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AI]STI{AC T

A si-ratif iecl r,anclom sarnple oll 208 Calgar"y youth

Ìvas cirosen i-n order to t,est the curvilinear relation-

slrip hypothesized betrçeen llot'cer.rs I-E control and drug

use. Thus., utilízi-ng iìotterts social learning theor.¡',

internal control \,râs hypot.he-s.Lzed to be as-sociatecl rvj-th

non dr"ug use and regular drug use rvhile exi;ernal control

rras predictecl to be linked rvith occa*sional drug use.

Then, trvo attítucle scales, the I-n and ASF scales t{eì.e

coupled together and relal-ed Lo drug use ar:d i-o par-

t,ici.pation in rtlrighttl organiza.tì.onsr ttl oosert organr'.zaLíans

and social activism"

Since marijuana

more ofi-en than other

throughout the stucly.

ttillicit drug ¡lsell r{as

ancl alcohol itrcre usecl by t,he youtle

drugs, they r,üere a prj-rnary concern

fn addibion, hor.vever, a category of

íncluded in t,he anal¡rsis,

Af'Ler executing numerous cross-tabulations , ín-

ternal control v\ra,s f ound to be relatecl to non <irug use.

T'his finding shor^¡ed that a linea¡' r'clatj-onship existed

betrveen f -ll coutrol and drug use rather" th¿rn a cur,v:'-1ilrear"

rel-at j.onsh.ip, The renla j.ning hypoi-heses lr/cìre revised to

coi-nc-idc wi bh these lrcw rcsul ts.
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A Pcarson correlal-:lon analysì-s rcr¡eal-ed that il-

ticit clrug usc ( j-.e., marijuana rrse) rr¡as strongly as-

soci.ai-ed lvith only one t¡rpe of social parti"cipation:

par"ticípation in tlloosett organi-zatiorrs. Ry attenclirrg

rock festivals ( ttloosett organj-zations), <lr.ug users are

perceived lry society to engage in unco'nventional behavior.

lùhe¡r â nultíple corr"el-ation analysis and a rank

orderring of Beta rveights trras executed, I-E control and

ASF explained little about social participation. Hor,uever,

illicit drug use in general, marijuana use in particular

and alcohol use explained subsi-anLia11y more about social

participation t,han I-E control and ASq. Overal! other

independent variables (than those st,udiecl here) l¡ould

have greater influence upon social part.icipation.

ïn conclusion, the drug and demographic data from

Lhe calgary study rvere comparecl with drug ancl demographic

findings in ot,her studies.
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CiiAPTEIì T

TNTRODUCTION

During 1-97L Raymond currie conductecl a survey among

cargar¡' youth. He chose a city-rvicle, random sample of young

adults, 15 to 2{ years of age. FIe administered a questj_on-

naire t,hat r4ras constructed to emphasize religion and images

of rnan. Although currie included questions about drug user

t'he p.esent sLudy is the first, analysis of t hat data.

This t'l"iesis wilr examine t,he probl-em of drug use

among calgary youth, the social-psychological state of youth
as an antecedent of drug Lrse, and t,he coilsequences of drug

use upon youthts beliavior"

The result,s will ccncentrate upon marijuana use by

youth since t,his drug has been used more extensj-ve-t y than
any of the other illicit, drugs

The Sisnifiçance of _the Sludy

This calgary youl-h survey is import,ant because it
is t,he only one in tr{este'n can¿rda whicrr is l<nown to utilize
city-rvicle sanple of licit and illi-cit clrug users.

1



Orig.i-nalI¡', IìLuncroLrs rJ.r'lrg; j-l-clns tvcl:<: i¡rc-l rrclo<1 -i.n

Lhe prctest, oí= tllc que,sttlonnar j.r.c " Then, in coirs;ul_ t at..lc¡lr

rviLlr l{eginald Sriia:.''(, (t970; L97L), rvho has dir,ectc<l a nrnrbcr.-

of ti::ug sttrveys in Dastcrn Ca¡rarla, the final set of ques-

tions t{a,s selected. The drug f i-nclings f rom th:Ls Calgary

surl¡ey a1-e, therefore, dirercl-ly comparable to those in

Surarb I s stucl ,res ,

Certain generalizations aJ:out drug users exist in

sociel,y. One vierupoi.nt :i-s Lhat clrrrg Ltsers are nca'cegor':L-

cir1.l¡. diffcrentl? from ol.her youth -i-rr sorne of their social-

¡ls-r'clrological att-,i-tudes. Ifhether this generalizaLi-on is

realist,ic rvi11 l¡e cle'berrnined tlerough questionnaire itenrs

'L,hat clis'r,inguish youth rr'ho bel-ieve the¡' can control desi::ed

ou'r.cornes in life (internal control) fi:,orn youl-h rvho believe

t,irey cannot (external conbrol) " This j-s measurecl by t,rre

Lrse of tli.e r-E scale (rnt,er"na1-llxbernal sense of conbrol

of' cvents) clevelopeci particularl¡' b5' Julian Rotter (19ó2).

Seconcll y, bhere is a general l¡elief in socie.by that

drug users are t?apa'bhei;i.c1t. Thjs belief-' rvill be examinecl

by measuring bhe extent of dnrg userst part,icipation ancl

mcmbership in rr1ooeell ancl tttight Ît organizat:Lorrs. fn

aclcÌii; j on, thc f :indi ngs lvj-11 j-n<,1j.c¿lte iJl clrug users arc

soc:ial acti vists.
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^ 
thorough rcvierv of thc dr.ug lib,oratul"c (rclating

primaril)¡ to nrarijuana u-se) is irrcluclcd in the theoret:ical

f¡-"amersork of chapter Trro. From bhi.s discussion, it i.s

lrypothesízed tha{. social psyc}rolog:ical- abtiLucres, i."",
int,ernal-external ser-rse of control of reinfor,cemcnt, ar"e

assoc:Lated rr'j-th such Ì:eiravior" as d::ug use. rn previous

li1,erature, alienabion has I¡een lj.nked ivith dr.ug; use anrl

power'1essr'r.ess, one dimension of arienaf-iorr, has been linkecl
rvith exter'nal sense of co¡rbr"ol, Tlierefore, poruerlessness

and drug use ca,.1 l:e lilrked here. subsequentl¡', intcrnal-

extcrnal contr'ol is related 'L.o trvo forms of behavior":

partj-cipation in tÎùi.ghtll and rrloosell orga¡ízations. Tirrough_

out the theoreti-ca1 f-'rarnetr'ori<¡ relaLionships are examined

arnong certai.ir varial:¡les víz ", internal-extcr"nal control,
organizational part,icipaLjon and clrug use. rn the lat,ter
part of this chapt,er', scme problens rvj-th the rationale of
int,ernal-external control are indícated. conseqrr.ently,
j-nternal-ext,ernal conbrol is couplecl l^¡ith ar,úarerÌess of
social I'actors for anal¡r2ing such behavior as social acti-
vism. Next, the hypotheses are formall¡¡ sta.t-ecl in accor-

dance rvith t,he prcrrious thcory.

chapter' llhree dc¡scribcs trre r,cscarch mcbhoclolog¡,

involved in thj-s srrr"vcy . The sarn¡rli n65 procecìur.cs ar.c

clcscr'i-l"iecl; t.he IncaFjttrcnrcnt 1-ecl-ini-11ucs fr¡r ¿+11 i-rrclcl;enclcrrt
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and depcrrdcnl. var:Lablcs in this study a.r'e operati-ona1ly

defined. In conclusion, an outline of tlre s{-ral,egy for

testing bhe hypo'Lheses is presented.

Chapter Four presents the finding that youth rvi'Lh

an external sense of control are drug users and youth

with an internal sense of control are non-drug users.

Based upon bhese results, it became necessary to revise

the forrner hypotheses" Then, a discussion of the associ-

ation l¡etween drug use and varíous kinds of organizational

pari-icipation f o11orvs. Next, the h¡rpot,heses are tested by

anaLyzítrg multiple correlabions and Beta coeffi.cients for

several conbj-nations of 'bhe dependent, and independent

variables 
"

In Chapt,er lrive, the drug and demographic information

among Calgary youth i-s cornpared with simílar infornration in

other st rrdies.

r\ summary of b,he entire research paper is found in

Chapter Six. In acldil,ion, conclusi.ons and suggestions

for further researclì are formulated"
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TltD Oliu1'ICAL t?IiAlillhi0tìti

Revieur of t-,he Literatur.e

Drug-s for" tirr'-s stucly are those chemical ancl rratur,al

suJrstances bhat alter the stru"cture or function of a living

organisnr, sucJr as alcohol, marijuana, solr,ents (glue, gaso-

l-ine, e'Lc " ) , barb j turates, opiates ( heroin, mori:hi-ne, opiurn) ,

sL:inrul"¿rnt,¡; (p.p pi1-1s), tranqu-ilizei"s, LSD and ot,her h¿rl1u-

ci.nogens, The-se clrugs arc classified in a variety of wa¡rs

by lega1, mecii-ca1-, and socia.l agencies. Alcohol is the oi-r1y

1eg-al clrug bh¿'rt rr':111 l.>e consj-dered in the questj-onnaj.re.

Numerous t,heories of drug use have been stuclied frorr

a socj.¿r1 per',specbive" solne of tlrese Lheor":'_es state that, drug

use is cc¡nnecl,ecl rvith t,he fol-lorving: the hang loose ethic
( Suclrnan , LÇJ 2: L22-J t6 ; lllum and Associa.{,es, IgT O : AI-LZ;

Maihuana and IIeali-h, LÇJL: 43) , t,he cult of experience

Ite,UCg_1_U.=S_ ,r,illfgeÊ , LÇJ O : L6Z-3; yablonst<y, 19 6 B : 5T ;

Iìozrk, Jg69: \(:), al_icnat,ion (Schofielcl , Lt),/L: óO; Car.ey,

19ó¡i : 523 C,a.t..<:y, 7.t)JO: 1Ol-), chcmiczrl conu'e'cia.l-ism

( F:rrbcr" , L)JO: 57-65t \{iLbenborn eb aI , 1969), pr,oLest:

rnter"im Repq,l"b-of thq-co¡rmission of rnr:¡uì-rv rnto 1;he \Ton-

5-
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and reìrc;-l-1j,on in )'outh ( l(alan'ù ancl iial¿rnt ^ L97L: 4 5; f,aur"i-c,

Ig67: 154 ), the ),outh culture j-n gcncr.al ( Jolenson, L()7I:

199 , 203, 2l-2; Gor"nrc':1-y, T97O: xii i ), anti-cipat or'¡' soc:i.ali--

zation (liÏauss, L96g: 35 7 -364) , hiplti e nrovemcnl-,s anctf or

corrnter-culture s (Yablonsl<y, I9 óB : lìozal<, 19óg ), the cle-

teriorat ion of r:eligiore (Goocle, LgTOt 42; V/esthues ancl

,4,nderson, IÇj2: 139) aircl fa¡ni1.,' (Srnart, Fejer., I,r[rite, l-gTO:

n-4), the ch-ug sul;cultur.e (Goocle, l-gTO: ZZ; Johnso', l-gTL:

25-26, 203, 2TL-L2), social interaction ancl peer g.oup pres-
sures ( Becker, Lg71-: 384-gS), the amotir¡¿¡tj_onal s)¡r-ìC_ï.oriÌe

( ci:i ns¡:oo;r., 1.g7Iz 2,ti7 , S'ycler,- LgTl-: 86-7 3 Hart, LgTO: l.67) ,
posit,ive rnyth-s aborlL drugs, í,a,, clrug use increases a¡-:petiöe,

visual acui-'t,y^ intelli-ge'rce, e.Lc. (Grinspoon, ag69: 1_J-2J;

si-mmons , 1-967), t,he Jrsychedelic revolution (r'tarshall and

Tay1or., 7967l' It-oza.þ:, r9óB: f_68), increasecl artisb:'_c crea-
tivit¡' (lirhit,akcr, L)69: B8*9; Kalant, ancl Italarnt, l-97]- t 4T) ,

self -destr.uction ( l,ei-ch and ,Jordan, Lg67; 6O; Blum ancl

Associates, LgTo: 9T), the sensarte, hedonisbic and pj-11-

taking sociel;y (Cain, Lg6g: 55; Louria, 1968: J-6-Il;
schofíeld, 7-)J7.: g), blre escape from reariùy (l'loulecloux,

L97z: LLc)-2o; Louri.a, 1Ç68:18), t,he permissiveness in
society ( schol,'ielct, Lg71 : 180-t; ISr.enner, co1es, l,ieagher,

L970: L24), the a¡;h*ocli-s-Lac propr:r,t,ie*s of d::,ugs (Lewj-s,

L97O: IIarl. , L)JO: 1ó8 ), ps¡,choJ.op;.i c;,r1- abnor.rnality (Lorir,ia,

19óB: 190; Snycler', Lg71 : 7g), rccluction oll cogniti-ve d"Ls-

rìorì¿rrlcc ( \fi t.tr:nlror:rr ct ;r1-, 1-g 6g: 15 2-.3 ) and conclit,i.on_i n61

ofì drrrg use bch¿¡v;ior' (l(r,r1-ant, ancr I(a1.arrL, TgTa: 7ó-Bo), llhe
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fj-r"st e-l,cvcn 1,.lrccr',i.cs cnrphasi-zc {;lle ,soc:i,ol.og.i-c¿r'l fÌacLors

af:'fect-i.ng clrug Lrs;c,r rvhilc t,h.cr re¡na.i-n.i-¡rg {,hcor.:r'_cs cnr¡rltasi_zcr

ps¡'chologj call llaci,ors aflfecti¡rg dr.ug Lrse.

sí'ce social leai:n:'-ng tÌreory enphasizes that l-he

m:rjor or basj.c 4rqcies of bel'a::!ng ar"e learned j.n social

S.r-_t-:¿¿ þ.ip-l¡. ( Rotter:, 19 54 : B4 ) it inclucles bo L,h ttre psr)¡cho_

1ogì-ca1 anc-l soc-i-a-L f-'act,ors. This 1-ilco::,etic¿r-l- approach j s
someurllat moi-e e:<''censi-r'e than the prevíous theories of
drug Llse.

Arnong the uran¡' sc'¡cial lear:iring- theorisi,s Robl_er,

seenran and Liver¿rnt (Lc¡(:2r 37-38) are exi:lj-cit rvit¡r regarcl

i;o internal and exter.n¿rl sen,se of control. of reinforcenrent .

?10n the icleal 1eve1, i'tcr-'a1 co'tro1 descri-bes
arì inclir.icjual rr'h,o j-n a specific situa.{.ion or cl_ass
of situations believes btrab rvllat has happe'ecl, is
happening or ir,ill happer: is clirecbl¡' r,ô1atecl .bo rr¡hathe had done, j-s clo j.ng or r.rill- clo in tliose sil,ua.tions,
If ttgoodTt t hings happen, he .t hi-nks .bhat bhis is .bire
case because ire has luo::kecl l-rar.cl enorl5¡l-r or skiJ_1fully
enou-gh to rnake.ùhenr bappen that rday. Iror, exampl-e,
if he ge't,s an A in c1ass, a raise in sal-ary, a- clate
ryith a clc:sirable girl or elecbecl 'bo the c:i1"j, council
í1, is because of hi s or,¡i'ì ellf or,'bs a'd capabiiities inthese situations" on the oblrer hancl, he feels eqr,ral-1yresponsiÏ:l-e for 1-he trbadil events wjrich happen to hj-m.rf he tr"ies and f ail.s to get the ar:ove rewar-ds thenhe eil-her did noL b.y harcl enolrgh, dj.cl not go about
ilr i-n 1,he rigl-rt rva)¡, 1^/as nob skil1ful enougl, or is
in sonc other way l''esporsi.l:lc f-'o. lris past-, prcscnt
and futrrrc f a:i_l.ur,cs or, liri¡;f or Lunr:s . . l n cont,r,ast
ti-re inrzr¿¡e of cxtern¿r1 cont::ol pertnrins t,o an indj,vi-
clual rvho js en6¡ng;in¡¡ in bhe l:clief' tha,c rvh¿ii. hai;pens
to him :L' certa.i.n si1,ua{.io¡rs is unr,e.l_atecI to rvhãthc cloes :i.n thosc s.it.uati-ons, IIe achicves -sat;isf¿rc-1-icl¡rs bccause hc -i.s 1-r-rcl<¡,, oi.hcr pcopJ-c arc rcs-
1:ons;lb1,c, fi-ttc js otr I'ris sj-clc oï';i.L tviìs njrrst o¡e oll l,llose
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things. tt The c¿ìLrses of t,he negat,ive events rthich
happen to hi.n are atl"ributcd to forccs beyoncl his
unclerstancling and./or control" F¿rilure Lo ati-ain
desired goals or punish¡lrent s of any kirrd are at-
'bributed to anything buL his oh,rr acl.ivities or
lack of them in certain situations. lt

fnternal control of rei-nforcement is considered to be i.he

extent 'bo which an individual believes he can control rvhat

happens to hj.ln and external control of reínforcement is

consiclered 1-o be the belief that a person is controllecl in

all situations b)' luck, f a1,e or porverful others. In this

study, an llinternaltt youth ï:elieves he can control a situ-

ation r^riirh his ow-il sl<ills l¡uL e.n ttexternallt youth belierres

h.e has 1iif.1e or no control over an unpredict,able environ-

¡nent. IL sh.ould be noted, horvever, that this theory of a

sense of control of er¡r:nts focu-ses on a personalit¡, confí-

guratiar: i.a-Lher than on an environlnental condj_tion.

Internal-External- Conl-rol ancl Dr"us Use

There are severaJ- studies b,hat have ut,ilized a social

learning framervork for invesi,igating clrug use (Becker, L963:

Becker, Lg67; Careyr lg6B; Blum, L|TO; Cheín et al, Lg64;

Goode, L97O;Sadarra, L9713 Berzj,ns et al." T973) " In conjunc-

tion wj-th social learning theory, these invesùigations

emphasize psycleopa't,l-rology, deli.ncluencyr personality, speci-

fic stuclent, poprrl-ati.ons ancl clrug aclclj-ctj-on. Thc aj-rn of
this thesis is to ernploy social lcarni.ng theory in j-solat j on

irr order to anaLyze clrug use anlong youth,
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Iìo't, l,c-:1. T s soc,:.i.a.L l.car"ir:i ng thcor'5. ca¡r lro "L,i rrltecl rc.i t-lr

dru¡1 u,so. |ro.¡' cx.rnt¡t1c, ât'r incllf icj-c¡r1; *sclcj.cl;)' rvas v,i ctvcrl

1:¡, ys1r1"tr ¿1 ^s -l-css pr"o<lticLivc J¡ec¿lus;c inci.Lvi cluals -Lt-t

it l¡c,Licr¡c<l ou'Lcontes rvel-e cie t,errn-i.ttecl by cltance or- f aÙe

(1934). Paral--l-el to l.h:j-s iclea j-s the T.:e1ief in e>rter"ua1

corrtrol of r"eirrforcenrents 1,,'hicil lìot1-er rela't,ccl to a gencr"a.l

passi.viL¡' :i-n rìr¿r.l-r (19ó6: 3)" fn other wor"ds, P.o1.tei'found ¿ì

relat,ionsir-i.¡r exjs'¿ecl be1.wr:eti pa-ssi.vity ancl e-:.lterua1 con-

t,rol.

'Ihe use of mari;r;uana h¿is 'been l j.nked iviblt petssLv:Lt;y.

For e:a.:iiÐl-e, 'bhe anloi:lvat:r-onal ,s).r-ldr'onre is chai'¿¡.cterj.stic

of t.hose ilar'ijuaua sllrol<el"s rvho are pass:i.r'c, noiL-pr'oduci,ive,

apabl-re1--i.c, norl-effe ctive, aud unrtilling to conceul-r'ate ancl

mas'bcr neiv ntateri al (t'tcGlothlin ancl \'/es't,, 1970: 150-7 ) .

Con-currer:.LIy, i-he llira.np; loose c'bl-licir has l:een co¡rncc'Led

with rnar,Ljuana s¡liolcers rviro are non.-confornti.sts, apathel-ic

and cJ,i ss¿r'b:i-sf iecl rvii-h {-lle ecluca'b j-onal .s¡rs'g",tt ( Suclunatr, L97 2 z

L22-l-3ó) " Accorcling bo Schofj-e1d (lgf t: 116) mar:i-juana

srn.-lk-i"ng makes man passr'-ve and peace loving" Tire evidence

suggcsts t,Lrat the apati'ry and passivit¡' descri-pt.ive of

narj juana. Lrsers is l-inl<ed rvitir extcrnal- conbrol of rein-

f ot'celreir {- 
"

5Lr.¿rits ¿inci Scchrest ( 19 tr3 : 282) devcl opccl 'ûhe Ja¡¡cs

llcst ofl in bernal- ¿r¡rcl ext,ern¿ll cotrl-r'ol r,vj.t;h i n l-he l-'ranrer.l'r:rl(

of lìo1; t.cr I s soc.i.¿rl -t.ciir,rr j,ng i.lrcr.rry. Thcy f'ot-r¡trl L.h¡rt tol;¿ir:<-:o
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snìolicr.',s ar:'c ll(ìyùLarìna1tÎ ail(1 rlorr- boi)acco slllolicr.s ar-e rri_r'r--

tcrna.l-,lt -l"n acldj-tion, Í,obacco snroli,ers nlol'c ollten Lrsc

j-l-lic:iù clri,i¿¡-s thair ¡ron- Lobacco snrolcc::.s ( Jorurston, L9T 2:

5). Tiresc fi.r-rclings suggest Lirat non-'bob¿rcco snrolicr-s a¡cl

non-clrug Lrsers hav'e an interna.l sense of contror wh:'_le

toJ¡acco snrolier-s ancl drr-rg users h.ave aif external sense of
con tr"r¡1 .

The above theor'¡' suggesl-s thai all drug users are
Itsxlls¡nal51l but evidence follows shorving i;irat cli"ug user-s

have dif:'fer"ent, l:eliefs aboub control.ling reinforceurent

depend j-ng' upon 1-he f rcquenc)' ivith rvhj.ch bhey tal<e clr,ugs 
"

Goss and liforosko (Lg7o) founcl that, a1-coholics, i.e., regu-

lar d.ug users, haci an inter,na.l sense c¡f contr.ol over
r'einf orcenient . Berzj-ns et al (LgZ 3) f ouncl that op:i_ate ad-

dicts have an int ernal sense of control i:ecause the use of
opiates enables th.e user to exert direct control over

reinforcemcn'Ls" llach tin,e the acldict u,ses opiabes he

achíeves conbrol- or rnaster)' over his anxiebies, conflic.L,s,

impulses, moods, hodily states ancl so on. Irurtherrnoï,e,

students rvith an inter"nal sense of control Í/ere shor.,rr to
use opr'-ates lnore than other st¿rclcn1.s. Accor.ding to lllum

arrd Ássociates (Lg7oz Lz9) intensi_ve clrug Lrsers rver,e founcl

t,o harre f a j.i;h j.n drugs tc: ¿rclr-Lcve pcrsonar goals. Thj s

st-tggcsLs i;l-r¿.t regul.i,rr Lt,scrs of-' rrh¿lrdtr ancl rrqoftrÌ cl¡u¡gs

beljcvc .t-hr:}' havc an ír:l-erna_l- ,_<jen,sc of-, control . Illunl uscrl
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an i¡rtror¡crs:i.on-c:xtroversion subscalc oJl 1,hc }lycrs-lSriggs

Type Inclical-.or rvhj-ch cannoL J:e coritparecl Lo 1ìottci'rs scale

of internal-cxternal conti:ol. Nevertheless, Rlu¡rt cliscor'-

er"ed that regrrlar clrug usel"s posscss a trrosy-colorecl vielvrr

of illicit, ancl l:i-cit drugs as ùools to conLrol their inner

selves and their outer environment. It should be noLed that

Blunits firrding is reported as a di-scovery ancl does no't ex-

plain the rrprocesstl by rvhich an individual moves from an

occasíonal 'bo a regular drug user.

