSE COULD USE TREATMENT FOR METHADONE 98. 5% 98. 5%
CHARCE3 THI RD MOST SERI QUS CHARGE 0. 0% 98. 5%
AGEMETH AGE FI RST TRI ED METHADONE 98. 5% 98. 5%
M SFEL3 CHARGE TYPE - CHARGE #3 0. 0% 98. 6%
LSD72HR USED LSD/ ACI D I N PAST 72 HOURS 98. 9% 98. 9%
CUTDLSD TRIED TO CUT DOWN QUI T USI NG LSDY ACI D 98. 9% 98. 9%



Page 16 | CPSR 2890

Table 1 (continued)

Percent of Cases with
M ssi ng Val ues

Vari abl e Nane and Label MD- Ski p MD- Tot al
DLSD EVER FELT DEPENDENT ON LSD/ ACI D 98. 9% 98. 9%
LSD30DY NUMBER DAYS USED LSDY ACI D PAST 30 DAYS 98. 9% 98. 9%
PCP72HR USED PCP | N PAST 72 HOURS 99. 0% 99. 0%
PCP30DY NUMBER DAYS USED PCP PAST 30 DAYS 99. 0% 99. 0%
CUTDPCP TRIED TO CUT DOWN QUI T PCP/ ANGEL DUST 99. 0% 99. 0%
DPCP EVER FELT DEPENDENT ON PCP/ ANGEL DUST 99. 0% 99. 0%
AVMPH72HR USED AMPHETAM NES | N PAST 72 HOURS 99. 1% 99. 1%
AMPH30DY NUM DAYS USED AMPHETAM NES PAST 30 DAYS 99. 1% 99. 1%
CUTDAMPH TRI ED TO CUT DOWN QUI T AMPHETAM NES 99. 1% 99. 1%
DAMPH EVER FELT DEPENDENT ON AMPHETAM NES 99. 1% 99. 1%
SVAL SUCCESSFULLY QUI T USI NG VALI UM 99. 2% 99. 2%
METH72HR USED METHADONE | N PAST 72 HOURS 99. 3% 99. 3%
METH30DY NUMBER DAYS USED METHADONE PAST 30 DAYS 99. 3% 99. 3%
CUTDMETH TRIED TO CUT DOWN QUI T USI NG METHADONE 99. 3% 99. 3%
DVETH EVER FELT DEPENDENT ON METHADONE 99. 3% 99. 3%
BKCODE3 OFFENSE CODE FOR CHARCE #3 0. 0% 99. 4%
BKTI ME3 NUMBER Tl MES ARRESTED FOR CHARCE #3 78. 0% 99. 4%
SPCP SUCCESSFULLY QUI T USI NG PCP/ ANGEL DUST 99. 4% 99. 4%
CRY72HR USED CRYSTAL METH I N PAST 72 HOURS 99. 4% 99. 4%
CRY30DY NUM DAYS USED CRYSTAL METH PAST 30 DAYS 99. 4% 99. 4%
CUTDCRY TRIED TO CUT DOWN QUI T CRYSTAL METH 99. 4% 99. 4%
DCRY EVER FELT DEPENDENT ON CRYSTAL METH 99. 4% 99. 4%
AMPHETGC AMPHETAM NE- GC 73. 9% 99. 5%
MAMPH METHAMPHETAM NE- GC 73. 9% 99. 5%
EPHED EPHEDRI NE 73. 9% 99. 5%
PPA PHENYL PROPANOLAM NE 73. 9% 99. 5%
PTERM NE PHENTERM NE 73. 9% 99. 5%
PETHYLAM PHENETHYLAM NE 73. 9% 99. 5%
ACTC PCSI TI VE FOR ANY OVER- THE- COUNTER AMPHET 73. 9% 99. 5%
ACGC AMPH. OR MAVPH. POSI Tl VE BY GC 73. 9% 99. 5%
SBARB SUCCESSFULLY QUI T USI NG BARBI TURATES 99. 5% 99. 5%
I NH72HR USED | NHALANTS | N PAST 72 HOURS 99. 5% 99. 5%
| NH30DY NUMBER DAYS USED | NHALANTS PAST 30 DAYS 99. 5% 99. 5%
CUTDINH TRIED TO CUT DOM QUI T USI NG | NHALANTS 99. 5% 99. 5%
DI NH EVER FELT DEPENDENT ON | NHALANTS 99. 5% 99. 5%
LUDE72HR USED QUAALUDES | N PAST 72 HOURS 99. 7% 99. 7%
LUDE30ODY NUMBER DAYS USED QUAALUDES PAST 30 DAYS 99. 7% 99. 7%
CUTDLUDE TRI ED TO CUT DOWN QUI T QUAALUDES/ LUDES 99. 7% 99. 7%
DLUDE EVER FELT DEPENDENT ON QUAALUDES/ LUDES 99. 7% 99. 7%
SCRY SUCCESSFULLY QUI T USI NG CRYSTAL METH 99. 8% 99. 8%
SLSD SUCCESSFULLY QUI T USI NG LSDY ACI D 99. 8% 99. 8%
SMETH SUCCESSFULLY QUI T USI NG METHADONE 99. 8% 99. 8%
SI NH SUCCESSFULLY QUI T USI NG | NHALANTS 99. 9% 99. 9%
SAMPH SUCCESSFULLY QUI T USI NG AMPHETAM NES 100. 0% 100. 0%

SLUDE SUCCESSFULLY QUI T USI NG QUAALUDES/ LUDES 100. 0% 100. 0%

*Variables individually listed only if greater than 5% m ssi ng val ues.
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