Blumt s drug uscrs indicated the f olloiring frrnctions

of lrsoft-rr aricl trI'lardrl drue use: to become less afraid or

nlore corrra€leous, ba .find out nore about, oneself, t,o have

religious experíences or colne closer to God, to sa'l,isfy a

strong cr:aving or cornpu-lsion, to relieve boredom, to make

one feel l-ess depr"essed, to reduce tension or nervousness,

{:o make a good mood I ¿rst longer, to relieve or counter-act

ånger .iT. .lrr.ital; j Li'vy, to make one more f riendly or J-ovíng

i.or,uards others, t,o reduce or increase oneis appetit,e

sensitivity cr capac,'-ties, to reduce sexual desires, to

keep oneself from goii"rg into a panic, to kil-l oneself, to

nrake one smarter, t,o inrprove onels perfornance, to get

ready for some sbr"ess., to shut, things out. It is suggestecl

t,hat drug users rvho indj-cate l.hese functions ol-' drug use

are s1.ati.ng bhat they can control Lhe positive reinforcemen{,

which tlieir inner selvcs reccive through dr.ug use. Thus,
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clruEç use aircl intcrnal conbroI are associatccl ir-r the -l-;i t er-.

¿rtul'e. Rlunr nlaintains that, t-,he nlore f rr¡rc'bions oll clru¡¡

Lrse that a drug u,ser inclicabes., the nrorc intensivel-)' hcr

uses drugs. This sugge sts t hcn, Lhat, regu-Lar clr.ug use is

relatecl to internal contr"ol o\¡er rei-nforcernent.

Not onl¡r are Iìot'berls defj-nitions of ínternal-exter-

nal control co¡rnected ivith illicit or licit dr.ug use but

t,he basic assumptions unclerlying social learning theor;'

support 1-he hypot,hesis that a relationship exists betrçeen

drug use and ínterrr¿r1-external con'bro1. The fjrst assunip-

{-i.on states that incliv-Lclua.l--s dir"ect 'bheir beJravi-or t,orr¡ard

qoal*: ané Jreecls thjrt gj-Jae them 'cire_ rnosÞ .irleasure. f n ol-lier

words, bchavior rr'l'rich iras the greatest pot,ential for bei.ng

positivellr reínforced v¡ill occul" most often in individlials.

This assu,rnpiion has been appliccl 'co i1licít, drug users by

Becl<er (Wftt 384-3!)5) rvho relat,es the exper.iences of i:he

novice l:rarj-juana sinol<r:r,s. Initj-aLJ-y, the norrj_ce defines

hj.s dnug experience a,s nega'bive1-y reinforcing. For example,

t,he novi.ce may exi;eri-ence a dry, bur"ning sensaLion in his

t,leroat, arì arvful taste in his moul-h, fear rvhich dcvelops

into a state of pan-Ì c. no change in his senses, etc.

Lat,er', he r,e-clefincs rnari juana expericnces as p1-easur:,ablc

(o" posifivcly ¡.cjnf'orc:Lng) ii.r o::cÌer, to ercljust his dcf.'ini-

tion t o f:it, tlr.e or're used l:y ttre drng Lt,sers. Thus, mari-
juana smohing has thc g;r'eabest, potenLial f.'or. bcin¡q pos.i-tj--
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vcl.). r'c-Lnllo.i"ced ,i-n ^ ttpoù groupr? arrd i b r,Ij-l.l- cccur n1oÉiù

ofLe¡r i-n tl-r¿rt soc.i¿r1. setti-ng.

The seconcl assumpLion hol-cls that -Lndj-vr'-clual-s cornc

lgJ:glgg-_csrl-a.in ¡regds ._or" g-oal-s. For example, i-he dr"ug

user cones to value clrugs because he has contr.ol over hi-s

ol{n body as he 'l'¡ishes (Cor"bett, LÇIJ-: 48), dr"ugs are the

cenber" of h:i s life (Cain, L969: 73), pleasure conles in a

pi1-l (Ir/estrnan, LÇJO: 3), drugs can procluce iircliviclual trans-

formation (Carey, J-)68: L7), he can escape authent,ic realit¡'

b¡r indul.g:i-ng in a pseuclo-realiby (Carey, L()7O: 99), hc can

control ihe amount of anl/ clrug he uses (Grinspoon, L9T7_:

128), he carf irave intense personal exper-iences (Blum, L)lO:

9-1-L) , The dr.ug usel" values clrugs because with drugs he

can vier,,¡ hilnsel-f as bhe ntas'i-er of hj-s inner and otrter en-

vironilienLs;- This suggc.sLs t-,l-rat soine drug user.s have an

internal sellse of coi-ibrol- overl rein.Êorce;nents. The aT:ove

findirrgs are noi basecl cl:i-rectl¡/ upon social" learning theory

nor 1,he l--Ð scale but, are relal-ed tc; the concept of inter-

nal- control- a,s it has been defined e¿rrl-i.er.

The lii-,erature has suggesl,ed t,ha'b <lrug users are

boi,ll rrexbernaltt ancl lrintcrnaltr. The thircl assumfrtion of

soci.¿ll- -l-carning t heory can rcsolve t,his thcoretical d-L1enrna,

Ïb sta'bcs Lhai- inclj,vjtluals colrc 'bo qc!cralizc the r.cj.nflor'-cc-

rncnts t llc)' _Isreavg,-rL_g_uc_g¿!¡¿g!¿_q.rìlg_o1;trer. s:i-milar sj.trr-

,al-:i r¡ns . Thj.s su¡:pos:]t:Lon i-s ap¡rli_cal:le to c1r.ug u,sers.
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Fo:r exanrplc, Goode (1970: L76) founcl that'bhe infrequcnt

marijuana rrser has more a*clverse drurg reactioirs 1-l-i.an the

f requent mari juana user. According 'bo Sm:Lf-h and lr,Iehl

(Lg7O, 72) the occasional marijuana user i.s coninrittecl 1,o

{,he Itstraighttt socief;y and gets anxiety reactions rvhen he

loses contr"ol over his niind or body. These findings il-

ustra'be that the occasional dr,ug users receive more neg-

ative r"ej.nforcenrent from drug use than the regular drug

users. Also, the occasional drug users rvill generali-ze

their bad experiences in t,he past to future drug experiences,

Since 'bhe cccasional drug users ttlose controlil nore of1-en

Lt j-s suggesteci here that, they l,rill regard t,heir drug ex-

periences as unprecl-ict,able or chance*determinecl. The

occasionaJ- clrug useÍ",s are, therefore, 1ikely to be Irexter*

nalsll "

\Ton.-cl:r:ug usei-',s ha\¡e been Linkcd to ari. internal

sense ¿r- cont-rol e::.r:-Lier. Non-.drug users have veï"y neg-

ative víervs aÏ¡out cTre use of clrugs r""o"ãirrg {ro Blum (1970:

52, 54*55) " This sriggests tt'rat, t,he socialization process

for these inclividuals has nol- posii;ively reinforcecl drug

taking anci 1-heref ore, drug takíng has no1- been val.ued.

Conseqlrcntly, norr-clr.ug users vj-ew a clrug(s) as negat ively

re.inforci-ng ancl generalizc Ltrj"s viervpoinL to all clr"u61s.

Blum aclds fu¡'ther thaL al¡stainer"s are career-orienberl,

are sati-sfiecl rviLh school activibics ancl are oirl,imist:ic
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aT-rout fÌr-rlJl:i-11.:i.n¡¡ f.'tltttlc p.Lans. Tlrj-s sr-tggcsts Lhat nott-<1r'ug

Lrsel"s fce l- tircy h¿ìtr.(: bhe personal- ¿lbj lit,:Lcs bo cor-t'brol- t hc:i-r,'

fuLurc o¡-it,co,nes;, .L,è,, i.riber"nal ser.r,se oJl control' llhcse

f i-nclings ítre no t tire resrrl l- of mca.sLrres of Lìott-,er I s íitter'¡t¿tl-

external co¡ti-r"o1 br-rb {.he5' h.ave sJ-gnificalnt irnplicatic¡ns for

thís tl-leorel.ical franervork.

Accor'cling to Blum (1970) ind:Lvidu¿-.1-s ma)' i:e ¡-ron

drug users, less intensive dr"ug users or :i-ntensive clrrrg

Ltsers clepencling upon 1-heir characi,eris i.ics ( e " g " , sex, age¡

e'Lc. ) ancl the:ir valence of nlot:lves fo:: drug; use" lilegatiye

moti-r'es flor, taking rnar"ijuana o1" alcohol are characLerisbi-c

of non drug users. Posj-i,ive nrotj-ves for' taking drugs are

characLeris'bics of i-n'censive cllug users. l'{ixed positive

and negat.ive motives are 
.f'ou.nd 

anong lüocler"atc drug llsers.

Blumt s cont:inuum of mo'L:i.¡es f or" dru.g use can be related 'bo

non drug u.ser,s, occasÍ-onal drug usei:s and regul-ar drug

users.

-Iil.gURE 1 Conti.nulitili of l:lçlifqe_Sgg F-r'qcJLrenc¿ o-f Dque UsS

a-( Positive
Ì'fotives )

Iì.egular Drug .Use

t (l,li xed
I'Iotives )

OccasíonaL. Drug Use

- (Negative
lulotives )

Non Drug Use

Sinco regular clrug usr:

't he indivi.clua.l- bclir.cs {.l.r¿rt hc

conl,r'ol o'vcl" clcsil.'ccI otrtc<;rncç;

is posiLivc.ly reinforcing

has an j-nLr:r"nal scnsc r¡f

(".¡Ì., lrgoodrr rlrug cx¡'rcrictrccs)



-t ,',

since non cli'ug Lrscìrs fi¡rd dru¡5s Lo l:e rlegabively rei¡rfor-.

c:Lng {;he¡' con'l-ilrr.re Lo c1evel op the:ir skj 11s (rv.i,uþout dr"irgs)

to couf.r'o-l- ou{-comcs. 0ccasj-onal d:"ug ttsei-s i:eceive in'be¡,*

nitbent. ¡'ervarcl and punishnenl; rn¡hcn they bal<e ciru5;s. con-

sequen'bl¡r, 1-hese indivi<lua1s bel-ieve they have 1itt,1e or
no control over r^¡hích type of reinforcement t,hev rvill re-

ceive aft er takin¡¡ drugs.

In suntmar:,;, a serìse of in.Lernal ot external co¡brol
is associat ed lvíth t,he f r.ecluency of drug use. The non-drug

user feels he doers co¡t,r'ol his oli¡n outcolnes (internai conL-

::o1), the occas:ional- dr,ug Lrsel: believes clrug experiences

are unpred:i c bable events ( extern al control ) , t,he regul ar

drug user feels optirnisb:lc tha'b he call contr.ol the reinforce-

rnents he receives ( inter,nal. conl-ro1) .

Exte¡"nal. Cont,rol Poir'er-l-essness. aird .Dr"up: Use

Por,¡erlessness is considered here rrecause it can be

related to social- learning theory. rt is one dirnension of
alienai;:'-on i¡hi-ch occurs in an ongoing clebate.

it'fany t,heori.sts have linked porverressness rvitli an

external sensc of contrc¡1 of events. Þlarx, trveJ¡er ancl

Dull<h.eint vic:rvecl thc al.ieLratecl ind.lv;i-dual- as urraT:le to con'b-

roL I'ris rlcsbj rry (iìo{-Ler, 19ó0 t 3 ) . rn aclcli.b.Lon, seernan

(1959 ), Ne¿r.L ancj Ret,{.:ig (1963), Iìustring (ll-glO) arrct Neat

¿rnd sccli¡lrr {L964) corrcc¡: Ltta'Li zc:tl porver,l-es,srlc,s,s íìs 1ow
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expecl,ancy of conl-r-ol o\¡er oLrtconies

by a loiv scorc on the I-E sca1e.

This rsas neasurc<l

The drug literature reveals that a relationship

exists betrr'een alienation and drug use t,hough the porverless-

ness dimension of alienal-ion has not always been explicit

in the studies. Care¡. ( 1970 : 101) f ound thal- ¡nari juana

users l'elt a sense of porverlessness in the face of inflex-

ible polítical structures. Ile also found tha'b occasíonal

and regular drug users are alienated to different degrees.

Fe jer and \{hite ( Smar-t, and Fe jer , L97L) found that heavy

drug users are less alientated than rnoderate drug users.

From 'bhese findings i't, is suggested t,hat, regular drug users

are less al:'-enated than occasional drug users. It should

be recalled, hol.u'el'er¡ t,hat Blum found that, occa-sional dr-rrc'

users have an external sense of control. Ther"efore, occa-

siona.I drug useï,s are Ínore likely than r-egular drug users

t,o he alienated ?texternals. tt

According to Bluni and Associates (Lg7O: 59) non-

drug u¿sers malr or may not be alienated, are basically

satisf:led ivit,h rvhat they are doing and optimist,ic aT:out

the future. For non-drug users then, it is difficult, 1-o

see any clear connection lvj.th al-j.enation.

As has been cliscussed already, powerle.ssness, one
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cl:Lnre¡rs j.orr ofì a1-Í enati-on, :l-s -Linkc<'l lv.il-J.r exter"na.l scnse of

conl-roJ-. -Ln addj.tion, alienation has l¡een linl<ed rvii.h rlr"rrg

use. -[n this thesis, it rvill be esbablishecl whel,irer alien-

ation (i.e., pou¡erlessness) measur"ecl l¡)' the f-E scale, is

1i-nkecl to clrug use thus linking internal-ex1-ernal serlse of

cont.rol of events and drug use.

Inte.U¡l--:nxte.{naf Cq+ tion Lnvolverler\ll _agdprug Uee

Earlier, the social-psychological attit,udes of in-
di.r,idi-ral-s ( i"e. , internal-exter"nal control ) have been

associated rr,j'L.h fr.equencr* of drug use. Norv, the foll-orving

i.heory rviil l-ink bot,ir social-psychologícal at,t,itudes and

f;:'ecluency of cir,ug use lrith individualsI behavior (".g.,
participation in tttightl? organizaùi-ons, ttloosen organiza-

t-,ians; and soc-Lal activisnr).

In tl-rj-s section two l<inds of organizational involve-

ment rt'ill be o-,:ilnsidered.

i) pa.r|icipation in tttightrr or"ganizationsl

íi) partícipation in lr10oserl or.gani zatronsz

1*Accortlj-ng i;o PerttiJ. Pelto (1968), anthropologi-st,,
a rltj.glltrr society is charactcri,zed by formali'{-y, order,
rígicl tlorms, permanence, solidar:i-ty, cli.scipl-ine ancl confor"-
mitl'" Par¿r11el- j-n deijnit,j-on to lttightt? soc:let,:i-es are
tt lì gli þtt orgarri. z;.¡.t ions .

2P"1t,, (1ç68) alsc¡ rlefinect a rrlooserl society as in-
divj <lualist:i c, clxpressive, a'bomistj-c, self-suf f icienb, flexi-
ble in nor,ms ¿rnd tolcrant, of clevi-ancy. ,Sinrj.larbo this dc-
f:i-njtion of' ,a trlooserr soci-ety j-s thc defl:inibi-on of íì rrloosctr
organ izaLi.on.
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h rcla L.i-o¡rslri p cx-i-s t,s antorlËl j.¡¡lrolvt:rneli.b in 1î{-i¡¡lrt,11

orgr'rrr-lzatj-olr-s, non dr"ug; usc ancl soci¿ll l.earr.lrin¡; tlrco:.'¡'.

'liecman ( f çóó ) utilizecl lìo'bte::1s scalc of in'Ler"nal-exl-er,n¿r,i

cont:r:ol- of roinf orcemen(. arrd cl.iscovcred ùh¿lt Sr,"'ecli sl-i rvorlicrs

with an :inter"nal seltse of conùr'ol r./ere aci.irrc r.lni.orl rrrenrl¡crs.

This suggests that indiv:Lclual s rvitir an :'_nternal sense of

control are not onl¡' ¡ncmT:cr,s of i:ut al"so participate irr
rr1-ighù11 organizations" Smart, Fejer ancl lJhite (1970: 34)

found t,hat, flor"ganizecltr peer grouil activities rvere associatecl

rvj-tIr non-clrug use. Tll-ieref or'e, non-cir-ug Lrsers rr-rore tharr

drug Lrsei:s are 1i-t<ely 'f.o be ¿rci.ively involvecl in tif-ightrl

organi zat-,ions .

Organi zaLionaL ínt'olvemen'cr porver"lessness (ureasnred

b)'external sense of controJ- of e\¡ents) ari<l cir"ug use al.e

connected ín subsequent theory. l'treal ancl Seenan (t964),

us:Lng the concept of poi\rerl.es,sness to lneaslrre {-he degr.ee of

ex'l-ernal con'uro1, found that 11e.ibe.rnal¡;ll r^iere members of

fer{ or no soci-al organi-zations" Previously, external coni-

rol vüas linkcd rvith occa.sj-onal <Ìrug use. Tlierefore. oc-

casional drug users expecbed Lo be llexternalsil carl also be

expect,ecl Lo shorv 1ittle or no par:t:lcipation j_n rr fjø|1f 1r or-

ganiz-atj-oris.

A rel¿r'tionsìrip c>lis{-s atnong invol'vcrlrenb in lrloocert

organj-ztt'ti,ons, clru¡¡ trsc ancl soc-l¿r.r J-ear:ning bheory. l]l-unr

anrl Asso<;j-a t,es (1.97 o: i g) f ourrcl 't,ha b the rnore cx¡:c;r.,:i_cncr:cl
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dnÌg; uscr be1, on¡¡s t.o no so <,::i. ¡r..1- or¿1air.i z¿¿ti, r;ns . r-n ;rcld.i--

t-,:i-on_. sL:r'j-clJ¿rircl (r-9í)5) J'orrnd i;lr¿¿t, j-nl-cr.n¿:-ls rlo p;rrtic:iirat.c:

ill lllooscrlt organ;i.zatj.ons, llhis suggcsl.s Lhat, tlre r-cgular.

clr-ug Li,scr, ruho rr¡â*s tlieorized to harrc an int-,ei-nal-,ser1 se c¡f

control, rvoulcl be ínr.olr.cd i.n lrloo<e11 orgarriza{;ion¡; r.ather

l-irarr rr tigl:ìttt organiza'b j.ons

f -li- Qorl-r-o-l .C,oi¿p.l-crl lr'j L-.h ASIr^ -So<;_i¿r_l_ Âcl-.1.¿,ism ¡trLcl DrLrq Use

In the previous d:Lscuss:ion., social--psycholog:Lcal

at. i;i't-,uclcs ( irrterna.,L-extcr'¡ral cont,rol ), beÌravi,or" ( pa.r:,i,icipa-

Ùion i n 111-i'ilLÏr ancl ttlooserr ci:ganizaL1ons ) anci f'r,ccluency

o.[ clrr-rg use ]rave been discussecl j-n reg;arcl to t lrcjr r.ela'uion-

shiirs" Simí1ar relatio¡rshi-ps can l:e repor.tecl f:'or a tìrircl
kind of beb.avi or." soci¿:_l- acLivisn"

Gore ¿rnd 1ìoti-er ( 1963 ) flouncl t,l-rat Nlegr.o col-J_ege

students r,¡-i,tl-:. an iri't;err-ia1 seilse of control tr\'er,e nlore lriS-ling
t'o ¡::rrticipate in ntarches f-o allevie.te clj.sci"inrinabion aga:Lnsb

themsel-rres 1-han r{ere Itexternalsrl" hlso, strici'.lancl (19ó5)

founcl tti¡1fs¡n¿frr L'Iegi:o act:i-vi-siis par"tici_pat.ecl in clenonsl-ra_

tions, ra11ies, ancl the lihe.

I'urtherlnore, drug usel-s havc Jtecn linl<ccl rqibl-t socj-al

ac'f;;Lvisn irl 'bhc Litcra'Ltrrc. l'lari-juan¿r users Iravc bccn l<norvn

to par'{,i.ci-¡-r;lt c .l,css j.lr crnrl)r-rs or,¡_,;an:'_zaLions anrl erìÉja¿jc} n1or.c

in po.l i t;i cal. act j r'.i tics ( strcli as oppos:i_ l_iorr to i_lrc V.t_c Lnarn

I{ar or' '{,lic cllaf't,), r }r;lJ:pciti-rrgst ancl n¿ìss ¡,rro1,c:r;{,s (}'l¿rr..i.irr¿rrr:r
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ancl IIeel-Lh, L97L: 43). Goocle (fgZO: 44) founcl l-hat 40 per

cent of denons'Lr"a{.ors havc t,r':Lcd smoking rnarijuana,

I(enistori (Lg|O: 136) sùa'bes Lhat student*s rviro use dr.ugs

do not getr involr'ecl irr conventional social inst,itutions.

Sucl¡nan (t972, 116) discover"ed t,hat utarijuana user.s wii-l-r

a thang loose ethicl are rebellious and engag-e in proLests

and demonstrations 
"

In 1-he preceeding paragraphs, drug users in general

and tlinternalstr have been linked t,o social acùivísm. Regu-

lar drug users in particul ar are h¡zpothesized to be ttinter-

nalrt. Therefore, i.he¡' are most likely to be social activist,s.

Because occasional dr"ug users are hypothesízed to be rlexter-

nalstl they are un1íke1¡' t,o be social actj vis'bs.

St,ríckiand (1965) maint;rins: trclearly the Internal-

llxt,ernal scale apfrears i-o be a useful instrument j-n the

pr:r.:diction of sr¡c.l'-al ::rc1-ion. 0f primary imporl-ance, hor,vever,

are the implications of. t,he research in ident,ifying variables

such as internalit¡'-s;¿.r"nality that, unclerlie behavioral

corunitrnent. tr

In spibe of Str.:icl<landt

caL weaknesses prcsent in 1-he

Gurin (1q69), r:esponclcn.t s arc

s statementrthere are logi-

I-D scale. According to

confused rvhether I-E control

refcrs to oners owl fajl-urcs and successes (per"sonal cont-

ro1) orbo the failures ancl .<luccesscs oll o{,her,s in ihe
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societ)¡ alr J-:rr.gi: ( 6icncr:al- control iclcol-og¡') . Thus, the :t-11

scale cloes not. clearl y icleiri-ify rvhose su-cccsses atrd flailrrr:cs

are T:eing refer,r,ecl 1-o. Fu::'therlnorG, the I-ll scale nra)¡ be

irrclica'{:iug 1-rvo lvorlcl t'iervs helcl by respondent*s: '{'hose rvho

have an internal sense of control may be i.r-ldiviclualistic

while those rvith an exteriral sense of con'brol rnay be char-

acteris'Lica11¡' fatalist-.ic in t'heir" outlook' Because of

these interpretj.ve problems rvith the I-E scale, it is sug-

gestecl thai- tiris scale rt'oulcl be a weak predictor of social

activisnt rr'hen used alor-le. For that reasoll the Arvarelless

of Social lìactors scáÌ.j {:r r^,'ill be coupled wit,h the f -E scale

in order to reinforce i- b 
"

The Arvareness of Social Factors (ASF) scâ1e neasures

the degr"ee of awarenesa i+ithi-n índividuals that factors in

the enviro;rment inf Luerlce theír l¡ehavior. Three items in

.blris sca.le rfere const::.u-cted by Gar"y }larx (L961 : BZ) ancl

ùwo i't ems r.{ere supplemr:nted by Crrrri-e (t975, 92). The for-

mer questiops refer. 'uo poverty, eniployrncut ancl achievemenb

while the 1atLer i1-ems refer to the Estal¡lishmenL and welfare.

Initiall-y, the ASF scale was consüruct,ed to predict social

activis¡n. For exanple,. Ilar"x founci that the ASF scalc js

stropgly associatecl rvj bh milj.balrt behav:i-or amoÍìg Negroes'

The follor.ving i-able -sholt's 't,he exisbence of this rclation-

shi p:
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A\,VAI{DNESS Ol" ,SOC:t¡.L F/rCT0liS BY S0Ci-/rl- ,4,CTl.\/l-S}'la

AI'//tl{lìNESS 0F SOCI/rL IîACT0IìS /\I,'IîEC1l-l-NG RIlll./t,Vl OlL

}{]-LT1]A}.ICY Ii:[GII

L0ì,/

TOTA.L

ulgti

50/"

50%

LOUI

LL%

Bgr¿

100i¿ ( erg) rooiS ( gz)

(N 311 )

"Gary T. l{ar"x, I_r_o!çS!_-åqd_f .re;i,ucl.icq, }Ierv York, }larper' [¡ llotr'
Pul:", L967, 8:-. 

--
I{arxls measur,e of al.vareness of social factors lias

cerLain línii"tations. First, I'Íarx cioes not indicate 'bhe

val:Ldity or' r'el:r'-ab-i1i'b1' of his indcx. Second, his fíndir:gs

may reveal the existence of a spuri-ous relatioirship " For

exami:le, rr'hil-c 50%, of thosc Negroes trighly alrare of social

factors are rnilitant, 50% of them are passíve.

Since it has ]:een shorvn tha'l- tli.e I-E and ASF scales

nray not be sound predic'Lors of social ac'bivism rvhen used

a1one, ít j-s proposed tha-b bol-h scales be couplecl Logether.

ifal:le 2 j-1lu-.rtr"at,es â possibl-e refincment of l'Í¿rr,xls f:i-r'rdings

rçhcn the l--lì sc¿llr: js combi.ned rvit h Lhe ASI.' scal-e (pnge 24).

Ccll Â sr-rggesLs 1-h¿rt 45"/', of the inctj-viduals rvho

hav'e a hi¡:;h ASF coui:lcd rvj-tir iri.gh j-nternal control v/olrld

1:c h:igh1.¡' miliLant. Ccl.-l- ß ;i-nclic¿r{-es t,hat 45')[ a|. thc



TABLE 2

AIfARENESS OF SOCIAL FACTCRS COUPLED hiITII T}üTERNAL-EXTERNAL
COI'ITROL BY SOCTAL ACTI\TS}I

}fILIT,\NCY

fnt,ernal Control
( Particii:at-,ion

Effective )

High

Lorr¡

Total

AI.JARE}IESS OF SOCIAL FACTORS AFFECTTNG BEFIAVIOR

IIIGIi

/\
4 s%"

ro/
J/o

50%

ASF

Exl-ei"nal Control
( P art j-cipa bio;r

Tneffect ive)

)/o

¡ rc/u4-)/c

Internal Control
(Effectir.e

Par-b,icipation )

LOh'I i\SF

Lo%

7 s%c

Be%

External Contr-oi
lP:r.+i ¡i ^r'l-i,-*Jlì-l-n ef f ec i- j :- -, ''

I

è
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inclivj cluals rvith a'. higl'r ÂSIì ancl trj gh cxtern¡r-l- cont¡:ol rvoul.<l

be passive. Ccll C suggesbs that 79/" of the j-ncliyiclu¡r-Ls

rvho harre a lo,rv ASF coupled rvith high inLernal control rvoulcl

l¡e pass:i-ve.

These precliciions for" social activism cau be linked

with thr"ee t¡rpes of drug users. Before stat.ing this con-

nection, a clear. clefinjt,ion of these drug users is given

here. The non-clr-ug Llser is ally individual rvho abstains

f rom all d.rugs as 1{e11 as a1coho1. The occasional drug

Lrser is any inclivj-clual rvho uses druS¡s inf reque¡tly. The

rcatrlar druÉl' user is an)' indiviclual rvho Lrses drugs fre-

quentl¡'. By applying t,he above ctef initions to t'he data in

Tabte 2 Ll-¡e f ollol^¡ing hyi:oi;heses are proposed:

A nop-drrrg .uqel r,'ho percei-ves partici-patj-on as effec-

tive (ínter.nal control-) and rvho has lor.¡ a:va:leness of social

factors is likely 1-o T:e passive rvith regards to social

activism (Ceft C). Earlier, it 1,ras theorized that non-drug

users are likely to parl,icipa{.e in trtighttr organizations.

A regttlar drug gser rvho perceives parti cipation as

effect.j-ve (r]nt,ernal control) and rvho is trighly aware of

soci-al facbors i.s 1;ilce15' to pari.icipate :in social activi-sm

(Cett A). In aclcli,L:i.on, it was prrrposecl that, regular cir'ug

users ¡:articiJraLe in rrlooscrr organi-za1-ions.
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Âr-t gcç3qj,g.¡¡ê],-di-11g'-rLsc:r:'. 1\Ilro vj ctvs particj-paLi otr as

inef f:ecti-r'<¡ ( cxt,er;.r al con t,l"o1) aircl rvito is hi ghl¡r ¿lI^r.?r'c of

social factor"s :is not a social acLir'-lst (Cel"t ß). hlso,

j.t rfas h1rpotlresizclci th¿ll-. occasional <.lrug tlsel"s par"tLc:'-pate:

1it,ble in r?loosetl or tîtigÌìt tr or"gani zat,i onrì.

The }ft'pothese-s

In i.he 1i.ghL of 'bhe above cl:Lscu-ssion, iir is not\¡ ilos-

sible to formula{,e the hypof;heses tirat lvill l¡e tested in'(;his

study.

ll:¡pot]resis -l : An internal ser-lse of coni;rol over rej-rr-

forcemen'b is niore 1ì-keJ-y to bc associated r'¡íth regular drug

Lrser5 ot' nou-clr'ug usel:S tha¡r rvit,h occasional clrug usel"s (reier

Lo pp g, 10, L4) .

I1y"p.c!þeÊls TIr .lin e:rterna.i sense of con.trol o\¡er

rej-nforcer,rent j-s ntore 1ikely 'bc¡ be associated i,vith oc-

casional clrug u.sers than rçith ¡<.rgular or non-drug users

(refer" to pp" lO, 11, 'L3, L4) .

Flvp¡:th-csis_ f T-t( A) : ltror non-drug users, an j-nternal

sense of:' control o\¡er reinforce¡neu'L cou¡:1-ed rvith a 1-ow

arvarenesFi of soci-al- fiac'tor,s js more likely to be associatecl

w:ii-h parLic:i-p¡rl-.i c¡¡r ii:i irL'i-¡rlìtrt organi-z¿rL:i..ons than rr'j-th

par'bi.cj pation in rrloùseÎÎ orgrini.za{-j-o¡rs or social activism

( r'ef er to pp LB -26) "
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ll'pot,hcs j s .t,l,l ( U) : F or regir-.Ì-ar" clrlrg tthjorsr aIr

intcrn¿LI scrìse of con'br-ol ovclr r"ciufol'c.crltcrtt coupl-ccl rvith

â. higl-l årfat:,ctÌeSS ol, soci-al fac''uors :i-s lllore 1iIiel¡' ¡s l¡e

associa't eci rr'i bh par.tì-ci.pati-on in 1îl-ooscît or"g'an:Lzal-ions or

social activi sn than ivith part,icipatio¡r in 11tightll organi-

zations (refer l-o pp" 18 - 26),

Hypolhesis IV: For occasional dru¡; uselrs, all ex-

t ernal Sense of cgntrol over reinforcentent coupled rviLh

high a\,fareness of social factors is more likel¡' N6 be

assoc. iateci rtj.t-.h i:ar" b:i.ci1:a1-iori i.n, noi-Ie or f eiv rather: 1-han

irrith rìunlerous rrf i-nl1'þ11 or rrloosell organizal-ions and in lit-,tle

ratl.rer t,han a great cleal of social actiyi.sn (r"efer bo pp 18-

26) .
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RESD/rllCtt lvfETtl0D 0LOcY

This chapter explairis t,he met,hods usecl to choose

the sanple, the rigortal<en to constr.uct arrcl pr,ctest i.he

eue*stior-'.¡raire: the characteristics of the sample, the

measLrres utilized for the indepenclent and dependent varj-a-

bles and finally, the st,rategy tl-rat will be used to test

the hypoi.he-ses "

Sarnpl-S Design

Ðuring L97L a. strat ifj.ed random sample of /J0 young

adult,s, agecl 15 to 24 years, r\¡as chosen in Calgary, Alberta

The foliorving sampling procedures tvere execui-ed:

a) Th.e uníi,s of analysis t{ere enumeration ar.eas

(8.4. ). These areas are subdj-visions of census t::acts.

Census tracl-s were not used because they trrêT.e too fer^¡ in

number and had varying populal-ion sizes. A 15 per cenb

sample of E,A" ts r,üas r.andomly selec.bed (20¡ ancl each one

was rveighted for 1-he percentage of youths to be chosen

fr"c¡rn it "

eoA more cornl;lel-e explan:rti-on of t,he s;rrnplirrg pro-
cedttres can be founcl in the ori-gina1 sur'\¡cy: lì.a)¡nroncl Ir.
Curri-e, Tìe,'l i ¡', ruci.ì,rn:-r¡¡cs of lvfan Amorrct Calc¿rr, 't

Nerv Yorl<: lì'ordhanr uni-ver,sity, ur.rpubl:i-strõd-Z[õcri;ãi,aj. ci.i_s-
sertat j"on, L()7 3 .

28
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b ) Ci.t,¡' b.ì ocL:s rt'it-.Jri ll cach l1 . ,4 , r{er.e rarrclonrl-\.

.sclectecl.

c) The househoJ.cls on cach select.ccl cj-t¡' ltlock tlrere

chosen at r"arrdom.

d) O¡re resilondent-, ì\ras chosen r.andoml-v from cach

household " Alternai-e householcls \,\rere randomly selectecl

Ìrrltere no eI-igible )¡outh rvas f ouncl.

Pretest of the Oucs'bi-onnai-re

In October, L97O, after i;he random sample of 76 enuner-

ation areas l,vas seleci.ecì, a purpcsive santple of 10 Ë.4" ts

r,ras chosen fron the ren¿ri.ning ar..eas for t,hc purpose oi pr.e-

test.j-ng the quesl-ionnair.e" IiIealt,trier. arld poorer" areê.s,

concentral-ed ethn:i.rì areas and l-righ r,ise and single drvelling

unil-s rl'ere ch.osen for i.Iie pr'e'cest. Irive íntervie\reiis car-
r'j-ecl out the pretest ovei: a fi.¿e day periocl" NinebS'-¿Ìrree

per" cent of the sarnpled youl-h corni:leted the quesi--i-onnaire,

The pr.etest þer:mJ-t,1-ed revisj.ons to be made in the

ques'bionnaire. In acldj 1,íon, experience l^ias ga:i_ned in con-

duct,ing t,he sampling arecl interviervirrg proceclures.

ThS Acttral fntervierv_inA SLage

A beam of 28 interr';ie\4/ers r,"ras tr,ai-ner1 . The inf,er-

vicrr's \4/erc conducLccl Jlr'om Fei:r,uary 2J to l'l¿ir,ch L6, LgTL"

, l-'lre intcrvir:11,r(-)r's assj.sLcrl rcspondcnts in conrpl-ctin¡g t,he

clemographic rlucsLj-ons ancl rvaj f;cd r.rrrùj1 rcsporrrlenbs incle-
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perìdentl-y cornpletecl t,he questions orr a{-titucles and bcha-

vi.or'. Ìì.espo¡rdents ansrverecl the clr.ug questions privai-ely

ivithout clisclosur"e of tire ans\,ùers 'bo the intervier{/er.s.

The cornpletecl questionnaires ü/ere sealed in envelo¡:es

and were returned to the office dai lv -

Ninet¡'-six per cent of the respondents complebed

the cluestionnaj-res. This high response rate can be attri-

buted partial,ly l-o t'he ex-bensive media coverage that, the

survey received.

The- Sample

TABLE 3

CO}.{PAR,ABILTTY OF IIIIREI] STUDIES BY SEX AND AGE

SEX

}1Á.LES
OTAL YOUT}I

OPULATION
GE 15 24

AGE

15-19 20-24

CALGA"i{Y
Lg66a

L5% E.A.
Sample.
Lg66I)

/\ /uJ.4

(t2,939)

26 .2
(1, 86g)

22.6
(11,583)

2L.B
(1,555)

23 .4
(r_ó6)

PO]]ULATTON
SUIIVEYED

L7TL 28.9
(zos)

Loo.o%
(sr,s¡g)

IO0.O/"
(7 ,:-zz)

LO} , O%

( zoB )

ol)lJs, L966, g\-625.
bÂ,1lrcrLa p0 1- 66, Dlls, Lg66, speci al
in Po¡rula1-ion Iìese¿rr.ch Lairor,a bory ,
lìclmonton 

"

llri-nt -oub avai-1al¡le
University ol' Alltcr.i:n,

FEM,4LES

AGE

-t 5-19 20-24

26"3 25.9
( rS, SoS ) ( r.3, Sr4 )

,tt'- n .- 2Lv./ LJ.a(1,90r) (t,lgZ)



- .JJ.

l-n T¿rl.l-l.e 3, conpar':i-si.ons Lrasccl orì -sex aricl agc are

clrarvil f:'r"ont i;he total popul,at,icn of-'Ca1_gar.y b¡. cen-slr,s trac,us

:in 1!(16-. flrom tlrc ,t5 per ce¡rt ranclorn sa.rn¡lle oÍ' the l:l¡unrer-

ation ./irea popi.rlation fr"onr ca.lgary in :1966 ancr f r.orn the

sanrple surveyed iir calgarS'. clur,ing L97L. The percentages

índicat,e b,hai; the populatíon sur.veyed in LgTL is represerl-

taùir'e of calgar'¡'youth irr ter"ms of sex and age" Tire pel--

centerge clífferelrces amorlg the 1,hree sur\¡eys aï,e largest for-

f emales agecl 20 to 24. years. This finclin5¡ is due f-o the

rel-ai;ive-I.)r hi.gher non-respoilse rate for this group 
"

l'f eja s u i' e s*o.f-!¡çtç p eq¿ e Li t- a.n d Q e p e n (þn!_\¡a-C.¿ g þl e 
".

This sLudy util j-zes data r,¡hich ha.cl alreaciS' l:een

collect,ed bel=ore the s{.udy r,üas clesignerl. Therefore, t.he

Ir'ay in v¡hicir the foll-oiving concepts are operationalizeci hacl

'been pre-dete::'mined" The categories of clrug users leorve'ver.,

a'Íe cornparabl-e to Lhose in Reginalcl Snie.rtts stuclies in
Eas t,ern Canarl¿,r .

Dr¡-rg ^ is any chemical or natural substance that,

alters the sLructure or fun.ction of a living organism such

as al-coho1, mar:i juana, solvents ( g1_ue, Eçasol_i_ne, ebc. ),
barl;iturat-.es, o¡:iati:s (heroin, morphine, opiurn)., st,iniulan{.s

( pep y:-i 1.1s ), í'ranclrr-i -ì.'i-zers, LSD anr] othcr. halluc j-noÉlens.

The nrairì conccl"n is rvj-bh nar..i-juana si-ncc jt is the i11-i ci.t
clrrrg forurrl tcl l.¡c uscrl mosL oftcn by Calgar,y ),ouLll (af.ber, a

pr'c.l-inti-rtar';' :'c,:vier,¡ of 'Lhe r'.'csr-r1.t,s). 'I'he r¡ucst.io¡s co¡rccr.¡crl



- 2)

rvith drugs are cluestions T9 thr:olrgh BB j.n Âp¡rcr.rclix r.

Non-drug user" i.s clcfj-necl as arì :incliviclual rvho has

not usecl alì)r clrugs j.r-l the last sj-x lnonths or rvho has nevcr
used clrugs clur:Lng his rif e. rn Appenclix r, questions 81

through B+ and questio' BB pe'mit, respo'clents to indicate
they ha'e used drugs rnot at allr in the past six monl-hs.

There are trso types of non-crrug users: those rvho rrmighl-

trytt drugs arrd those luho ttrsill not tryrt clrugs lvhen tl-re¡, are
not using drugs presentl¡r. Question BO provides responses
for tleese two kinds of non-drug users.

Occasional çirug qser is defined as a* i.ndividual
rvho used dr'ugs from o¡.re to six tímes in the past si-x months

Questions Bl to B¿ and B8 permii- r.es¡ronclents to ínclicate
t'hi-s pattern of drug use. occasio'al drug use is deterninecl
by cornbining one or trv.¡ bimes, three or four tines ancl five
or six times into orìe ca.tegory : one to six times.

Regular" dlug use{ is defínecl as an indiviciual rvho

used drugs seven or more {,imes in t,he past six months.

Questions 81 to B+ and BB alrol¡ responcrents to inclicate
whether they use clrugs regularly,

Quest,i-on B0 permits responclenLs to inclicate their use
of i1lici'L dr,ugs (exc_Lr_rclj.ng alcohol_ use).

Drugs inclucle rnarijuana, glue, 
. bar.bi-t,urates,

opiate s, stimu.lrlg. ( p"p pif f Á ¡, tranquil i.zêr.s,LSD ancl other ha1luci"irog"i .. Check the care_got y 1-haL ap¡r1i cs to vou.

Bo.



:l- Ir¿lr,'c usc:cl

:l- have rrs;cì(l

1- ha\re used
¿rPìa_Ln.

:l- have n-ot used
tÌ-ren.
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l- anr si.ill usir-rg t,hem.

I rn-igirl- nsc {:hcrn aga,i_n.

,t- aur r-ro b usÍ_ng th.enr

drugs I mi glit lj-l<e to try

clrug-s

clru¿;s

dr.ugls

f have goll usecl drugs I ¡lm not, going to
u.se bhem.

The iirst, L,hr"ee catcgo'ies r1¡e'e conrbineci into one

categorv for youth having usr:cl illicit clrugs rr,hile the trvo

renaini-ng categories ,.rere unchangecl" The basic fi'clings
f or i]li ci t cir:'ug use i-' 1-rre sample are gi'en J:ef.orv:

FIGUIìE 2 . IJ-lj cit_DrqgJ¡S_r,r_I¡e_Telel_*qagp]9

Per ce¡rt
of Youii"r
In Total

Sarnplc
(m 6çz)

ó0

50

40

ju

¿v

10

.3 570

IIa've used
i1l ici,1-
drugs

ll'hirl,5'-f,iyç pcr, ccnt of the

usccl j ll-,icit rìr,u¿gs, LZ pcr:, ccnt, nrj.

54 pcr cc:nt h¿r.vc nob usecl and rvill

l-11-icjt Drlr¿¡ Usc (ììxclucting Â1coho1 Usc)

Ifight use
i11i cit
drugs

Ilave not ancl
will noi; use
illici b rlr,ugs

total youth samp.Lc havc

ght, u,sc j-l_tj cb clr,u6¡ ancl

noL Lt*<ic :L11ic;i 1; clr,tr¡3s.

s4%
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/tll cllug cines{-:itlns cons:l,clcrecl j.n the follorv.i-ng cli.s-

cuss:i-on carì l:cr foui-tcl j-rr bhe cJuest.ionna,i.r-e j,n r\.1:penciix .ì-.

Qirc.stiorr 8-l- pr'ovi<ìes responses for youth rvho have or'

have nol- uscrcl marijual'ia in th<; past six nLonths. The first

categor;' is for non-luari.juana users. Tl're next thrce catc-

gories aÍ'e conib:Lnccl bo :indicate occasional niar"i jLrar-ìa use.

The 1ast, catcgor.'y is the responsc indj-cated b)' r'cgular ruari-

juarra ìr.sers. Tl-Le iua::'ijuana finc,lings for" the sarnple ar"e

present ed in Figtrre 3 ,

irj-GuIìE 3, Frequency of }fari.juana Use in the To'ba1 Sanitr.l-e

Per cent
of Youth
In Total

Sample
(u 69s)

7o

60

JU

40

30

20

10

Regul.ar Occas ional None Never

Frequency of }lar'ijua¡-la Use in Pasb 6
nonf-hs.

Trvel-ve per cent of thr¡ tob¿tl- )'ottLh poplrlabiol-r ha.¿c

used rnar"i-juana regular'1-y j-¡-l l-hc past six nrorrths, 1,4 pcr'

ccnt-, havc us<>cl nrar'-i- juana occasj-orrirlly :i-n thc p:lsl- s-i x

montlrs, 10 pcr cr:rrt ll¿rvc usclrl no nra;:,.i. jr.ran;r ( ltrrl; ,s¿ry i.hr:¡r

6s%
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pot"havc ilsc<1 othc:¡..

celr t h¿rt'e r-ìc\¡cr

-l,n o¡:der

\¡outh rr¡ho l1 e1¡e,r

f igui'e.

rrl-culìE 4

Per. cent
oí' You bh
In 'bhe
I'f ari juana
Using I'opu1p*tion

(N 24s)

cl ru¡-1r.; ) j n the ltas L

uscrl clrugs rlrrr.irrg

si-x ulorrt,lls

thcir Jivcs

a¡rrl () 5

39',)í

287',"

Occasion¿r.l None

of liîarijuana Use in pas.b
For Dr"ug Users.

to isol-aLe the clrug user.s j,n the s;lnple,

usecl clr.u6ls arc exclucled fr.om t,he Jlollorr,irs

Iæcue,:sr-ef-UerÉírtê! r':
'1 Jlc loL¿r1 Saiuple

ó0

4.0

30

20

l0

3s%

Regular:

Frecuency
6 Ì'{onths

Thir'i-y-fi-ve peT' cent of 1,he totar. ¡,outh popuJa,uio'
lrave used illicít clrugs ivhile 34 per cent har.e used mari_
juana ín the past six moni.hs.

Thi'ty-thr"c;e per cent of the clr.ug usi_ng youth ar.e

rcgirlar: mar'iju;rlra u.set s, 39 pell cerrl, alre occasj-ona1 mar"j._

juarta usicr,s ¿lnd 28 pcr cent ar,e non-mar.:i;j ualra uscls.

llues1-ion 88 asl<s

aJ.coho.l- u,se. Thc f_Lr.s L

yout,h al.lout thc fl.crlrren<;¡. ofl tltcir
r:aLcgory r,cfc¡,s tcl non al-ccllrol_



Lr,s()i:s, t,ilc ir cxt t, rv'o ca'bcgo::-i cs i.'c)

Lrscrs ancl t l'rc 1¿rst; {:rvo cirt;cgoi.":i-cs

regul;rr al-cohol iÌsel.-s. The basic

sanrpl-c í:'o-l-lors i¡r F:i grrrc 5 "

3(r

ferbo occas:i,onal a-l-coho.l-

il.r'c l;he l.cspoi-ìscis of

alcohol fincl-ing-s for thc:

F:l-ClUIlll 5. F-reclucnc.',' of Âl_col-rol- llse in i-l-re Tot,al- Sa.rnple

Per cent
or r ollLIl
In Tot¿rl

Sami:1e
(N 6Be)

ó0

50

40

30

20

IO

Iìegular

Fr:eqltenc)¡
Ilo¡rths 

"

IiourL;'-four" pei: cerrt of"'

Ìrave usecl ai-l cohoJ- r'eglr.lar15r :Llt

cenb h¿ìr,'e used iir occ¡lsi-on¡:llv

it, at a-11.

'(,]-ie total- )rout,h popul-ation

Lhcz pa-st six nionths, 44 per

arrd 1"2 per ceirt have no1. usecl

0cc-:asionaL

Oll AIcOIìOl- USe

None

in Pa.st, S:lx

The niarj- juanal usíng subgroul_r ( l.j_gur,e 4) j s macle up

of 243 yout,h rr¡l"ril-er 1,Ìre alcohol us,i-ng sanrple (F'igure 5) j-s

cornlrriscrl oll (i89 yor,rt,h, :tt :Ls er.,j-dent, thr:r-i, i.hat more

yout-!r consurì(i ¿ilcohc¡l 1-lran s¡nol<c ma¡'i. juelna.
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ttüf.l]f!¿ltQ¿:g.ì1l=i.za1,!þ!-_ is ¿ril)r f-'c.¡'nr¿rl- [ìroup r:'cgu.l_arl.,

or'¿çelnized l-'or sollte socj-al- I)Lrrpose such as a c-LuJ: or. trrrjon"

The l<:i-nd-s of trt'j.gI'IL-.11 org;rnj-zaLions cons-irlered in .{-h-Ls s1-uciy

arc incli catecl in que-st,io;:rs 66 t,o T 4 " Quesb,íon 7 s rcveals
the degree to rvhicl-r )'outh par,i-icipabe in rr'til3-Iì.bÎr organiza-
tion-s as measured bi. Lhe number of meetings at1-enclecl. I.ig-
u,re 6 presents the fÌrrcli-ng,s for f-he sanrirle rvit¡ regar-c1s to
particj paùion j.n ttii ghttt oi:ganizai-ior:,s.

FIGUIìE ó . Nunrì2gr of 11Li-glrt;_rt 0r'p;a.n:j.za_i;i-ç¿j1a1-1.íeet-. j ngs Atte.rrclecJ
pgl*ll_on"th ur-l ¡ s 

-!.q!sÅ_E"eüt.1_e

Per: cen't
of Youl-h
in Toi-al

Sample
(n 67 s)

ó0

50

4t)

JU

20

10

None One

P arti.cípa1-ion
i. e., Number
Itfonth 

"

.ta
^r or rnore

in ItTi.gh¿tt 0rp,anizations.
of }leetings y',ttencled per

Foui:'t...*ci¡¡h{- per ce¡rt of Lhe total youtlr popul¿rtion

lrave ¿rtL-,ericrl no ft t;j-ghtil orgarri z¿t'L.Lonal rnc:cLi-iigs pcr, monbh,

L3 per cent, il¡ivc attenclerl one, two or i;hree ancl foui. or
f.'jve rcspcr;i..i-vcJy and 'r2 per c;crit have at1-enclccl s;ix or:, rnor:,e

rncel-:i-ngs.

liTone
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11 I-,oosr¡ orílìalli-zati.ontt:is ¿ì¡l) ii-iJlc¡¡"llt¿:.,J, gl'oì-tp orrl-1

ar'1¡i-br"ar"-i-1-¡' org,;lll:i,zccl f"'o¡:'sonte socia.l PtÌ1'porìo c"g., pl-a)'

grouir or" becr r1r' j-nking ÉìroLrli . There i s orr.Ly orle qtlcstion

pcr.taining to rocll llcstival-s ivhich no¿ìsLìre-s tiris dcpenclen.'u

varial¡l-e (quest:i-on 77),

Sixt5'-¡lins per cenb of tl-re total youth poprilat:Lon

aùtended no rock festi.r.als thc pret'i.oi-rs sLtruner', 20 per

cent attencled one r"ocl< festival, 10 per cent attendeci tlr¡o

rocl< festiv:rls, 4 per cent attended th¡:ee or nlore rock

fes'tír'als. The ba¡'gr.aph shorr'si the ciistri-ltution of youth

according bo the per: cenb atbenrling rocl< festir¡als.
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lìor.:l< FesL.i-r'alsl¡-l-CUlÌ1.ì 7 , Ntuli;cr o 1- l,''i ntc,s )lorrt,lr Â't,1'.c¡r clc<1

Per cent
of You'l-h
in Total

Sample
(¡r ó9s)

l)r.rr.i!r¡¡ i;lrc Siururcr (1,J70 ) :i,n LJrc !9i.,ìl_ Sgnrplcì

7o

óo

50

40

30

20

10

None: O¡re 'l'r.,{o Three or, lr{ore

Numi:cr" of Tii:res Youth ltttended Rock
FeS{- j-Va1S D¿ri 

'-' 
¡r l- l¡r. Srlrlnar. ( 19 7 0 )

Social- activi,,sn .i_s the public clisplay of l¡ehavior

by any groulr f or bire purpose of a social issue. Trr,o i.ype-s

of demons'i;r'at j ons a1e cons j-clerecl er:am¡:.l.es of soc:ial act,ívj-snr

( qucs'bions 7 (, a¡rcl 7 B) ,

The fi'díngs fcr the total sarnple rvil-h regarcl to
parLj-cipation in I'Iiles for. Mil1ions marches, rvalkathons,

etc " are presentecl :ln Figu::e B .
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F.t-GUlÌLl I . P¿lr L,:i c.i.tr,.r t,-i_c'lrt :i lr If.i.,l-cs í:oi" lt{ t !!-lqLt_e._ ìf al]lellfg r tÞ :e [,c. :ì n t,lic ',I]ot.¡1.1, S¿u¡p.l c.

ller cent
or Iolrtll
fn Tot.al

S¡nrrrl a
(N 6gz)

60

50

40

30

20

10

U

Yes IIo

Partj.cipal-ion j.n l\files for }filli.on*s,
IVall<a1-holts, e.Lc. In pas,¿ Two years.

Fourt,¡r-sj5 per r:ent

pated in }files for, Ifill_ions

noc.

of the Lota-L sanple liave partici_

or v¡alJ<a{,hons i,,,hi].e 54/, }ra.¡e

The finclings for- trre t-otar sampie concer'ing pa.r.t:i-ci_

pai;ion in oLl-ier rlemonsbratio¡rs clur,ing bhe past trr,o yeâl.s
are illustrated i¡r Fi-gure g 

"

5 {',i"
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I)a¡:ti-ci pat,i.oI :i.n 0t-.hc:i' ì)curonst r.at,j-onå in -Ll-re'llot al Sarnpl-c

Per cent
of Yout,h
fn Total

Sanple
(n 693)

90

BO

7o

OU

50

40

30

20

t0

Yes No

Participatj on ín Other
In t,he Past T¡,uo Year*s

Thirbeen per cent of the yout,h in the

parl-icl'-pated in other dernonstrai-ions rr'hile 87

not participate ín them,

Demoirs brations

boi,al sarnple

per cent did

Fourty-'bhree per cenl, of the respondents involved in

ol"irer demonsi-rations participated in a coaches strikc at

school, 2L per cent participated in oLher school-relatcd

demonstrations (e"g" s1-uclcnt right,s rlemonsl,ration), zo per

cent partícipated :in clemonsbra{,ions rvhich r{ei:e clirectecl at

worlcl or natiorial social .issues ( 
" . 

g. r^¡onren I s liberal-ion,
poor" peoplels mar.clr, etc. ), 11 pcr ccnt ¡:artj_cipatecl :Ln

demons{-ra1-j-o¡rs directcr.l aL 1oca1 socj-a-l- issues (".s. cl_carr

87/"
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up l)ro j cc bs, tvaJ-lii. ng; to irnpror.c phy-s:ì c;r1- i' j trics*s ) an<1 5

i)er cel: {, par"ti-cip¿r bed ilr ot-.hcr clcrnorrs t rat:iorts buL d j.cl nc {.

spec:Lf1' their forms or causì:es" lì'or' 1-he nost par't, all

g:ar.tici-1:atiorr in o'bher clemo¡rsLrations consistecl oll con\rerl-

tj-onal as opposecl to radical for"lns of behavior'.

Internal contro-l of reinllorcemel-rt is i;he beli eil of

an incli-viclual t,hat ma"n can conLrol Lhe reinforcenrents he

r"eceives iv-Ltir hís or,r4r skil ls. Extelnal _contIol of reinf orce-

nient is the belief Lhat, maiì cannob control t,he reirrforcement

he gets j-n an unpreclicLal:Ie e¡rvj-roi-lrlent ( j .e. rei.nf orcenient

j-s cl.ra.nce ol: l'a't,e con t,¡'o11ecl ) . if ilese conce¡rts are nleasured

us:fng 16 :i-1-ems of Rc1-terls I-E -ccale (1-966: LL-LZ) and 2

itenrs from Gur-in? s sc¿r1e (1969: 36-41-) . The forced-choice

quest ions gír'e trvo cho:i..ces: one internal or one external

respon,se. Ttrese are founcl in questions 48 to 65, The res-

ponses r,icre detcrnrineci to be in'bernal or external- prior to

tire adniir: i straticrl.r of-' 1-he quesi-ionnaire.

The scor:es on tlre I-E scale range from O to 18 rvith

a high score in.dicat:Lng more internal control. IVhen Pearson

correlaùj.ons are execut,ed, 'bhe J--E scores are J.¡ased Ltpon

ühj-s rang'c" Since the nrean of 1-he l-tj scores -is 10.21 and

the si-¿rndai'cl clcvj-at j cr; :i-s 3.39 :r'-1- tvas possible to Jrrea!<

tlre scor.es clorvn to lciv (o to 7), meclium (B i.o 13) ancl high

tt¿ Lo 18) cat.c¡1or,.i.cs" \t/hcn cross 't al:rr1¿ri.j-on ;is the ¡neùh-

ocì of daL;a ana1¡rsj,¡5, -t-D scot'c,s are gl'oupecl ini-o t,liose
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{,lirec cat;c6¡or,i.cs .

Jlhe liucle::'-lli-charclsori 20 r'cr:i-abil:i by t,es1. pr.oclucccl

a co*ef l'j-cj-elrb ol-' .6q revcaling a ::elatrl.r'el). hjgh clegrcc

of internal consj-stcnc)/" llhi*s :['incling appr:oximates the
IilÌ^^ r,cpor"ted l:y Rotl-er (196ó: f_3).za

The -r--n scol:es in lìigure l0 appr-oxj_mai.e thc ,rormal

cul"\¡e distr":ii:utíon, Tirír-t5'-six pcr- ccnf of all youtli rvho

ansrverecl tlie -t-ll quest:Lons fall in bhe iltailsil of the

curve. T'hus, one bhirci of the to+¿al )'outrh poptrlai.:Lon havc

al"i in Lernal- or. exter.l:¿rl- seilÉle o fì control , Thc rema j_ni.r-ig

ùwo-tlr.ircis of the ¡'outh poi;ulai.ion (61r,Í) have niecliuni r-E
SCOTES.

¡\r,"¿rre¡res_-q _o._f_ so.ciql F4sto_es (A,sF) i. an inctivj-dua1r s

reaT--LzaLi-an tliat f¿-rctors or el-ernents ín tiis social enviro;r-
ment, cen inf l-uence liis i¡ehav:Lor-. The inciivj dual perceives
rlo+l-'ersrr or llthe environnen'Lil h¿:.r'i¡rg; con.brol over rvhaL he

does, cjonsequentlv, t,he tot,ality of the enr¡ironmen.L, conr-
ro1s man1s reali-tr'.

Questions

tecl by Gary L{arx

aclclcci by Culr':i e (

a L,.i.l<e r' {- s c a l, c .

a¡rcl cii- sa gr"ecnrr_:n I

h.i-glr score,

89, 9L ancl 98 oll 'bhe ÂSF scale r./ere constr.uc-

(L967: BZ-3) ancl qucstions 96 anrt 97 r,üere

L973: r)2). fiach qucsti.on takes t]re f..ornr oil

Agr.cenrcn{. r,uj.t}r cues1-j.o¡rs 89, 9L, g6 ancl 9g

rv"iLh ctruestiorr 97 gil.es the r.csponclent a
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illlre scoTres on bhe ASir sca.l- c r'ånÉ.i:c fll.o¡n 0 L;o 25 .

Th;i-s i.nt,crr¡a1 scal,c o{: .ASl'' scores ¡:cruLit-s Pc-:a::sor-r cor.rc-l a-

t,io¡rs to l;e perJicrlured o;i t,he c'laùa. S:irrce bhe niean of t,he

ASF resi-rorìscs is L3,Z ancl t,he st¿lncl¿rr.cl der¡iat.ion j-s 2,92

tl-re scor"e,s lirere r.educed i.o f;lrree categories: lorv (O bo 10),

nrediuni (11 {-o 16) ancl h:igh (l-l to 25). \tihen cr-oss-tabula-

t.:i,olr is iterfor"nred orf the ASIì scores, the ciata ¿ìre compressed

:into tlrese three ca.tegories 
"

The Iiurler'-Richarclso¡r 20 'bes'b of reliabilii.y is rathcr

lorv in niagn;i,'bucle ( " 54 ) - Iloir'ever, coi-r"el-at^i.ons among the

.ASF i'Lenis thenr-sc:l\'cs a.r'e si-gnif :lcani ancl ::'ange betrr'een .1.0

and . 28 ( Cur-r:íe : L9'/ 3 ': 9 2- 3) .

In Figul.e 11. the .4.-SF scores a¡rpr.orirnate 1-ìr,e norlital

ourve clist:"ibr-rLi-on" irTearly onc-t,hir"cl of all t-.he yorrfh

(Slt%) f af f at the extr.ene encls cf the nornal clirve. This

is the region lrlie:"c t,he high and l.or,u'ASIi'youth are found.

iflre remainj-ng tivo thi.r"ciri of all youth (69'i") have ¡neclium

ASIì sÇores.



FTGURE 11" Nornal cgn'e. Distr-i-butioq qf. ASF scores
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S t- l.rit-gi_ jp,"--! c>Ê t, .i ni{_ iJr c--l¡¿p.?! h 
" lC Ê

illLre Ìr';'¡rot.heses rr'j -Ì--L be bes'Lccl b)' use of bhe f ol-

lorring1 stat.istj-cal l-ool s; :

(o) Cross-tabul atiori permi,ts divi-sion of L¡e Calgary

yout h saÍnpl.e .i.nt-o sul:g;rouirs i.n orcler' {.o discover holr' 1-he

depenclent variables \¡41.,\, fi-oln o¡:e suì:gr'ou1r i-o auother'

(Zeisel, 1Ç68: lfB), In parl-i.cular., cross*bal¡ulation cari

poi-nt out the differ.elrces ârnong noI-t. occasíonal and regr-r.1.ar

cL:ug u.sers. Ful"thef,nore, ttiis siatist,ical arralysis :is

usecl rvitl-l the sur'vel¡ da'{-a becar¡,se tests of sigrrificalrce

(".S. chi squale Lest) arrci measlrres of association are

repoi:ted under e\/er)' joi-ni. frecluenc¡' dj-stribu'bion (\Tie et

aL, , L970: 116) .

(b)

co nt r"c¡ 1s

rvhile the

(")

describe

l,Jeen t,rr¡o

Sjnrilar t,o plai-n crosstal:s are cr'osstabs lr'ith

rr'h-lch per"mit a,n¡' vari able to be held cotrstaut

cleperrdent ¿rnd indepcnclent r¡a¡:iables var)¡.

Pea.rso¡r1 s pr:oduct-i:tontent cor-relatiori coefficients

the degree ancl direcl-. i-on of linear associat:i-on l¡et-

varjai:l,es th¡rb arc irrl.erv:illy sc¿.rlcd,

( d) I)ari;ia1- corlclatiorls i-ncli.caLe tlr<: clegree and

<Jirect,íon of ::'e1¿rb;i¿;ltshj¡; i-rc:i.rn'ecn trvo int,er'va11y scal-ccl

vari¿rl¡l-cs uhj-l-c I'ro1tl.ing consLant a 1;h-ird v¿rrj-abl.e.



,\:l--l lìi ncl:'-rigs

cant iJr i.hey yicIrl

tvi-l-L be repo r becl j.n

¿ì1.,e <:onsíclerccl

a p<.05. I'irc

Chap {-er I\¡ 
"

4ö

st¿r b j sticall y s.ri.gn:i 1Ì.i -

sj gnif icant s{,abist-i.cs
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T]IE iìNSULT]S

Qis cgs s:i.on o f_l:i¡f,]f"ilg¡"___i*!,¡ij¡1po1-hesgs _t- a nci _II

lì'i'liot.ireses.i_ ¿lr:cl -[.f .i'e1at,c 1_o t.h.c: _1.-E scale aircl

j 1l-;i-cit dr,r-r g Lrse.

I:ll'poL.lle'g¿å_L: An in'cerila.l- sense of coni,rol over., r.c.i¡rfo.rce-

Ðrc-:nÙ :i,s utot'(ì 1i lir,:l y Lr¡ l-to ¿ìsl,soc.l'-¿lt,ecl rr¡i i.li non cLrüg Ll,sers

or r"egir.1-ar- rlr"ug u[ier.',!ì l,lian ir¡j th occas:iona1 dr¿g Lr,se¡s 
"

I-lypot,Lrgsis*j-l: lin exter'¡lal- sense of: control- over rej-¡rf-'orce-

nrent is morc: -l-i-kc-]v t,a i.>e associat-,ecl r^¡it-,h occasi.o¡ral clrug

lrscrs than rr.íth i'egriJ_ar:, or norr-clr.i_15¡ u.,se.-r,,s.

'IÂlll-r 4

INTLIIì¡t,{L-DX'l,illt.ri,irl_ cOi.IT'tìoL By rLì_l cl-T l)Ruc+ usE

f 1...i j.c:i.t .Drurl IJsc jÌxc1'.rcl j Lr.ll_4iqgLrU
ïcs U"igliU No ,IoLaj I

-[nt c¡'ll¿r-l- Cont¡.o1
IIJlll 30 B 62 too (r-L7)

ullrr¡I 33 l-3 s4 100 (q.+o)

lrlxtcl'¡r¿-rL. Coi tLr,ol..
Lol{ 45 10 4.4 ;t00 (l-Ss)

.-;"-:-lit 
" 
(,e

tl.Iì. 4
pç.05

49

(N 6rSz)
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Tl"rc .rcsrr-l.t,s j-n lìlal"¡l<: { su1.11ror'{. ûltc Irl'irot.llcsir¡ that

)'qruth lv,Lth årì intel''nal sci'lile ol' con bl'o1. at'c 1e-ss .l i"kel v l-o

l-ia.vcr irsed :i--1..1-j c.L't, c1r'u¡:;s th¿rr-, J'oubh. lvit,h nrccì:i,unt ancl l-oir' f -lì.

As :l--E scoï'es incr"case ( i. e. , hì.gh inLeln¿t1 conLrol ), il-

lici'l- drug use decreases among )¡outh.

I{hen I-D control and illicit cìrug use al-e ct"oss-

tal:ulatccl, tlie -[-E scoles at"e com]rinecl- jnto high, necliunt

and lorv categoi:ie s " f ¡r orcler ùo examiue the -l--E scoi'es

rviren they are irrLervall;. scalecl, a Pea.r:sottls cor"relation

(r == -.09) in'as calcul¿r'becl. This correlation is si-61njf:Lc¿lnt

(p <"02) for 690 youf.b br-rt is t,oo 1or,¡ to be of grezrt pr"eclic-

tive r¡alue. To a gr"eat extent, the stati-sLical signific¿ìr1ce

occurs her'c l:eca.use of 'LJre la.rg'e saniple si;¿e.

The questi.on rneasurir:g i11icit, drug use anong Calg;ar'¡,

youth has cer'tai¡r linitai;ions" The ibern e:ccludes al.cohol

usc and cigarel-te use rn¡il-.hin tire clrug list anci does no{.

c1;lríf;' rvhich drugs are consiclcrecl lrother hallucinogens.lt

Becau.se t-he gerreral cluesLion on ill-icit, dr'ug usc clocs nob

permit, respondent,s to indj-cate fl'eoucncy of use, the fj-n-

dings in the tablc cairnot be relatecl to occasj-onal drug use

or regulerr dr'ug use. This clist,j-ncL-.i.on is esscnt,ial for

l,csbj-r'rg tlrcr fi-i-t'-qt trr'o lrypothescs.

ifhcref-ore, j-¡rtcr''¡ra1-ext-,c:r'rial- control rv-i11 nolv l:c

r:r.o,ss-l-¿rJrul¿¡t,r:cl r,,'.i. bh '[-]rc f. r'crlrrcncics of m¿rr.:i ;ir,r;iila änd
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alcohol usc in order to ref j-ne t he drr-rg finclrlrrgs concerning

both of the h¡'pol.heses statecl earl-ier.

TABLII 5

INTEIÙ{AL_EXTTìIìNÁ.L CONTIìOL BY IìIìEOUENCY

OF IVIARIJUANA USE

Frecluency of }{arj-,iuana Use in t,he Pastji>l lrlonths

Regular O c casi-onal I'lone
Never Used

Drugs TotaL /"

fnternal
control

HIGII

I'IEDIUI'l

l:x't ernal
control

LO\,ü

B

10

13 11

13 10

rì LJ 1oo (119 )

100 (+sg)

55 100 (135)

(¡i 693)

axo : 14.30
Ã-ÊAu.À. \J

p < .05

0nce again, as I-E scores íncrease, the frequency of
mari-juana use declines, Since 'bhis cr'oss-tabulation comp-

resses f-E scores inl-o three categories, a pearsonls r

r{ras again calculated to inclicate the relaLi.onship betrveen

r-ll scores r,¡hich are inter"val values ancl the frequcncy of
marijuana use. Thc corr"e-Lat j-on r,esul,.ts are the sane as

the cross-1-ab r"esults. -l-n o{-l-rcr" worcls, as r-E increases,

marijuana use clecreascs. This holcls tr"uc evcn when control-

ling for Lhe impaci. of aßer socio-ecorronric stai-us, ruher.c

IO20
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.\¡oÌrtJr g'r'(.ì\1r upj sclloo-l- atteircl¿.rirce,. ¡rroLhc:¡.s _l_ir¡jng ol, clc-

ce¿rsc<1 ¿rn<1 ilaÍ'c)iìt¡j sclt:rr..atr:cl or" cl_i_r¡or.cecl , lJcc¿ruse tÌresc
colr"ci-at-i-orrs ( r -- - ,10 ) :rre -l-orr, j-lr nagn.i i-ucìc:, t,licy rvj ll
have -Li t;tl-c pr.ccli ct:ivc valuc 

"

rn addition, bl-ler"e is no suppor-t j-' t-,I-ie tal¡l-e for
i-he h¡'poi;hesi-s -{:ilat Îtinl-erüalsrl are associ.atecl rv,Lth r"egular

rnari¡juana use.

TaJrle j can be collapsecl for the purpose oro exa.uri¡ing

the relaLionship l:ebtr'een intcr"nal control and mar"j-jua¡a Lìse

o-q.b. anorlÉi clrug users. rn tl'rís nlarlncrr t, jre cluestion oiì

lularijuaira Llse i'¡iI1 isolatc the drug usi-ng popul atj.on from

the total populal-íon.

TÂlll_ìì 6

INTERNAL-EXUIIRN/,L COìr:lp.Ol.. BU ITRU.)UEbtCy 0F
}IAIìTJUA}iA USìJ IìOR DIìUG USõR,S

-&g9!lg.+-çl' o.f l"laI.i"jr-r"ana Ils<r in 'bllq__Pa.slr 6 monl-hs for Dru¡' TIsens

I{ecu.lal: 0qìc--;rs i.onal None Tot aL %_

Internal
con.Lrol

IITGI{

}{EDTI]]'f

Exi-crna1
corrt,r'o1

LO\'ü

,/l

31

41 35 100 (sz)

-to 29 1-oo (t.qs)

44 .ì0 zo .t_00 (ó1)
(N z4s)

=: r. /lì.) . I v
,t (-' Aucr-o tl
ìlq
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Âs 1---lì ,scorcÊ; .ì.i'lcl.'cl¿ts<.: t-,llc''.'<: -i.s; i-l co¡rs;.i st.t-:n1., 1-¡'<:trcì

for. r.eg,rrlar rua:'i.¡i ua.rra tise l-c'¡ <lccI:i.l-t<-: ¿uìtotìíl t.l-lc clr'ttQ tts.i rt¡i

popul;:1;-i rtrt . /r,1{-horr¡¡h t-,i:crc: alc rìo s;i.6¡n-i-f-' j-c¿rnt cl if f cr"circcs

autorìg blre fr.eclut>l-ic:ics, j.nl-r:r"lla-l-, clru¿¡ us.Lrrg; )¡ottÙh are l-c¿lsL

1 ike-L¡' bo use m¡.rr.i ju.ana conrp;rr-ecl to llicdi,uni anci 1ot'¡ I -ll,. drlt¡4

usi-ng ;'outl'r. Dv'en mol:'e im¡:crbant tirere :Ls no support foi:

thr' Irr;nnJ'.lrcrrc¡s tha'b j-n'bcrna.l :'otrth rçho use cl::ugs are resul. ¿'ir'¡r¡y l/v

ütarijuaira Lrser's r-lor that extcrnal )/ou{,i-r ivho use clt'u5:;s are

occasional ntari juatla users '

Tire clrug ques'b:i-or.i on rnarijLlana Lrse tcsts i;he assocía-

tiol betrveen I-E con'ûr-ol- r¿ncl lireciuerrcy of nrar'i ju¿tila use.

é,nothcr ilrr-ig iterir i,esbs the rel-abionslr:L¡t lte'brceen I*E cont-

ro1 ancl 1îreque;rcy of alcohol use" Both ofl the rel-atj.onships

rvhich are'besbecl are simil¿rr i.n form ancl cljffer onl;,-in the

''cyi:e of cll'ug beirrg anaI,t'-zecl ,

L n'be ¡:n ¿r1

coril-rcl.l..
}I:tGIl

þiltt)i u¡i

Dxtcr'n ¿rl-

cont,¡'ol-
i.0\v

Il{llEIlÌ.1^L-DX

IÈe:tuerì.c.y

ll-5

/1 ).

T,4I]LE 7

'r'EììNAr. CONTR_OL BY FILllgUÐNCY 0F
AI,COHOL USD

ol= 1'l-coho-l- TJse in the Past, ó }lont;hs

Ilerl-rr}¿rr Qs:cagj !¡3ê1. None ToLa-1. 7"

40 15 r0o (rr¿)

46 13 roo (¡.¿o)

44 7 1oo (rSs)
(N (iB9)

zl ()

xtZ _.. 5 .26
d"f. i:: 4
NS
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Consistent rvith thc cocl-i-ng of.' other" clr"ug nsc pattcrns,

non alcohol users refer Lo youth rvho consunred r'ì.o alcohol in

thc past 6 mont-.hs, occasional alcohol users refer. to )¡outh

who consumecl alcohol once, tin¡j-ce or less per month, and

regular alcohol users refer to youth rvho consumed alcohol

three or more times per month. By comparing tables 7 and 6

it is evident t,hat alcohol use is much more rvidespread i.han

marijuana use.

Althor-rgh the;:e are no significant differences among

the frequerrcies in Table 7 , as internal control increases,

the trend is for non alcohol use to íncrease slightly and

for regular alcohol use to be somewhat curvilinear. There-

fore, internal youth are less 1i.ke1y to consume alcohol than

external ¡,outl-r. Because a. great number of youth corlsurne al-

cohol., the I-ll scale cloe-s not dist.inguísh adequately J:etrseen

t,he social-psychological characteristics of alcohol users

and non-a1 cohol users.

Based upon the theories of Blum and Associates (1970)

and Berzins et al (L973) it rvas hypothestzed that a curvi-

linear relationship exísl-s bel-rveen internal-external conùrol

and frecluency of drr-rg use. (nigprr'e L2 page 55) "
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IIIGUIID L2

T_E

Control

T_E

Cont::ol

Inter"nal Cc¡¡rtroI

I'fedium Conl-rol

External Coni-ro1

Internal Control

}{ediurn Coirtl'ol

Ext ernal Control

None 0ccasíonal Regular

Frequency of Drug Use

Iforr'ever¡ a J-inear" relabionship was fotind betrveen I-E cont-

ro1 ancl frequency of drug use. For example, internal cont-

r,ol- is línkcci wi'ch non clrug use J:ut is not related to regular

drug use" IiurL,hernloT'e, external- coni-ro1 is not associatcci

lvith nccasional drug use (nigure 13).

FrGUrìiì 13 linear.' lìel.¿¡tions,hip Betleen Tlternal:External
Contrgl_4gE -f'::9.!.uegcy of Drus Use

In concluFij,on, as .l--li

decrc,:erse,s, marijuana

1-at:i-orr, rn;rr'i.;juana usc

None 0ccasional Regular

Frecluency of Drug Use

,scores increase, j-lli cit clrug use

ì,rsc dcclines in the t,otal youth popu-

'l,cncls Lo rlecline in the drug usi.ng

Cu¡vj line¿rr Rela t i.o.nshj-p. Bct,rvecn -1. ntern al.-
Iixt.crn¿r.l- Coni;rol an<l J:-rcclirerrcy of J)ru¡1 I.Isc>



populatiorì an(ì llon alcohol usc tcn<ls t;o
Tlie support j-s not very strong even for
lationship because the corr"elations are

square values are not alr,,,ays significanl-

s6

j,ucrcasc s_L_i ¡¡htly.
i-he Iincar re-

rveak and the chi

Accor.di.ng to the operat,ional definitions, regular
drug users have used a drug seven or more times ín the
past six months. perhaps this criterion is too ror,¡ and

should be j-ncluded in the categor¡z of occasional drug users.
Then it might rrave been more possible to distinguish bet_
r{eeíì occasi-onal and regular drug users. on the other hancl,

if t-.his cri-terion is too high for some drugs it should be

lowered and a nerv definition for regular drug use estab_
lished.

Iior¡lalRer¡j_sion of I-l ot,heses fTI ancl fV to Concur r^¡ithl'r.cr.i-orls Fi rrdings

The emphasis rrp to trris poi't has been on the at-
tit'udes of drug users. For example, a línear rerationsrri-p
exists between r-E control and frequency of drug use. Now

bot,h t,he a1-1-itucres and trre behavior of drug users will be
examined. rt, shoul<r rre recar-led that the leypotheses ref er._
ring to attit'ucles ancl l¡ehavior are constructecl in accorclance
ruith a cur"vi_1j_near. rel-ati.onshj-p betrveen I_ll control ancl

f rec¡uency of cl.ug u-se. Trrsref 6¡s, trre f ormer. hypotrreses
must J:c revised L0 concu* witrr t-he new evidcnce.
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Previously, it rvas hypothesizccl Lhat j-nterrral co¡tro1,

non drug use ancl lorv arvareness of social factors woulcl be

associated rr¡ii.h participation in rrtightr organizations. since
a linear relationship exists betrveen clrug use and I-E control
this hypothesis remains unchanÁJecl,

Earrier, occasional drug use, external control and

high ar,\¡al"eness of social factors r,rere expected to be linked
with littIe partícipation in tttightlt or trlooserr organizations
and social activism while regular clrug use, internal control
and high ar^/areness of sociar factors r{ere expected to be

linked with participation in lrfeosglÌ organízations and social
activism. rt has now been establi-shed that, external control
and drug use are positively related among calgary youth. There-
fore, drug use, external control and high alt¡at"eness of social
factors are expected to be assocj-ated with part,icipation in
ttlooser? organi.zations ot- social acti"¿ism.

llypoi-hesis Tfr is repeated rvhire ÍIypothesis rv ís
formally r.evised below:

Flvpothesis rrr: For non drug users, an internal- sense of cont_

ro1 over reinforcement coupJ_ecl wj.t.h a lolv awareness of social
factors is more 1ikely as*soc:'atecl r^¡i.bh participation in rltighLrt

organLzations than wi.l-h ¡;a;:Licipatjon in ttloosen organizatjo¡s
or socía1 ac bi vi-sm,
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Iìyfiot,hcsls IV: For drug usersr âo external sense of control

over reinforcemeni. coupled rvith high av/areness of social

factors is more likely associated rvith part,icipation in

tff66sstr organizations or social activism than r^¡ith participa-

t,ion in tltighttt organizations



FIìEQUI]Ì,ICY oF ]rI/TRIJU¡,NA USE AND ALCOIIOL USE TN TI{E PAST SIX
. 

¡TO¡TTUS BY PARTICIPATION IN''TIG}ITî' ORGANTZATIONS,
IILOOSE'? ORGANIZATIONS A}ID SOCI¿I, ACTIVIS}{

Fcesueng.-¿ of
lrlari.ìi-ra.na Usg

Regular

0ccasioual-

i,J one

Total Po¡;ulation

ilTightll
0rganizations

q,¿

Social ParticiPation

't\T

irc-n]lc.r.çla ol]
Alcoho.L -ttsc

4B

4E

q,2

AO

rlLooSell lt'lí1eS i:or
Organ j-zai-ions I{i11ions

ol \T 61 \T7o r\ -J9 -j:-

Regular

Occasiol-la1

None

Total Population

( ¡z )

( +q)

(¡+)

(1ls)

74

4B

50

Social

(+o)

(s0)

(32)

(¡zz)

5u

6A

(14s)

(148)

(sr¡
(s¿¿)

Ac bivism

4B

50

59

(.)

ucner
Demonstrations

3

(sB) zB

(+t) zz

(:q) 1s

(Lz4) zz

t14L

J\/

I2
aa

N

(L22)

(oo¡

(10)

(zzz)

(22)

(zo)

(10)

( sz7

A1

55

¡A+w

( r.25 ) t+

(L++) r¿
(++) 10

(er:) t+

( +z)

( +z)

(B)

(sz)

I

(tì
\o
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N on nrar:i-;jrrarra users nlorc f rcc¡r-rc-:ntly par.{".icipat;c i_¡

lrtigllt-11 organizat,i-or-ls and Þriles Jlor lf:i_llj_ons marches" on

the other hand, marijuana users (r,egular or occasional)
¡no1-e likely participate in tlloosetr organizaùions a¡cl social
activj sm via oi-her demon-strations. Similarly, non alcohol
users more freclueirtly participate in rftightr organizat,ions
and }liles for" Ili11ions ntarches than alcohol users rvhile
alcohol users (regirlar or occasional) nìor,e likely partici-
pate in trloose?r organiza'Lions and other de¡nonstrations than
Ilon-aIcohol users. Because partic.r'-pation in social activisnr
via I{ilcs for l'tri1liolrs-, etc. rvoulcl be consiclereci conveirl-ional
behavior in society, ítr j-s not a goocl inclicabor of socia]-

actj-visni. -l'ìrer.efo::e, accor"cling to the evidence, 
^on cl'ug

ì-rse can be associ.atecl rvi-th conventíona1 beJravior and drun
use ca¡r be .L.i-nked r.r'ith *ncon\¡entional behavi-or.

The Pearson cor"relation co-eff-icieni.s whicl-i follorv
describe i;he degree arrcl direction of linear association
betwee¡r d:..ug *se ancl var,ious f o.ns of par,ticipation. (taute

9.u page 61).

The st,rongesl- r'ela'bio¡rships are clearly amo'g i1-
licit drug use, ¡narijuana use, ancl participation in nloosen

or¿¡:rnizatj-on-s. An inc.rease in illicit clrug uso anrl ntarijua¡a
use accorni)ar.r.i-cs an j-nclcasc J-n part-i-cipaL:lon j-n irlooscr or-
gan|zaLi.ons. Thesc as,sociati.ons suppori- thc finclings in
Tablc B -



TSrpes of
!¡irsq-!Eqq
I1lící1.
Drug IIse

F{ai,'i juana
Use

AIcohol
Use

Particípation
j n rlTi_g-h(.rt

0rganj-zati ol\e

-.04

^,)

_.08_)i)í

Participation
in lrLoosefr

Organi zat,Lonq

-\|
tt Á"

A F ''
.4J

-)í

.19

Social
Act:ir.i sni
By lt{eans
of I'files

for
li{i-l- li ons

a'l- ¡

-\ | -\/-.08""

.05

_. UU

Social
Âcti-visn
B)' l'{ean-s
of Other
Demonst ra-

'bions

.19

,1

Iì.ELA.T].ON ]]ET\\TDEN DII.UG
OliGIlN I Z 41.'I 0N S

AN])

]]ABI,Iì 9

USD ANTD lÌ^l{T-I-CIIP/rTI0N IN tr,I.l-Gil'1ìtr

r 11l,O0Sllr1 0I{G^N.tZAlt-t.ONSr
SOCT,AL ACTIV.I-S]\{

-)í-p € . oo1

" "p< ,05

The wealier ::el-at,:i.cnsh:i ns arc¡ ;rs fo11or,¿s:

a ) as i.tltc j-t clr':¡g iírse increases, par.1-icip;rtion in

Miles for l.fill-iotls, etc" and other clenionstrabions irrcreases"

b) as mar,ijuarra use increases, participation in

other demonstr"ations increases. This f incling coincicles wittr

the tre¡rds ¡:r'csr:ntecl in -fal¡1e B.

c) as alcohol Llse clc:cleases part.Lc;i-¡ratj,on j.n rrtiÉÌhtrl

organi-zaLi.orts j-ncrcascs; a,s alcohol Lrse incrcasc,s, pilrt,i.cj--

pal-iorr j-n rrlooacrl organi z¿tLi-ons j-llcr:eascs. 'f hr,rsc rcl¿lt j.on-

sl-rips rcinforcc i.he trcncls ;.ll.rcady clj-scussccl f or iIalt.l"c 8.



llhc A¡ralvs.is of ir{r-rl1-ip1e Corrclations and Beta

6z

oeffi r:ients
Iror TcsL,irr¡1 Lhc lll'poLIrc!;es

At this point, a multiple correlation coefficient an-
/l

alvsisa is utilized i-o t,est the remaining hypotheses and to

cletermine the degree of gooclness of fit of the least squares

surf ace to the data by the best f itt,ing st,raight line. It

has been shorvn that a linear relationship exists between the

dependent an.l independent 'variables. Norv, the primary con-

cern is to de'bermíne the expl-anatory pol'fer of illicit drug

use, I-E control and ASF (ttre independent variables) rvhen

'taken t.ogether upon participat,íon in 11'bighttt or rtloosert

organizat.j-ons a¡d social actj-vism (ttre dependent variables).

In addi'bion, partial regression coefficients can be stan-

dardized to procluce Beta coeffícients. These coefficients

reveal the amount of standarclj-zed change produced in social

participai.ion ( t,fre depencienb variable) bl, a st,andardízed

change ín one of the indepenclent variables rvhen the other

independenb variables are held constant. Ut,ilizíng both of

the aLrove techniques, it can be established which factors

are most important to participation.

The inultiple correlatj-on coefficients are zero-order

cof'relatiotrs between the actual values obtained for the <le-

penclent var1able (par''bicipatioir) ancl ùhose values prcdicterl

*Ti'r" 
mr-r1-1;,i.p1.e rcgi:essiorr ecluation in this survey takes

this form: Y: a+1lr X1 . Yrepresentsparticiirati-orr in
rrti-gl-rtrl organ Lzat:i ons] rr-{66ssrt organizations or social act ivism
r^rhi-ì-e X1 r'eprcsents illici.t rlrttg Lrse, marijuana use, al-cohol
Lrse, I-ij contro.l- and 

^Sf 
alt,ernatcly.
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from Lllc least, squarcs equation. llhe scluare of t,hese nlul-

tiple correlations inclicaLes bhe perceni;age of variat-,ion

by ùhc best i:i-tting ecluaùion (Y : a * b1 X1).

The results for" participation (dependent varíable)

ancl titree combinations of independent variables are indicated

iu Tal¡lc 10. The p r,\ras deterrnined b¡, an anal¡,sfs of var"i-

arlce tesl- f or s j enif icance.

TABLE 10

}TULTIPLE CORIìELATTON COEFFICT]]NTS BDT\'.IEEN PARTICIPAT]ON IN
IlT]GIJT'I OlìGAl{IZliTf0N,S. nLO0SIl'r ORGA,NIZATI0N,S 0R SOCIA,L

ACT'I\¡]-S}í ¿,ND T}iRÌ]E .I-iIDEPENDEN:T VARIÄBLES (TfIITCU /IRE
COI'IBII'IED \,\7ITI-I f-E AND ASF) A].{ONG

cALcÂRY YOUTri, LgTL

fllicit Drug Use, Ìi{arijuana Use, Alcohol- Use,
I_E " A,SII I-8. ASF T-8. ASF

lrTightlt
Organizations .O7

?tI-oosell 
ìiOrganizations .47

SociaL Ac{-ivism
a ) Miles for

Millions, etc. .08
b) other

Demonstrations .2L"

.06

-\|
'l 6"

.10

.22

,o7

"L2

"06
ìi

.23

"p<.01
->el{-p4.05

In Api:cndix II, the i,abl-cs shorving the analysis olì varj_ance

l-esL flor sign-i-ficarlce of ntrli-iple cor,rel-atj-ons for" the incle-

penrlent vari.ablcs arc prcsentecl.
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The results in Table 10 reveal 1:hat nost of the

multiple correlation coefficienl-s are fairly lorv in magni-

t,ude. Consequently, tl-re independent variables have lorv

explanatory power concerning participation in rt'bightrr or-

ganizations and socíal actj-vism but, higher explanatory pol,ùer

for participation in tr]6s5gtr organizations. The multiple

correlations tretrveen the independent variables and partici-

pation in rrfigþt,rr organizations and social activism (via

Miles for lrlillions marches, etc. ) are not statistically

significant. Therefore, it is clear t'hat other independent

variables are more important rvhen considering these trvo

types of participation

Now, the Beta coefficients will be utilized to compare

t,he relal-ive ínfluence of the major independent variables in

the hypotheses upon participatíon" The calculated Beta

coefficients are presented in Table 11 along with the rank

order of these coefficients (puge 65).

The Beta weight,s indicate t,he degree and direct,ion of

the associations among the independent variables and partici-

pation. First, the Beta weight,s for part,icipation in lttighlrrt

organizations and illicit drug use, I-D control and ASI are

examined. Âs ASII, illicít drug usc, mar"i juana use ancl alcohol

use <lecrease and internal control increases, part'icipation

in tt'biglìttt organizations increases. The clirect-,-Lon of l,hese

lleta wei-ght,s support t he hypothesi s that non drug uscrs

with an internal serrse of control cour;led with lorv ASlt coulcl



TABLE 11

STANDARD PARTIAL REGRESSION COEFFICIENTS AND RANI( ORDER
OF INDEPENDENT VARTABLES ON PARTICTPATTON IN 'ITIGHT'IORGANIZATIONS, rfloosE'' oRGANIZATIONS AND SOCIAL

ACTTVISTÍ IN CALGARY, ALBERTA, L}TT

Pa rt,i cioat,i on

Tight
Organizations

Standard Beta Iüeight,s
Illicit Marijuana Alcoholurug use Use Use

- .04

_.01

Loose
Organizations .46

Social
- l\ctivistn
a)Miles for

trIi11ions et,c.

b ) Ot,frer Demon-
sùrati.ons

ndent

r-E ASF

,o2 -.05

^ôr vJ -. uJ

.02 -.0ó

-.06 .00

-.06 -.01
-.08 . 06

Variables

.08

-.08

Iìank Older of Beta l{eights
Illicit ÞIarijuana Alcohol
Drus Use Use Use f_E ASF

.18

19

u5

tô

-. 06

.01

.00

-.00
.05

.0ó

.vJ

.03

.-3
.10

.09

'ln03

31
o1

2

a

a

3

2

2

2

2

2

I

I
o'
(/r
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be associatccl rvith ¡:art-ic-ipation in trtig-htr? organizetLj-ons

(Ilypothcsis II:t ) . It should be noted again, horvever, tha'L

the rnultiple correlations for all of these varj-al¡1es are

1ow in magnitude as shorvn in Table 10.

Now the Beta weights for part,icj-pation in trl66ssrr

organizations ancl the independent variables are discussed.

lVhen ASF, illicit drug use, marijuana use and alcohol use

increase and internal control decreases, part,icipation in

frlooseil organizations increases. This outcome supports the

hypothesís thaù drug users with an ext,ernal sense of control

coupled with high ASF' participate in rll66ssrr organizations

(Hypothesis fV) " In bhj-s case, the multiple correlation

coefficients forLhese variables (table 10) are significant

arrd niuch higher in degree than the coefficients for part'ici-

pation in Ittightrr organ.izations and social activism.

Since bhe mulbipie correlation coefficients for

participation in social act-,j-vism via lt{i1es for l'Ii11ions, etc.

are found to be so lon, it is predictable that the Beta

weights i,uil1 provide only a minimum of addit,ional information.

Nevertheless, the Bei;a rveights reveal two things: i) us

ASF, internal control, ilIicit clrug use ancl marijuana use

increase, participation in þti1es for lufillions, etc. increascs

ii ) as alcohol use and internal conl-rol decrease and 
^.SF

increases, par L,ici-pation ín I'f j .l-es f or lt{illi.ons, el-c . in-

creases. Both staf,ements contradict port:Lons of the fourth
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!r1'pothcsis rvLrj-ch s1-a{.es t,hai. clrlrg usei's, rvj-Lh gxtgË!aL_gp.g.];-

rol an<l hi-gh ASF rvould be .l-inkccl rvj-tir participabion in

It{il.es for }'iilli.ons, etc. 0ne reason for these contradi-c-

tory llinclings may be t,hat participation in }files for lt{il-

1ions, etc. is not co¡rsicler"ecl to be social activist 'oehavior

but rather conventi.onal behavior lil<e participation in

rrtight-,rr organizations. Anotller reaso!1 mighL be that the

I-E scale has too many general questionnaire itens ancl,

therefore, cannob extract those specifíc social-psychological

characterístics ir'hich accompany dr"ug use or non drug use

behavior "

Once again, the nruli,iple correlation coefficients

concerning participation ín social actír'isrn via other demon-

strations are so lorr in nragnit,ude t,hat the Beta rveights

give 1it,t,1e strpplenrentar"5' j-nforrtabj.on. Holvever, t,he Beta

iveíght,s revcal that as /"S1, inte::nal control, i.11i.cit, drug

use, marijuana use and ¿rlcr:liol use increase, partieipation

in other denonstrations inr:r"eases. This finding does not

support the hypoLhesj-s that drug Lrsers rvho have external cont-

ro1 and high ASi.' are assocíated wi1-h participation in cii;her

demonstrai;ions (llypottresis IV). Because responclents in t,he

survey reported school-relatccl clcr:ions{-rai.ions, it might T:e

mo1'e logir:al to vj-crv i::rrtic:Lpat:ion in oLher dcmonstr"atio¡rs

trnder eonvenbj-o¡ral- bchav-i-or such as partj.c:ip¡rbion in nt ighttl

or,gani"zat.i"orrs" Othcr,reasons for the results i:eing con't-

rary to llypoLhcsis l.V nray bc: a) i-oo rnuch gcneral:lt,y :ln
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1-he I-ll scale for" dist,inguishing the social-psychological

characteristics of clrug Ltsers fron non-clrug users b) a

lack of sophisticatj-on in t,he indicator of social activisnt

e.g,, school-related denonstrations are not considered to

be social activis'b behavior.

At t,his poínt, t,he rank orders of t'he Bet,a weights

are'discussed. Illicit clrug use ranks first' for all modes

of participation except tl'bighttt organj-zations rvhere it

ranks second. lrÍari juana use ranks f írst for all types of

participatj.on except fttighttt organizations where it ranks

-third. Alcohol use ranks first for all types of partici-

pation except other demonstrations rvhere it ranks third.

Interrral.*external control ranks either second or third for

al-l types of partj-cípation whíle Arvareness of Social Fac-

bors t,ASF) r'anks L-3 :for each l-ype of part,icipation. It

is eviclent f-hat ill-i-c:'-t drug use in general and maríjuana

use ín particular are 'bhe most important factors ( of those

relevant t'o bhis study) lvhich affect social part,icipation.

Alcohol use follows next in importance, then ASF and

finally, internal-ex{.erna1 control.

SuImarI'

Âccorcling to the first hypothsis, internal- control

ís associai;ed wit.h non-drug use and regular clrug use. IIow-

ever, the finclings reve¿rled t,hat non drug use and internal

corrtrol- &r'e rel¡rtecl whilc regular drug use and internal



69

cont-.r-oI alc rìot relatecl. In the sccond h¡,¡:otlicsis a re-

lationship j.s thought Lo exist. betrveen exi-ernal control

and occasional- clrug uSe. The results, nevertl-reless, estab-

lished that external control and occasional drug use are not

associated. By neans of these previous findings, it is

shown that a linear relationshíp exists betrveen I-E control

and drug use rather than a curvilinear relationship.

Next, the remaining hypothesis were formally revised

to comply rvith the linear association between f-E control

and drug use"

Up h,o this pGint, attítucl.es such as I-E control lvere

linked wi'bh drug use. Then, a Pearson correlation analysis

ìvas utilized to relabr: drug use ancl social participation.

The strongest relationslrips lvel'e among illicit, drug use,

marijuane use and partici.pation in ltloosetr organiza|ions.

The i,hird h¡'pot.hesis estaÌ:lishes that non drug users

wlro have internal con'brol coupled rvit,h 1ow AsF are associated

wj-th partici-pation in fllrightn organizations. After a mu1-

t,:Lple correlation anal;vsis, it lvas revealed that, drug use,

internal-external control and ¡\SF rvere not important fac-

i;crs affecting participation in lltigh'btt organizations. In

aclcliLj-on, the Bet,a r,veights for '{-hcse inclepenclent var:LaÏrles

and participation in rlti-ghtt? organizations l{ere calculated.

The direction of 'l-hcsc Rcta rvej ghts slrpporirccl llypol-hc:sis III.



7o

Part of' 1-he llotlrth lryllothesis states ,tha'{- drug; u-ser.s

rvibh exi-ertral coirtrol ancl ir.igh ASF p:rrtJcipat.e i.¡r 1Ì1oo<crÎ

or€{anizat-,iorìs. Thc rcsulbs of a multiirle correlal-ion an-

alysis esl-ablished that iilL,ernal-exbernal control ancl A,SIì

were not significanL factors while íllicit clrug use in

general and n¿rr.ijuana use in partÍ.cular trere signif:lcant

fac{-ors affectj¡rg pant-ícipation in ttfs6ssrl orgarrj zations"

Overall, the rlirection of the Reta ivei-gl"r-bs for these inde-

pedent variables and part icipatj-on iir ÎÎlooselî organiza'bj.ons

supportecl thi s h¡'pothesis .

Anobher part of the fou:.th hypothesis associ¿.rtes

di:ug users rvho have extcr'nal control and high ASF r,¡j-th per-

ticipatíon in socj-a.1 activism, After examj.ning the nrulû,iple

correlation coef f icients f or I,f iles f or }filli.ons, etc. and

oùher demons'{-.r"abions, i-i, lr'as erri-dcrrl- that drug use, I-E

control and hSIr have lj-'i.'ble irrrportance rvh.en co¡rsj-cler.itrg

partici.patj-on in socj-¿¡,i acl-ivisn. The direction of the

Reta rvei-ghbs f or l"iiles flc-¡r }fill-ion*s, etc. ancl other demon-

strations rr'ere contradictory to the f oui-th hypothesis. It

was suggested elsewhere {,hai- these findings might reflect the
prcrblen of ge,neraliLy in the T*ll scale ancl/or the inacìequacy

of the questions usecl to inclieat,e social activj.snr.

By rarrlting l-he lleta wcighLs it t^ras clc:t-er.m.inecl t,hat

i11-icit dr"ug u.scr is 1-he nosl, i,rn¡:ortant f¿rctor, aL'feci-,j-ng

soc j. ¿r1 part,Lc j pzrti on .
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CHAPTER V

COI"IPAIìABTLTTY OF T}IE DRUG fu\D DE}IOGR.4.PHTC FINDINGS
IN THE CALGARY SURVEY I\TTH SI}ITLAII FINDINGS

IN OTHER STUDIES

In this Chapter the first aím is to compare the

clrug findings of the Calgary survey with the drug findings
of ot,her studíes. Another aim of this Chapter is to dis-
cLtss the demographic characteríst,ics of Calgary youth in
relat,ion to the drug use behavior of these youth. i{hen-

ever possible, this informat,ion in the Calgary survey is

compared with data in other studies.

Currently the Calgary survey can be compared to

Lloyd Johnstonts Amerj-can survey (tgZS), In t,he Calgary

survey, 37 per cent of 708 youth are considered high school

students rvhile Johnst on chose a sample of LrTgB high school

students. The Amerícan survey is longitudinal as i,iell as

nation-rvide rvhile the Canadian study is static and city-

wide.

Several other pr'oblems are encountered rvhen comp-

ari.ng 1-l-rese two sl-udies, For example, each study utilizes

different criteria for patterns of drug use. Consequently,

it is necessary to conl.¡:i-ne some fr,cquencies of drug use in

-72-
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the Aniericart str-rcly so tliat they can be conparecl to those

frequencies of' drug use in the Calgary stu.dy. Another ex-

ample is ttre clifference in t,he kinds of drugs being exantined

in each survey. Johnston includes questions about cigareti-e

smoking, hallucinogens, amphetamines and barbiturates, and

heroin rvhile the Calgary study includes questions about

opiates, t,ranquilizers and glue sniffi¡g. Both studies,

horvever, do examine maríiuana and alcohol usage '

Norv the calgary su.rvey and the American survey are

comparecl in terms of the propor{.i-on of high school students

using marijuana and alcohol " Johnston found that 2l per

cent of the h.igh school stuclents smoked marijuana in 1969

and 34 per cent smoked it in 1970. In Calgary, 32 per cent

of the high school students (and 35 per cent of the t'otal

youth population) smokecl mariiLrana. Eighty-trvo per cent of

tlre American high school stuclents consumed alcohol in 1-969

and BB per cent of tiren colsunted alcohol in L97O. Seventy-

nine per cent of the higtr school st,udents in Calgary ( and

BB per cent of the total you'bh popr;.lation) consumed alcohol

in Lg7L. A similar proportion of American hígh school stu-

dents ancl Ca165ary high school students smoke mari juana.

llorvever, thcre is a somer^rhat greater proportion of alcohol

consumptiorr among the Änterican irj-gh school students t han

among the Canaclian studerrts.
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The drug questi-ons in the Calgary surve)¡ r,¡er.e con-

structed through consulLatior-r wit,h Reginald smart.. Because

the drug questions are identical for the calgary survey

and smart,ls studies, {-he drug findings from these studies
can be compared directly.

Before comparing the drug findings in the st,udies

the followi-ng information should be considered. For the

most part, smartis st,udies consist of samples of high school
st'udents r,uhile the cal-gary survey consists of a sample of
yout,h aged L5-24 years. Smart has conducted surveys (1969)

of students who resj-de on farms, in towns, in cities or
other locations. The calgary survey is concerned only with
youth who resj-de in 't h.e cj-ty 

"

In L969, Sma't conducted a study in Lincoln and

lvelland countíes to investigate drug use among high school
students and thej-r par"ents " i{e found that 12 per cent of
the high school students smoked marijuana in t,he past síx
months. rn the calgary surve)¡, horvever, 22 per cent of
the high school students (and 26 per cent of t,he total
youth population) had smoked marijuana in the previous six
months. These reported percentages of marijuana usage

may not only be the result of a change in usage patterns
f'ro¡n L969 bo LgTr, but may also l¡e the resurt of different
samples and geographic 1oc¿rt-i-ons.

Iìo:r' the purfiose of convenient comparison, the patr_
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t.erns of marijuana and alcohol use in Smartts stucl¡' are

combined to concur rvith 1.he patterns in t,he Calgary sur-

vey. In Smartrs study, 88 per cent of the students tùere

non marijuana users, B per cent \.{ere occasional marijuana

users and 4 per cent t{ere regular marijuana users. Ac-

cording to the Calgary data, 78 per cent of the st,udent.s

were non marijuana users, 13 per cent t{ere occasional

marijuana users and 9 per cent were regular marijuana

users. In addition, Smart found that 20 per cent of the

students Ì,vere non alcohol users, 43 per cent rrere occasional

al-coirol users and 37 per cent were regular alcohol users.

On the other hand, 2L per cent of the Calgary students used

no alcohol, 49 per cent used alcohol occasionally and 30

per cent used alcohol regularl¡' in the previous six months.

Because Smartls studies and the Calgary study have the same

questions on marijuana and alcohol use, the results ruould

seenr to be directly comparable. IJowever, t,hese percentages

for pat,terns of drug use may be a function not, only of time

but a combination of time, methodology and geography.

In Smartrs st,udies and t,he Calgary study, 1-he ques-

tions that indicated what proportion of students used drugs

otlrer than mar,i juana and alcohol were the same. In A969 ,

sm¿rrt discovered that 8 per cent of the students usecl glue

or solvents, 10 FD,3r. cent used tranquilizers and 4 per cent

userl opiates in the past six months, In Calgary, 5 per
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cenl- of tire stuclcnts trscd gluc or solvents, 6 per ccnt

used tranquil-izers and 4 per cent used opiates in l.he

past six morrths. From these percentage s: ilr is eviderrt

that, g1ue, tranquilj-zer and opiate usage is fairly lorv

among high school st,udents.

In L97L, Smart et aI reviewed t,he extent of marijuana

use in Canada. These marijuana findings were reported for

carefully designed, large samples. Because the Calgary sur-

vey reports marijuana findings for a stratified random samp-

Le, it can be compared with other Canadian studies. Seven

per cent of Toronto high school students smoked marijuana

in 1968 and 18 per cent smoked it in L97O. In llalifax, 7

per cent of high school students smoked marijuana during

L969 and LT per cent smoked it in 1970" Eight, per cent of

Montreal students smoked it during l-he same year. In L97O

LZ per cent of the st udeni.s from Niagara Counties, 20 per

cent of then from Brit,ish Columbia and 18 per cent of them

from Ottawa smoked marijuana. In Calgary 22 per cent of

the high school students smoked marijuana duri-ng 197L.

According to these data, marijuana usage is shown to be

somervhat higher t"f Calgary students than for students

f rom other parts of Canada. llorvever ¡ these percentages

may be a function of time, methodologlr, geography and

culture.

The f'o11owing cliscrrssion presents t,he relaLionshi-ps
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betrveen thc t'ariolt,s clernograplríc characLer"ist-ì-cs anrl i;he

drug use behavior" of calgary yout,h. rn addition, the former

fintl-i.r'rgs are contpared to denrographrlc and drug infornration

in other- stuclies. \{here ilr is possible, bot,h a chi sqLrare

t,est of significance and a Pearsonls T rvill be perfornied.

Sex. aÊd_Drug Use

I{aIes use illicit drugs, mari.jLlana, and alcohol

nlore frequentl)' than females do. (Appendix fII, Tables L,

^ ô\¿e J),

The Pear"son correlations for sex ancl illicit drug

use ( 
": -.13; II: 6gS), marijuana use (": -.15i N: 694)

and alcohol use (": -,16i N:6gO) are atl significant

(p <.00f ). Since these corr.elations are belorv "20 in

magnitucle, 'l-hey have 1ítt1e precli-ctive va1ue. The direcbion

of these correlations, horrever:, corìcur rvii-h the result,s froln
.blie cross i:abulatiorjs.

Goode (f970: 32-3) discor.ered tha.t males use marijuana

more often than females do. In addition, Johnsl.on (L972, 4)

and Suchman (L972, I27) found bhat males use more licit

and i.llj-cit drugs than f emales do " The Calgary survey re-

pot.ted sj-rnil¿rr finclings ¿ìs j-t l,üas shown ear'1icr,

Age ancl l)r-'r-rg Usc

I{hc¡l cross*1-abul-a1,i-on rsas util.ized t.o rclaLc alrc
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and drug use, age is dichot,omized as follorvs: I5-19
years and 20-24 years. Yout,h Lretween t he ages of ZO and

24 years ü¡ere found to consume nore alcohol than youth

betiveen the ages of 15 and Lg yeârs (Appendix III, Table

3).

A Pearson correlation was executed for age and drug

use. The variable, age, hras free to range from lJ to 24

years in one point intervals. The coefficients for age

and illicit drug use (* = ,00; n: ó93), marijuana use

(t": -.01; N: 694) and alcohol use (": "27t N - 690) are

not all significant. The lat,ter coefficient, however,

was significant at .001 level. rt revealed that the olcler
youth are, the greater their use of alcohol" This fínding
concurs rr¡ith the evidence from the preceeding cross_tabula_
tions.

Goode (Lg7O: 31) discoverecl that t,he average age of
marijuana users ís 22 years. rn addition, he found that, zo

per cent of indj-vicluals smoked narijuana in their teens,

2A per cent smoked it, in theír tr^¡enties and B per cent

smoked it, in t,heir" thirties. A U.S.A. health report from

t,he Department of Healt,h, Education and l{elfare (tglt: 35)

indic.ai-eci that L2 per cent of i.ndividuals aged ZL to Zg

years are marijuanä users. Tn the Calgary survey, yout,h

irange in age f rom 1g years to 24 years. There is some

evi<lence showing Ll-rat, cargary youth agecl zo to 24 years

consunre more alcohol i;han youth aged 15 to Lg years.



IIotve\¡er, therc is no s:i-gnill.ican'b rc-l.aLionsh:i.p Ircl-rr'ecn ¿ìgc

ancl :Lll.iciL clli-r¡¡ ttsc or age ancl rna.r:Ljuana use"

MaríLal Si;abys_.gncl Dr_t-rg Use

Sing1c and tviclorr'ecl , separ;rte-cl or divor-cecl J¡outh usc

illicib drugs more thai-r marriecl yor-ith. (App"nclix TJ-I,

Table 1) . Sirr¡{l-e )¡ou'bh sniohe nlore mari juana than ).outl-i of

other nrarital status (Appendi-x III, Table 2).

Because marj-ta.l s'ta'bus is a nolnitral variaÏ:le, a

Pearson correlal,ion cou1cl not l:e execrrted for mar:i-i;aI status

and dr"ug Lr,se 
"

A healt,l-r reporL (!97L: 4:..) prepar"ed b)' the United

Stat,es Depari.rrrent <;f i{ea1th, Education and ltieJ-fare reveal-ed

t,hat, sirrgle nrales smoked mar"i.juana three tinies as much as

singl.c fcrnales, mlrrried males or married fentales. Schofield

(L97L: 32) discovei'cci thal- th.ere rras a tendency to stop

smol<ing marijuana rvhen indi.vicluals r./ere marrieci. Schick

et al (1970: 44) stucliecl tire llaight-Ashbury subcr-rlture and

discovered tl-i¿,rt 79"9 per cent of the single hipl:ies used

thard? or tsoftl clr'ugs. The Calgary survey colìcurs rvi'bh the

p::'evious s1-uclir:s tlrat single inciividuals utiLLze illicit

drugs rnor'c than marr':i-ecl i.ncljviclual-s. \{j.dorvcd, separ';rtecl ou

cli-r'orcecl youbh in Cl:rlgar'¡. tenrl 'bo use illicit, drugs jusb as

much as si.n¿¡1-e ),otrLh. llorvever', Lhc samplc sizc in thj-s

case is cxi-r'cnrcly 1ow (f ¡) so t,his fi-ncl:i-ng mtrsL l:e vj.ervecl
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Soci-o-Economic Status and Drue Use

Fathers I occupations v/ere

(L967) scale. In this study, a

occupations with scores ranging

1ow SES rvil1 include occupations

29 (Appendix III, Tables 1, 2, 3

BO

ranked using the Blishen

high SES will include

from 60 through /6 and a

rvith scores of 25 through

).

\tlhen a Pearson correlation was executed for SES and

drug use, SES ranged fr:om 25 to 76. The correlation coeffi-
cients for SES and illicit drug use (": .11; N - 675) or

marijuana use (*: .ltr; N - 676) are signíficant ( p<.005)

while the coefficient for SES and alcohol use (" : .O4;

N 6ZZ) is not significant. As SES increases illicit drug

use or marijuana use l-ncreases. These correlation coeffi-
cients are low in degree ancl, therefore, have litt1e pre-

dictive value.

Smart, Fejer, and Alexancler (fqZO: 15) found that
drugs were used most,l-y by upper middle class students.

McGratlr and Scarpitti (L97O: LI-L?) found that, opiate

users are lorver clas*s: LSD users are middle and upper class,

marj-juana users cut across al-l social classes. An official
marijuana report (lglZ) from a Unitecl States Commission on

Marijuana ancl Dr"ug Âi:usc shorvecl t,hat atl socio-economic

levels and occupations usecl narijuana. ßrenner et al. .
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(tgZ0 t 89) founcl ¡nar.ijrrana use cut across class lines
while a health neport (l-gZJ-: 4L) prepared by t,he Unitecl

States Deparbment of tlealth, Educat,ion and trVelfare founcl

marijuana use cut across both class and color lines.
Goode (fgZO: 35-39) discovered marijuana users have a

higher personal íncome, have educated parents, have fat,hers

with prest,igious occupations, have parents of higher SES,

and have been raised with middle class values. fn the

Calgary survey, the results indicate that youth with high

SES are the inost likel¡' to have used i11icit, drugs. f n

addit.j-on, the:i:'e is a tendency for high SES yout,h to use

marijuana and alcohol nore frequent,ly t,han other youth.

Parent,st l{arital Stat,us and Drus Use

Youbh l.,/ith separated or divorced parents more often

Lrse illj-cit c{rugs, marijuana or alcohol than clo youth rvhose

parents arcr narried (Á.ppendix III, Tables 4, 5, 6).

The Pearson correlations for parents separated or

divorced ancl íllicit dr.ug use (" : -.16; N : 692; p ( .001),

marijuana use (" : -,L4; N : 692t p<.001) or alcohol use

(* : -.10; N : 688; p <.01) are significant. Although

these correlations concur with i;he findings from the cross-

t,abulation, tirey are 1-oo low to have much predictive va1ue.

Louria (1968: Lg,2L) stabed that drug use is defin-
itly relat.r:rl to fami"ly cleter.ioratj.on. The r.esults in thc
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Calgary survey support t,his statement

trfhele Youth Grerv Up and Drug Use

Cross-tabulation reveals that no significant associa-

tion exists between where youth grow up and drug use (Ap-

pendix III, Tables 4, 5, 6). Horvever, there is a tenclency

for youth ivho gretv up in cities to use illicit drugs or

marijuana mcir"e frequently than other youth and for youth

r+ho grew up in tor,øns to consume alcohol more frequently

than other youth.

lVhere ],'ruth grer,ü up is an ordinal variable and,

therefore, ca.r-rnot be correlated with drug use.

An official U.S. report on lvlarj-juana and Drug Abuse

(aglZ) as i.^/e11 a,s Goode (tglOz 34) confirmed t,hat marijuana

smol<ers are mûre numerous in urban areas than rural areas.

Smart (lqóqi found that students fro¡n Lincoln and l{elland

counties ivho |ïrew up in cities u-se more alcohol and marijuna

then student.s rvho grew up in other locations. Although

there are .no signíficant fj-ndings linking where Calgary

yout,h grer\r up and drug use tabular t,rends run parallel to

flân¡r of these findings

Presentlr' /\Lberilling ScÞoo1 ancl Drug Use

As a{,tenclance at school clecreases, the frequency

of alcohol ì-rsc increases (,Appenclix Iff , Table g).

TJre Pear.son corrclation coeffícients for present,ly
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attencling school atrcl illicjt clrug use (": -.00; N:687),

marijuana use (" : .01;N:694) or alcohol use (" : .18;

N = 690; p < .01) v¡ere calculai-ed. ¡\lthough only the 1at-

ter coefficient is significant, it,s predictive value is

limited

The Addiction Research Foundation (1969: 14) repor-

ted t,hat the more education a student gains, the more likely

he uses drugs. According to the Calgary study, school

attendance is not linked with increasing drug use.

Iee""_A g Use

Youth who attend college more frequently use mari-

juana conrpared to other youth (Appendix III, Table 8).

Youth rvho attended S, A " I. T, ( Southern Alberta Instit,utue of

Technol.og¡.) and other schools consume alcohol more frequently

than oi.her you-th (Appendix IIf , Table 9).

\^Jhere youth attend school cannot l¡e correlated with

drug use because Lhe former ís a nominal variable.

Goocle (tglOt 40) shor,red t,hat college students more

likely smolce marijuana than non college students. The

Calgar¡' clata agree with Goodets o1¡servations.

Grades ancl Drug Qse

The tabular tren<Is for self reported grades and

clrug use are: (o) as gracles incrcase, i.l3-ic.li; drug use
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clecreases ( Appenclix l.l-I, Table 7); (lr) as grarles incrcasc,

the frequency of marijualla use decreases (Âppendix IIJ-,

Table B) (.) as grades increase, the frequency of alcohol

use is curvilinear (Appendix IfI, Table 9).

The correlations for grades and illicit drug use

(* : -.08; N: 692, p <.05), marijuana use (r : -.05;

N:693), or alcohol use (": -.05; N:689) reveal that

as grades decrease, drug use increases slightly. \t/hit,ehead

(Lg7L: 365) found lbrainsl use drugs less than students rvit,h

low grades. Smart, Fejer, IVhite (L970: 32), the Addiction

Research Foundation (L969: 5) and Suchman (I972, 128) pre-

sentecl similar evidence. On the other hand, Blum and

Associates (1970: '/,'7) discovered t,hat drug use was not a

good predictor of gracles at school. In t,he Calgary survey,

no sj-gnificant evidence linlcs grades and dr"ug use. I{orvever,

there j-s a tendency for youth rvith bottom or lrelow average

grades to use drugs more frequently t,han youth with higher

grades.

lrfotherst Drug use and Yo@

As motherst use of tranquílLzers, stimulants or

barbiturates increases, youtht s illicit drug use or mari-

juana use increases (Âppenclix l-II, Tables 10 and 11). As

mothersr use of tranciuilizers, sLintular-rts or barbi-turates

incr,eascs, youl-his alcohol usc is curvilincar (Ap¡rcnciix III,
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Table 1,2) .

A Pearsolr colr:eIal-i-on i,vas calcul¿rl-ed :llor uotliel.sI

<lru¡¡ use ancl youLhls illici.t drug use (" - .LZ; N:530),

mi-rrí juana use ( t. : .08; g' : 529) or alcohol use ( t. : . 09;

N - 527t p < "05 )" The limitecl str.ength of these correla-

tions recluces predicLability

,Snar"t (19ó9) fcuncl

use dr"ugs, the more líkel¡'

Sirnil arly, in the Call¡¡ar5'

C1'eeSeS, 5;¡1i.t i--.11? g cl1"Ug, tr.Se

that the nor"e heavil¡. rnotlie::s

'bheir children use il-licit drugs.

SLrrVe)¡ as lnother'S r clrug uSe in-

i¡rcr'eases.

Fa{-.he::st Drgq .Use gncl _)ior-¡thts Drug -Us;e

1',s faùhers Ìtsì€) of tranquilizers, stimula.nts or,

barbí1,ura'bes .i-i').(i1"eá.ì.s€),s., youthr s mari jua.na use increases

{Appenrlix .J--L,l-, L'a1-i1-e .1-1). There is a Lendency for youthts

í"1-lic-Lr: C::rrg r-ise i.)r' ,:r.l-¡.;oI-lol use to increase a,s fatherst

drug u-sc incleases (.Àpi:endix III, Tables 10 and LZ).

None of the Pearson corre]-¿itions for fathersl dr'ug

use and yout,hts j-llicib clr"ug use (" : .05; N:sZL), marijuana

T-r.se (t,: .97;ld.=52i-) cr alcohol Llsc (": ,O2; N -- 516) are

signif j-cant 
"

Thc Aclclict,.Lon Iìesc¿rrch I'ouncl¿rb;ion (1969: 6ó) shorvccl

Lhal, Torolito studerrt,s usccl clnlgs morc fìr'cqr-rcnL1-¡' rvhcn the:i.r.

¡rarcnLs r.rsccl clrugs. lltlj-.Lchcarl (L97L: 9-10) i.nrl;i-catcd 't h¿rt
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re(1l1cc(l pal'elÌ{-¿ì:l- (ir"LrÉl ì,rsc r"cclucerl aclolcscc¡t clrrrg Lrse. flr
i-he cargar¡' sur\¡ey, âs f¿rtllcr-s1 clnrg usc l'_ncreascs, youtlrrg
mari jrrana use incr"eases.

Siblingst Drug lsc.--a.ncl youthrs_Dr:ug Use

As síb1ingsl use of gluc and/or marijuana increases,
)'oui;h1s illicit drug use, rnarijua'a use or alcol-rol use i.n_

creases (Appendi.x fff , Tables 10, 11, LZ).

Ifhen a correlation analysis was executecl for sibli'gsr
drrrg u.se ancl ¡'6¿'bhts clrug Lrse, t,rr¡o cate:gori_es eurer-gecl: sib_
1i'gs lrrho never usecl clru-gs and sibli_'gs rvho used gJ_ue a.cl

or/or marijuana. The correl-at,:'-ons for sibli-ngsr cìrug use

and yout,hts illici'b clrug use (" - "16; tI : 449; p d..OO1),

marijuana use (": .10; N:450; p<.05) or alcohol use
(" : .l-o; N : 447 p < ,05) are arl sjgnificant, but, lorv,

The Addiction Research Founclal,ion (tg6g, 6T) ancl

snrar'L, Fejer, Alex-ancrer (tgro: zs) discoverecr that drug
usi-ng students have brotirers or sister.s r^¡ho use clrugs. For,

example, smart (Lg6g) found 51 per cent of the stuclents
rr¡ho use mar':L juana have brothers ancl siste¡:s who use clrugs.
rn the calgary sui'vey, 55 peï'cent of the youth wr-ro use

mari ju;rn¿r havc brothers ancl s j.ster-s rvho use {rugs. Iraral_
1el to othcr stucli-es, a,s sibli'gsr crrug use í'creases.
yot-rbht6 dr,r-rg use :Lncr"cases in Cal.gary.
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ReliILj-ous Denominat,ion and lìrug Use

sonre of the denominations canno{: be analysecl in
relation to drug use because they have very sma11 samples

(e.g., Jelvish). Five categories, holever, do have adequate

samples: no denonination, Anglican, catholic, united and

Fundamentalist,. The Fundamentalist, category includes
Baptists, Lat,ter Day Saint,s, Pentecostal, and Salvation
Army.

ïou.th of no religious denomination most frequently
are ilI'íciu drug users, marijuana users or alcohol users
( Appendix III, TabJ.es 13 t J'4, i5 ) .

Because rel.igious denomination is a nominal variable
ít, cannot be correlated rvit,h drug use.

Smart, Fejer, 'tJhite (LgT0: 22), the Addiction Re_

search lìoundation (]t96g: 5) and lVesthues et al (Ig7Z: 139)

found that rìon religíous and Jervish students use drugs more

often than yout,h of other denominations. rn the calgary
survey., youth of no denominal.ion use drugs more frequently
'bhan youth belonging to denominations.

ItIany youth i¡rherit, their religious clenomination from

tlrej.r parcnt-s at the t,ime of birth. Therefore, ít is ím-

pori-ant Lo deternrine r.r'lrether religion is a signíficant fac-
1"or in youthts lives" rn the follow-ing cliscussr'-on, the



pclce:i.ved influencc of

use,

religion will be

BB

related to drug

Influence of Reli eion Norv and Drus Use

Yout,h who say religion is no influence on them now

are t,he most frequent, illicit drug users, marijuana users

or alóoho1 users (Appendix fIf, Tables 13t L4, 15).

The Peârson corr"elations for influence of religion

norv and illicit drug use (": .24: N - ó93), marijuana use

(": -15; l'{ - 694) or alcohol use (": -,23; N:690) are

all signifícant (p < .001). The fírst and third coefficients
have greater predic'l-ive value than the second. As religion

has a decreasíng influence on youthts lives, youth use

illicit drugs or alcohol more f requen'bly.

Attitucles Torr¡-ards Legalization of }fariiuana and Drug Use

As a{;'(-íbudes torr¡ard legaliz;ation of marijuana be-

come more favorable, youth more frequently use illiciL

drugs, marijuana or al-cohol (Appendix fII, Table 16).

The correlatj-ons for atl-itudes towards legalizing

maríjuana a.nd illicit clrug use (": ,59; N - 6qO), mari-

juana use (t' : .48; Ì{ - 6qf ) or alcohol use (" : ,27 t

N - 687) are all sígni.fícant (p < .001). As attitucles

towards legaliz|ng narijuana become favorable, youtl.rts
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illicit drug use, marijuana usc or alcohol use increases.

Johnston (I972, 5) stated that legalization rvould

not affect drug use if legalization t{as not prontoted.

i{hitaker (f969: 203) maintained that drug larvs produce an

addict, subculture rather than eradicate marijuana usage.

Grinspoon (L971: 184) believed that drug larvs did not

arrest drug use. In t,he Cal-gary survey, youth rvho f avor

legalization of marijuana most frequently are illicit drug

users, marijuana users or alcohol users.

In acldition to presenting the drug and demographic

information, it, is useful to report horv extensive the drug

use is among Calgary youth. Thirty-five per cent of the

youth have used illicit, drugs, 2 per cent have sniffed

glue, 25 per cent have smol<ed marijuana, 5 per cent have

used tranquili.zers, BB per cent have consumed alcohol and

3 per cent have used opíates. Because most of these drugs

(except maríjuana and alcohol) have been used very 1itt,le,

it, is of lit.tle value to report them.

Since alcohol and marijuana are the drugs used most

frequently among Calgary youth, it woulcl be usellul to an-

aLyze the relal-ionship l¡e{.rveen them. As alcohol use in-

creases, marijuana usc increases (Âppenrlj-x III, Table L7) .

The Pearson correlation for both drugs (": "29t N - 68Z)

is significant ( p <.001) " The cross-tabs ancl cor'relations

yielcl similar f i.nclings.
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The drug aud denrographic findings in the Calgary

st,udy are compared rví1-h other studies. The percentages

reported from these studies are variable because of tenporal,

cultural, geographic and methodological factors which in-

fluence the results.

The statistically significant associations betrveen

the demographic characteristics of Calgary youth and drug

use are summarized as follows:

a) lrtales use il1ícit drugsrmarijuana and alcohol

more frequently than fentales do.

b) Youth aged 20-24 years use alcohol more frequently

than youth aged 15-19 years.

c) Youth wit,h high SES tend to use illicit drugs,

marijuana and alcohol more than other youth.

d) Youth whose parents are separated 01' divorced

more often use illicit drugs, marijuana and alcohol t,han

youth rvith marríed paren{,s.

e) \ühen youth do not att,end school presently they

are more líl<e1y than other youth to use alcohol"

f ) As moi-hersl drug use increases, youthts drug

use tencls 1-o increase.

g) As sibliirgst drug ttse iucrcases, youthts clrug

use tencls to increase.
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h) As the inf3-uence of religi-on clecreases for'

youth, thej-r use of illicit drugs and alcohol incrcases.

i) Youth with favorable attitudes torvarcl legalizi-ng

marj-juana most frequently use illicit drugs, narijuana and

a1coho1.

Finally, it, was found that youth more often use

marijuana and alcohol than g1ue, tranquilizers and opiates.



CHAPTER VT

CONCLUSIONS AND SUGGDSTTONS FOR FT]RT}IER RESEARCII

Throughout the study, the focus rrras on alcohol use,

illicit drug use in general and marijuana use in particular.

The reason for" this emphasis r{as due to the fact that al-

cohol was used most frequently, follorved by illicil- drug

use of whj ch marijuana use was the most comlnon.

.[n previous research internal-external control has

been util;i :¿ed a great deal. Internal youth are defined as

those y'ou'bh r,vho ma.j-ntain that men control the reinforcements

t,hey receive by means of their own skills. External youth

believe {,hat men have little or no control over desired ouL-

comes " In t,his study, internal youth r4/ere shorvn not to re-

quire dr"ug use f o.¡' positive reinf orcement. External youth

l{ere found to belíeve clrugs are valuable sources for ob-

t,ainirrg positive reinforcement. Although a línear relatj.on-

ship between I-E control and drug use r{as found t'o be

st,atisi.ically sign:Lf icant, it v/as not very powerful. The

t,heories of St,rait.s ancl Sechrest (19ó3) and Johnston (L972)

concurred r\¡ith the linear relationship l¡etrueen I-E control

and cJi"ug use. O¡r the other hand, the theories of Goss and

lrforosi<o i1970), RJ.um ancl Associates (1970) and Berzins et, aI

o9
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( lqZ: ) rr¡ìrj-ch i)rol)o,se ¿r curr':l-l,ine¿-rr' ¡.'e-l-¿rt,,ionsh.i¡,r botrveen I-lj

control ancl clrug use r{e1"e not st-r.¡:por"ted.

I'orverlessness, one dj-ncnsi.on ofi alienatíon, has been

refer"r"ecl to as exter¡ral control- i-n the literature. Si_nce

exter'¡ral youth have been fclund to use drugs for positi.ve

reinforcement, polvt:rlessness may be cons:i-dered to j.nfluence

drug use J:ehavior', This fi.ndi-ng is suirirorl-,ed l:y the bheory

that alienation among young people is one reason for increa-

sed drug use ( Schof ielcl , L977.; Car.ey, 19óB anci 1970 ) .

A major finding iir th:is st.udy r{as that tire ï-ll scalc

dicl not discriminate adequa'uely betrr'een t,he drug users ancl

the iloÐ. cl::ug rrsel:s. Bec.¿ruse. 'uhe ,r-E scale has been lricler¡r

used a¡rd is conside.rc-:ci a ::at,l:er ¡:eJ-iable anci valid measure

of i;he general sense of corrLrol- cf events, this finciing is

of partj-cular impor-'bancc. 0ne c>rplarration for this out,co¡ie

rnj-gl-rt be that the -socr.a-l -ps)'ciiolr:gicaI characteristics of

drug Lrsers ancl non drug usel:s Ìvere sjmilar. Another., reason

niight be tha'b bhe r-E scal-c as a rncasure of the ge¡rela] sense

of control covers so niany areas of lj-fe (friendship, poli.bi-

caI process, success in school, racial aLtibucles, leaclership)

and {-herefore, has 1im:itecl ut,j-lity for clist,ingr-rishj-ng the

sc;cial--psycho1o¿¡j ca1 cJ-raracterist, j. cs of r,esirorrrlents :i-n clrr-rg

research, ifliis irosition is; sr-rpporteci by s;rclavaIs reccnt

clrug stucly :Ln (Juebec (tgl3, 3il0) using the f-D scale.
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ttTighLtr org¿ìrìi.zaL:i-ors lravc J¡cen tlcllinerl a,s llr-r.l'lnal.

groups't,lrat posses-s or'<ler, pcrnialtcilcc, soJ,idarity', r"j-gi-cl

norms, cliscipline and confornrity and that are reguJ-arIy

organi-zecl f or sorìle social purpose (I'elto, 19 68 ), rrLooseir

org¡anizal-ions have l¡een defined as any infornal- groups

that are indj-viclualistic, expressit'e, a1-ontistic, flexible

in norurs and toleranb of der.i-ancy ancl that ere on1¡' ar-

bi'brar:Ll¡' organize<l for sonre social purpose. Social ac-

bir¡ísm has been referred to as the public display of beha-

v:lor bv ân¡r gr'ouii for the Tlurpose of a social is.sue. Tn

t,his s1-ud;-, I-ll coritr"ol, ÂSÌr, illicit- drug use aud alcohol

use rtGT"o Lested f or their rel-a.tionshi ps with participation

in 11'big'lìtti organi-zati-ons, lllepssrl oi"ga.ilizaLi.ons and socíal-

ac bi v':Lsni .

The mul-t,i1:le correL.abir¡ns ancl lleba rveights for {,he

indeJ:enrlent variai:les an,tl aariicipation in Ît'ti.glìtÎ1 or"gani-

zabj-ons tr{ere too lort' i-n ntagn.Ll,ude l.o l:e statistically

signif icanl-. Similar f indi-ngs rvere repor"tecl for the incle-

pendenb variables and soc:i-al activism. According to the

mult,ipIe correlat ins ancl Beta rveights, i11:Lcit drug use

in general and marj.juana use j-n particular l^/e::e strongly

associ¿lted r^¡ith parti"ci-pa'b'i-on in llf e6ssrt orgarrizat ions.

Tlre t-lrcories of Sni¿rrb, Fejer', Iltrj.be (L970), lJlr,rn ancl Assc¡cj--

ates ('lglo), Goocle (r970), I(enisborr (i-gZo) and Suclrman

(tc¡lz) suppor'b thc l.¡cl-icll in socieLy 't,h¿rL clrug u.sers
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par'{--i-ci-pa1-c irt Lrncolrl'enb,lo¡ra.l- behavi-o¡: ( ltloosett org.rniza-
f.ions) r'¡hil-e rior), clr.ug Liser--s parLic-i-pal-e in cel.rrreirtiorìâ1

ï¡eharrior" ( ttt'i gh¿tt or-ganizations ) "

oi-lier" factor"s srrch a,s sex and age voulcl pr,obabl-y

har¡e had greater" influence upon irarticipation in rrtightrr

organizatìons. 0n the other. hancl, atbenclance at rocl<

festivals rr¡¿ì-s the only indicator of participa,tion in rrlooserl

organízatíons and, therefore, s].rourl-cl include other catego-
ries in the future. Social activi-sm referrecl 'bo rvall<athons,

Iiiles for' ì'iillions marchcs, other. clenionstratj-ons etc. 0n15,

a sniall percenta.ge (1: per cent) of 'bhe total youth popul_a_

tíon part,icipated j.n tlother clemonstra'bionsrr. A content
analysis of the t;'pes of delnonstrations indicatecl 1-he5. r'ere

for the most part meas.-rr"es of conventional rat,her than
militant i¡ehar.ior.

Ini-ernal-external control, /ll1,¿¡s11sra of Socia.l Fac_

tors and drug use exirla:'-n veï.)¡ ljttle about, social pa¡tici__
patíon. Neíther. I-E control nôr ASF, used alone or together
are significant fac|ors ín preclicbing participation as

mea.sureci j-¡r this study. 0t,her indepenclent, varjables (not

considel'ecì he¡'c) ivoulcl obv'i-ously l:e more import-ant for
stud¡'j¡g socj.¿r1 part,:Lci-pation. 0f the varial:les rclatecl to
social particjpation, druÉ|. r-rse rvas the most j-mportanL,

f o1lorn'cd by ÂSIr ancl -l--lì control-.

\,Vhat, nrigtiù ltc noLcrl j_s bha1, Cal-garr¡, yorrtlr. reportccl



- 9(r

ra'l-hc':l' consorv¿rtj-vc sclci.¿rJ- bchavJ.or', J:ut tll¿rt t,hc j.n<,::i rl crucc:

ofl :i-11-Lc:i.t cli"rrg rlse j.s conrparablr: to other rna.;jo:' sl.lrcl:'_cs

in Ilastcr"n C¿tn¿:rcl¿r arrcl t.ire Uni-t,ccl Sbates rvhcre social- ac1--L-

vj--s¡n ís norrtial-ly colrsicler"ed niore coiltlnor-r J-reh¿rvior. f1 con-

clrrsion, then, dr"r-rg users in calgary no.t, oi-rly clo not manj_-

f est particul-ar social-ps)'chological at'Lit,uc1es, but their
socj.al behavi-o:: is not r.aclicall¡' d:iffercirt-. fr"our t-lon clr¿e

users on the nie¿ìsul,cs uscd.

The definition of a drug is being r.evisecl const.ant ly
over tinre. -l-n fuLure resear,ch, ther.efor,e, d.::ugs migÌrb 'oe

clefined by respondent;-s :i_n an open-enclecl qu.e-st:lon. Toclayrs

youth na¡, :i-nclucle tea, coffee, cigarette smoking, house-

hol-d spices, rra'illa consumpti.on, l:anana peel srrroking,

aspr'-rin abuse, shoe polish snif:fling an<l Lhe use of uniclue

corruiterc j alízed ch.eltticals uncler clrug Lt,se. An ever expa¡cli.ng

drug narket niay introdu.ce solle clrugs to youth wlric¡ arc ì-ì-n-

known to researcirers.

Extensive pretesLs âre rìece,ssary to establish rrrho

constitutes a regular:, occas:ional or" non clrug user for.

every k j ncl r¡f clr"ug bci ng s t ud:i.cd . Ilor exam¡:lc, a regular.
mari- juaua. usel' nr:i-ghl- l¡c clt:Jl inec[ cli-l-'f ci:'err{..1 y f:::.onr ¿ì rcgul;:r
opi.at,r: usct'. A1t-liorrgh snrartîs s{.ud-ics ancl the Calgary s1-¿r]y

ut-iLize<1 the salne c¡ue,sLions abou{-. r-lr.rrg usc}, ne-i.thcr. st ucl¡r
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cs1,¡rill.ishccl r'¡llo t-,lrc occasional. and re¿gul.ar dru¡.1. Lr,scr.s

rrrerc flor c¿rch cl::ug i:eing examj-nccl" conser,luenbl¡r, {:hcr-c

1sa,s tiLtle o,r rìo at'ber:rpL, to clist-,irrgr-rish anlong non, occ¿rsiona-'l

atrd regular clrug users. Fu-tu::e re-sear'ch :Ls neeclecl bo s'l-ucll,

*i-t" ttprocesstr by rvhj-ch an indivj-clual progresses fronr a norf

drug user i.o an occasional drug user 1-o a r-egular, drug

user. Thj-s kíncl of rcsearch has a1.reac15' l:een inj-'t j-at,ec1 Ï:1.

Saclava ( 19 73 : 37L- 3 84 ) .

l'{a¡r-,' drug studies l:ave been condr-rcted j_n Eastern

Ca.nada. but-. only ¿ì l-irni-i.cd nurnber, iral¡e l:een concluctecl in
It/esterri Cl¿rna.da. I1r js iropecl i-tra{, future reserach rvoulcl

attempt to co-ord-ina,ûe drug s'cuclies j-n both r.egj_ons of
cauada so 'bhat tireir finclings ca¡r be coml:arerJ. Anol-her

suggesbi-on rr¡oLrl-d J:e '¿o conducb a single drug strld}, r:.tili-
zíng sampl-cs fi'on l-rc,¿t \vesbern ancr Eastern canacla,

Ir{ost of the drug s'bud-Les have been basecl upon stu-
dcnt rabher Lhan non-sbu,dent samples. There is a neecl for
future clr"ug s-uu.clic:"s {.o r,rtilize sarnples rr,hj ch inclucie more

extensive age ancl occrrpatiorral groupings t,han stuclents ancl

youth.

l-n cclncl-usiorr, ib is hoJ-rccl 1-hat mor.e r-ìon sturlcnt,
dru¡¡ sLuclics tl:aL aro 1-ongituclinal in nature bc carrj_ccl

out in Canad¿r.



Sluclents In Iìelatlon tq - Ðrugs .

Research Foundation, 1909.

Becker., H.S. rrBecoming A Marijuana Ugertt in Bryant, Clifton
' D. Social probÍems TorIav: ._Di1em¡ras- êpçl DiEçensus.
mew vo Compan;', L97L, 384-395 '

BTi]LIOGRÀPI{Y

A Preliminarv Report o¡ A!!.!tudes and

Becker,
Glenco,

Blishen., I]"R.
Canadalr
L967, 4,

Srni.th,
N.J":

Behavi-or" f Toronl-o
Tor-onto: AddicLion

rrlfarihuana: A Sociological Overviervtr in
H . S. Outsiclers . New York: Free Press of
1963 

"

. ttHistor)¡: Culture and Subjective Experience:
Ãñ-Exploration áf the Social Bases of Drug-Induced
Experiencesrt Journal of Health and social Behavior,
L967 , 8, L63-L76.

Berzins, J"I. and Ross, \'ü.F. ltlocus of control Among Opiate
Á¿clíctsu Journai of Consgltinq and Clinical PsvgþologX¡
L973, 4O, 8+-g1-.

rrA Socio-Economic Index for Occupations in
Canaclign Reviern¡ of. Sociology ang Anthropolog-v,
4L- 53 .

Blum, lì .]{. åtudelts and D_rugs. san Francisco: Jossey-
Ila.ss " L97O.

Blum, R"H. ancl Assocj-ates. Drggs II: Stgdg+ts and Drugs-'
' San Francisco: Jossey-Bass Inc' , L97O'

Brenner, J.ll. , Coles, R. , - Meagher, D' Drugs and Youth'
Ñerv York: Liveright Pub. Corp., L97o.

Cain, Â"H, Yougg fe-o.ple and Drugs' New York: The John- Da;r Co., L969 ,

Carey, J " T. The CoU ege- Ilru$€Fgg ' Englervoocl Cliff s,
N..1. : Prenticc*l{a11, 190ö'

rtMarijuana Use Among the Nerv llohemianstt in
D.E. The Nerv Soc:iãl Drug. Englewood Cliffs,

Prenticc-lta11 , L97O, 9f-104.

oR



99

Chein, F. , Gerarcl, l). L . , Lee, R. S. and Rosenf elcì, E .
Thg Roarl_ toJI: Narcot:ics. Delir-rqucncv ancl Soc:'_a1
Polj-cv. Neru York: Basic l3ooks, L964,

Corbett,, J. [ . Turned on Bl' Gocl. Ricllnond, Virginia:
John Knox Press , L97L.

Currie, R.F. rtReligion and Images of lrfan Among Calgary
Youthrr Unpublished doctoral dissertation, Fordham
University, L973,

Farber, L.H. ftOurs is t,he Addicted Societytr in McGrath,
J"H. and Scarpitt,i, F.R. Youth and Drugs. Glenvieiu,
Illinois: Scott,, Foresman ù Co., Lg7O, 57-65.

Franklin, R.D. ttfosf,þ1s Expectancies About, Internal Versus
Bxternal Contr"ol of Reinforcement Relat,ed to N
Variablesrt Unpublished doctoral dissertation,
Purdue University, L963.

Goode, E. The l'{arih.rlana Smokers. Nerv York: Basic Books.
L970.

. ttMul.tiple Drug Use Among Marijuana Smoker"srl
Social Problem¡r. L7 (1), Summer, f969, 48-64

. ltf arihuana . New York: Atherton Press, Lg7 O .

Gore, P,¡f" and Rotter, J.B. ttA Personality Correlate of
Social Actiontr Jour4al of Personalitv 31. March-
DecemberrLg6S,W'-)

Gorniely, S, Drugs and the Canadian Scene. Toronto:
Pagwrian Press Llrd., L97O,

Goss, A. and lvlorosko, T,E. ItRelation Betrveen a Dimension
of Internal*External Control and the I.MpI with an
Alcoholic Populationir JoLrrnal of Consultine and
Clinic.al Psr'ðlrologv,

Gri-nspoon, L. I{arihuana_Recons:i-clered. Cambridge, Mass:
I{arvard Unir.ersity Press , L97I 

"

. rrlfarihuanart Scientific Amerj_can 22L (6),
Dcc. , L969, L7-25.

T',, Gurin, G", Lao,
External Cont::ol in

Beattie, M.
Motivational D

rrlnternal-
ynamics of
2s (s),Nccro Youllilr Journal-

R.C
the
oll

Gurin,

Sunrnrer, L969 , 36-4L.
Social J.ssues ,



Pub., L97L.

Johnston, L. ttDrug Use Among Nationts Youth
Study; Many Drugs Rejected, lularijuana
Dividedrt Newsletter, l-, Spring, LgTZ

100

tlart, I{ .II . ( publ j-sher ) l)r"ugs : Iror an<l Âgainst. Ncrr, yorl<:
Hart Pub. (',o., L97O,

Havens, J. rrÏr{emo on {-he Religious fmplications of the
Consciousness Changing l)rugstt Jguryql for the
Sgj.entifig Stuctv oF.Reliqión, -3fãI \.*i1, 1964,
2L6-226,

Iqteri-m. _Rçport of The Co¡nmissíon of Tnlluin' Int,o -the Ngr-
Medical Use o-f Drugs. Ottawa: Information Canacla,
LgTo

Johnson, B.D. Social Delerminants of þhe Use of DaneeroLrs
Druqs bv ColJ-ege Students. Neru York: B,D. Johnson

, Druqs and American Yguth. Ann

Explored in
At,titudes,

' 4-5'
Arbor:

Tnstitute for Social Research, LgT 3 ,

Iialant, I{. and Kalant, 0 , J. Drugs. Society and Personal
Choic_e. Don Mills, Ont,ario: General Pub. Co
L97L.

Keniston, K" trFleads and seekers: Drugs on campus, counter-
Cultures and American Societytt in McGrath, J.I{. ancl
Scarpitti, F.R. Youth and Drugs. Glenvieru, Illinois:

. 
Scott, Foresman tl Co., 197O, 118-136.

Lauri-e, P , Druss: l'{edica1. Psvchological ancl social Facts.
Errgland: Penguin Books Ltd. , L967.

Leich, 5. ancl -Jordan, B. Drugs for Young people: Their
Use, a'd Misu*se. G. Britain: lìeligious EcluCãtioã
Press Ltd., A967,

Lewis, B. The Sexual Porver of .l{arj irlana. New york: p.FI,
I{ynden fnc. , L97O.

Louria, D " B " Tþe Drug scene . New York : I'IcGralv-Ilill llook
co" , 1968.

MacDonal-rl, 4.P., Jr,, i{alls, Richard T. and Lel31anc, Iì.
Co1-J-ege fenale drug users. 4¡lqlqqcence, L973,
189-19ó.

It{arihuana: A_sj s.na1 of }{j sunrlcr.stanging, official Report
of tilc Natio¡rar commission on lilarijuana ancl Dr,ug
Al:usc, New Yorl<: The New Âmerj-can Liï:rary Inc.,
L972'



101

l[arj-huana ancl Iþal-t]r. Â Reporb to thc Congrcss front the
Secrctary of thc l)cpt. of llealth, Ilclucatj-on and
iVelf are, trùashington, D. C , : U, S. Governrttent Printing
Office, January, L97I.

Tularshall, \'ü. and Taylor, G

Ontario: Burns and

Pelto, P . J . t?The St,udy of If an : The
trTighttl and rrl66,cìsrr Societiestr
Aprít , Lg6B, 37-40.

.\,f. The Art of Ecstacy
lr{acEachern Ltcl. , L967 .

. Don lfills,

Marx, G. T. Pro.t,est ancl Prejudice. New York: Harper and
Row, L967.

Mauss, A.L. rrAnticipator¡, Socialization toward College
as a Factor in Adolescent ltfarijuana Uset? Social
Problems , L6 (: ) \{inter, L969 , 357 -364.

McGlothlin, IV.H. and \{est, , L. J. ttThe l'Iari juana Problem:
An Overviewrr in }fcGrath, J.H. and Scarpitti, F.R.
Youtl-r and Drugs. Glenvierv, Illinois: Scott,
Foresman ù Co,, L970, 15O-L57,

McGrath, J . and Scarpitti, F. R. Youth and Drggs : PerF.pectíves
on a Social Problem. Glenview, Illinois: Soctt,
Foresman ü Co", 1-970.

Mitchell, R.E. t?Personality correlates of frequent marijuana
and alcohol use in a college male populat,ior, 11 un-
published doctoral dissertation, L97L,

Mouledoux, 1îIdeological Aspects of a Drug Dealershiprr in
Westhues, K. Societl¡ts Sladorv: Stud,Les in the
Socioloqf of _Cogntercul-tures. Toronto: l'{cGraru-Hi11
Ryerson Ltd., L972, ILO-Izz.

Neal, A.G. and Seeman, M. ttOrganizations and Powerlessness:
A Test of t,he }iediation Hypothesistr American
SocÀol-ogigal Revien. 29, April , 1963, 2L6-226,

. and Ret,t,íg, S. ttDimensions of Alienation Among
Manual and Non-lt{anual \'Jorkerstt American Socioloeical
Revierv, 38, August, Lg63, 599-6õ8.

Nie, N.H., Bent, D.H. and llul1 , C.11. SPSS: Stat,istical_
P.ackage fof' the Soc,Lal Sciences. New York: McGraw-
Hill llook Co. , L970.

Differences Between
!{an,!::qq!ion, 5 (5),

llotter, J. B. Sgc;j.al- Lqaln j-.ng anrl C1:inj.cal Psvchology.
Iìnglervoocl Clif f s, N. J, : Prentice-lla11 l-nc. , L9 54 ,



lìr:ùtcr', J.ll. C"f jf,:_ç_ l:iilS.iLqj,o,gl, ( Sccon<i lìcl:i 1-j on
l:1n91-clrr'oocì ().1:j"f f s, N ".1 . : .l'r'etlLi,ce'-ll¿r1-L -l-rrc.,

'l 
^.1- -L\',_-

)
I97L.

Use, ,A Longitudi.nal Social
FresÌrmenrr. Ca!-radian
5, L97 3, 37L^3ó4.

. rlGenclal.izc<1
ExLelnal Contro L oi'

Exi;ec banc:Les l-'or' l-nberrral- \¡er"sus
lÌc i.n l-'or ccnrent tt ! E):gllu J- o i{j- ca 1*
196(r.

in behar.i-or tiieor"¡'. In N. F . ltrashl¡urne ( lld' ) ,
D_ec j-sio.ns. Valtres arrcl Groupq . Yo1_ " 2 . Lorrdon:
P e t"n 

" c.._ã@--( u r e - p u b I i c a t i o n rn a n Lt s c r i p t, )

Rozal<, 1l. The lr'1al<j-¡ret of a Corrnt,ercrrlture. Ners York:
Dor-r'blecia¡' Û Co., I¡c" , 1969.

Iìush:Lng, hr.A. ltCla-ss, Polr'er and Â1íenation: Rural Dif-
f er-enccslf Soc j-onic'cly- , 33 , L97 O, I66-L7 7 "

Sadava, S.\,,I" 114 Fie1cl-fllheoretical Study of Co1-lege Student
of Bellar.i-or:ial Science"Dr'us tisett Canaclj.alrJourna.l

3, Lg7'.L, 337-3,+6"

lrionqsr'Êp¡s, 8o ( l- ),

, Seeniern, lr'1 . Il . & L,iverattbr S . lrlntertral versus
Dx{-crnal- Conbrol- of RejnLorcclnetrts: a nia.ior varialr-Le

, ttPat te rrrs o'i Co-1l ege S|udent Drug Use: a social-
" E5y-gþ".fogt g_91. Regq-fls , 33 , L97 3 ,psycìrological stuc!¡'it

7 5-86 .

. f niti at:lou to C annal:i s
Ps¡'ç1-,o1ogica1 SLticiy of Coilege
Joi-rrne^.1- of Behar':i.ora1 Science,

Schick, ,l.F-,, Smi-th, D"ll. arrtcl IIe-vers, F.Ii. rtUse of Mar"ijuarna
in the liaight-l';.;i-:l;ury Subculturell in Smii;h, D.E. The.
l{er,¡ Sgçj,a-1. Drug " Lìnglervor-¡cl Clif f s, N. J. : Prentice-Ilal1
Lg7O, 41,*62.

Schof ielcl, If . The St,r"angq Case o¡1

Books Lt,d. , f-()7L.
Po {- Fì ngl an<l : P enguin

Seeman,. I*i. 1r0n Lhe }{eaning of Â.iienationlr
ionical lìevj-er,¡. 24, 1959 , 782-79L,

. ttAl.i-enation, I'lenl:e::'ship
Pub l.i <: OIri-n;i-on f)uai:LcrIl¡. 30

Anerican Soci-o-

ancl Polj-bical Knorvl-edgeil
(:), 19ó6, 353-367.

Simnrons, J. L.
Branr,lon

l1-qujirt a.qq
Ilouse lJc¡ol<

: lvlytlrs anrl lìe¿11,i bi es. Cal-:i-f'orn:La:
Co ", ,L967 .

Sniart,, R., I'e;jer, D,, ancl \Vh:i.tc, J'. ifhc ìl>:t.c¡r{. oll Drtt'g Use
J.gJtS!t"¿::g!!!an*'llororrto,Scirgols : -A Stutlt. ql, (ltrang<:s

€fgfif_U_Q.glp*f-9.2_q.. l.'or't¡r-i1-r,¡: illhc /tclclic;i.:i.orr llesearch
Ii'ourrclat; ion, L97A "



- 10_?

Sjula::'i., Ìlc-:gj-n;r1,d, \Vh.i1-.chead, P "C., anrl T,,afo¡.cst,., L. nl,þc
l)r'evcn1- j-ort ol.' ì)rr-rg Âbusc b't. Young I)<:oir1-e: l,n Ar,¡¡r-rrrrc¡i,
based orì thc Djstríbrrt.j-on. ofl Drug uscrf j-n lSovcleti,
C.L., G:.indsLallf_', C,I,'., a¡rcl \{hjtehc¿rcì, p,C. Crj.tãca!
l-sques-:i-n canacl.i-:rn sq.g!-gb:.'roron{-o : Irolt, lì.inehãrt-
atr.t ii¡i'-tJïããìlF-õãu;,t.r Lr.t. , J.g7L, 534.-40.

SmarL, Il,, Fejer', D., ancl
School rStuden{-s ¡rncl
Coun b-i.cs , '1'oron'Do :

L970.

Âlexancler, Ii. !fir€_qg_g_Â,,lp!g Itigh
TJre-ir Pareirbs i r-l I-i.ncoln arrcl \{e1l_¿rncl

Aclcl icti on 
-Iì"se arch trou",lat iorr:

smarb, R.G. and Fejer, D. trrhe Extenl- of r-rric:Lb Drug use
in Canacla: A llev:Lerv of Cur-ren'b Epiclenriologyrr in Bo¡-cls11,
C.L., Gr"indstaff" C.F", and IVir-Li;eheacl, p.C. Crj-!:Lca1
lFsrlqs ån Ca¡raclian js_ocieby. Toror-rto: I{olt,
Irrinston of Canacìa Lbd", L97L, 508-519.

Rinehart ?

Snri'bh, D,Iì. and l'{ehl , C . ltAn Anal¡rsis of lrlari juana Toxicit¡,rt
ín Smith, D:E" Thg_Nerr', SocÅal Dr.ug. Engle\r¡oocl Cliffs,
N, J. ; Pr"entice-Ëlall- l_nc " , L9TO, 6g-ll ,

Sn¡-dsr,,S . Ii . "l!s_ç_g_qf Uer+jsete. Nerr' York: Oxf o:."cl Universi'Lr.
Pr,ess , L97I 

"

Straits, B. C . and Sechres b, T . * Fur,uher Suppori. of Sonie
Findin6S-s about Char.a.cterisl-j.cs of Smokers a¡rrl IJon-
Smoirersrr JoJ¡rqal o,t, C.onsFltjng ps.ygllolo.nr., 27, L963,ZBZ

S'brickland, B.R. ttThe Prediction of Social Act.ion fr-om
Ä cli.nlensi-on of Tn"Lernal-Ext,ernal controlrr Jour-nal-
@l-qgy, 66, June, 7965, 353-358. -

Suchman, E,A. ttThe tliang Looset Et,iric ancl t,he Spirit of
Drr,r¡; LI;¡e?' in \Vesthlr_êsr l(. S_tciel.)¿_rs ghaclor.{:. Stgclie,s
+l. t'.l:.e Socl.oþ-gy o€_!-qgg!gfgg¿!ur_e..i. foFont o . -ñtcGrar,¡_

Hill- Ryerson Lird., 'L972, LZZ-L36.

lhe John llov¡ald SocietS' rtThe Use of l"larijuapalr Canacllan_
It/elf,¿r_re , 45, Jan , -Feb. , Lg69 , L4-L6 "

Tor,rrrr, M. A.
The

tlI'rivac¡r an
Nerv So c:i- al I)

r.e li'laríjua
, Engleivoo
)-l-4.o.

+l-UII

g"
18

cl

rLr
I

na Lalvstt in Smith, D, E.
d Clif fs, N. J. : Pr,entice-

!ia1l Inc " , I97 O,
!g
_1

Veblen, T. The Tllqory of. Lcisurr: Clasg. Nerv yor,l<: Ì4ac-
li{;i.l1an Co., .l tj99 (},ioclcr,n Lj.l.ir"ary ììclitj.on, L934) 

"

I{esblrucs, I(. ¿rnd Anclcrson, D. ttNoi,es or-l the culttrre of
Mari.juara usc Ânrong 0nbario cat-,trol-ic IIigh school
Stridcl-ttstr ilt WcsLhrles, Ii. Socj.clyr q_Sh:rrlorv: St-.r-rcl:i-cs
!¡j-lhc Sp,C-l_qlggy.-__9-t"_Counl-c,¡,ãìtEä*,.1.,Ik--,,to . fq.rC,l, a,u-
llj-1.1. iìycr.sori i,T¡:, LfM

I{cstntan, l{. C . TIrc l)-r'trrì -lì¡r;i rlgm:i-c: \{hat l l, l,fc¿ins ¿rnd llorv T.C.op¡al- -t !I*- Nõiî--fir"in -Tiìc-m;ffm;ffi



104

I{hitaker, R. Drrrgs alrrl bhe r,arv: The can_aclj-an scene..
Tor.onto: lrlcthuen I'ublicabions, 19 ó9 .

i{hite}read, P.C. Social and Ilpidemiological=_Âspcc!s of
Drrig_IJse in canacla. I'aper presented to the canaclian
Sociology and Anthropology Association, St. Johnrs,
Nervfoundland, June, LgTL,

. rtHead or Brain? Drug Use and Acadentic
Lambert, R.D.
Canadian Case.

Performancerr in Gallagher, J,E. and

New York: Harper û Row

Social Process and Institution: The
ToronLo: Ho1t, Rinehart and Winston of Canada Ltd.,
rg7L, 364-37A "

tr{ittenborn, J.R., Smith, J.P. and \ùiti.enborn, S, A. (editors)
Co$municat,ion and Drus Abuse. Springfield, Illinois:
C,C. Thomas Pub. Co,, Lg6g.

Yablonsky, L. The- Ftipp_ie Trip. Nerv York: \{estern pub.
Co" , 19ó8,

Zeisel, FI " S-av f t With Fieures.-Pub,,m



APPENDTX T

THE QUESTIONNAIRE

- 105



ETERVIEI{ER: TRÂNS¡-ffi, SÂt't'l,E NU

1 Sox (intervi-er*'er check)

I _MaIe
2 Fenale

Were you born j¡r Canada?

l Tes (skip to 5)

ZNo

K,"

3" ïF N0 i.¡r Ìrhat country Ì,rere you born?

OO DNA

If N0 how old Tr€r€ you trhen you
came to Canada?

I _Under 6

2 Betl¡een 6-10 '

3 _Betrøeen 11-14

l+ 15 ard over

0 _DrL{

ffi, in r,¡hat part of Cana.da were
you born?

00 _DNtt

01 ltlantie

02 _Quebøc

0l _Ontario
ol+ 

-Nønttoua0J _Sask.

06 ilberte

t7 __-8,c"

0B *b¡ nlJ,'f 
" u Yukon

?ß

b

5"

6"

¡)
to

¡{u}filEiì

How ol-d. wePo you on your last
birthday? (Before Feb. 1, 19?I) 

"

15" 16, !?" 18, Lg, ?ou

?L, ?20 23, 2l+

Wbat is your marital sitr.ration?

I _SfuSle (never nrarrled)

2 _Mamied

3 _lvidowed
lt Divorcd.

5 

-Separated,
Where dld you grow up for the most
part before you were lJ years of age?
Tlrst ls, ln what city, subrrrb, tonn,
vlU-age or rn¡niclpaj3tyl (Tf outslde
of city or to*n }lmitn speciflr naure
of suburban rnrnicipality and not that
of eity or torm).

æ

9" llhere did you }lvo J ysars ago,
in Feb., 196?

3c

ff the same loestLty ls given
ñr qr.restion I and. 9, thõn ask if
sane dwel}irryl"

Same d*relli.ng as abovo (q" 8)

Hoø man¡r dlfferent resido¡rcos h.a.ve
you llved ln slnco 1960 (for one
month or nore; do not lnclude
vacatlon stops).

I _Ono
2 _turo
3 Thres

B"

10.

4 _For.rr

5 _Flve or si-r

o - teven or mor$
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73"

11. How old Tú6re you *rhen you came to
Cafuary? (If rnovod to Caþary more
than once in life, give ago at lsst
arrival),

I _Under 6 (inolu¿es born hore)

2 _6J:0
3 _.u-r4
,+ _f5 or later

L2, In wbat eormtr¡r lras Jrour father
bornT

2C

In what country y{as yottr nother
b.orn?

?ß

il!. To r¡Ïu,'c ethrric or culturaL sroup
did you* fatherss father Uoiong?

01 *:lrnerlcan
02 _English

o3 

-F*"n"h0l+ , GetuÁ,n

0J _frlsh
06 -_Itallan
07 Jer*f sh

@ _roetherlands
10 *Hor*egian
IL _Polish
l2 Scottåstr

13 *ut*alnran
l¿e *þürced

15 

-c*ttedlen0B *Nativo Indian 16 _other ( speclfy)

98 _ÐK

0 *D¡¡¡tu

15" To what eth¡rlc or cr.l_ltwal group
ùid your mothorrs father Uoione?

01 _Âmorican

02 English

o3 

-tr'""nchd+ German

o5 

-tnluh06 Italla^n

o7 

-Jer+ish
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@ _ltetherLands

10 _Norwegian

11 _PoJJsh
12 Scottish

13 

-uk*aittinn1l[ _Mixed
15 

-cunadlan

hors

hor¡

08 _Native Indian 16 _Other (Specif;

98 _DK

16" .Aro your p.*.r'o.nts both Ltving?

I Tes (skip to 19)

2 _No

ïF_¡¡0" if your father has dlsd
old wore ¡rou tahen he d"ied,?

0 _D¡tJt

ïF_¡ü0, if your mother has d.ied
old reere you when she d.:Led.?

L7.

L8"



\9" l{oro your parents ever separated
or divorced?

iI _Yes

2 _No

?O. What is the tr.ighest grade in school
conpletod by yor¡r father?

0I Elementary (6 or less)

02 _Junior High (7 to 9¡

03 

-Sone 
High School '( 10 or 11.)

@+ _High Schoo] gradrrate

0J 

-Technical 
trainlng (tradeu

eorsnercialu etc., after Ìr.tgh
sehool)

06 _ Sone Uaivereity

07 _Uníversity urd.ergrad degree

0B _Univorsity graduate degree

98 _DK

?!" In his educatlon, did your father
ever attend chwch affi-llat'ed or
separate schools?

1 _No
2 _Tea" 1øss than half the tår¡e

3 
-Yesu 

hal-f the tl.ute

4 _Yese more tllan half the tå-ne

5 Tes, aIL

B _DK
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?2" What is the hlghest grado in school
corapleted by yor:r mother?

0l Elenentar¡r (6 or less)

02 _Junior HJ.gh (? to 9¡

03 

-so*e 
H5gh school (10 or It)

d+ High Schoo1 grad,uate

05 _J""hnical tralning (nursing,
eormerclalu etc,u after Hågh
School)

06 Sone Universlty

07 

-unrversity 
undergrad degree

0B _Unåversity grad d,egree

98 _DK

2-3. In her education, dld your mother
ever etterd. cburch affiliated or
separate sehools?

1 _No
2 Yeso less th¿¡ h¿Lf the ti¡ne

3 _Tesu half the ti:ue

4 _Teso more thar¡ half the time

5 

-Yes, 
aL1

B _Dr(

2lþ. What ls your fatherts occupatton?
That iso ¡øl¡at doos he do l¡ hls
Job? (Cf. Interrrlor¡erts l,lanual)(lf your fathor ls not worklng norr
çshat did he do durl4g rnost of hJ.e
llfetfune) 

"

@,



26,

Now I rrould ILke to ask you how maqy
brothers a,yl slsters yotl havo"
Ploase count aLL those born al-lve,
brut no longer liv1ng, as r'¡ell as
those allve now. Jtlsoo lncludo
stepbrotbers and slsters anC chjJdren
adopted by your ¡:arents.

25, How nany sj-sters did you have?

or None

How nany of these sisters ¡sere o1åer
than you (bcrn earJ:ler)?

None D¡üA

?7. Hoar many brothers did you bave?

Nona

?,8" Hotc nr,aqy of these brothers çrere
older tban you (born earller)?

or None Dlú[

29. Åre you J.lvirlg at home with your
fa:nl\y?

I Yos, r¡ith both pe'r;f_l
)

2 Y.as, l+lth mother onþ )- Stcip
) to31

3 _Yes, wtth father only I

4 _tlo

30"
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fF N0, how old !¡ere you ruhon you }eft
hone?

00 _Ðr{A

01 14 or nnder

Exact age

How mergr children have you ever had?
(live born) (¿\sk of men and r+omen)

I _ûne
2 Jrvo

3 _Thres or more

¿e None

Tho followlng questlons concern
school and r+ork.

Are you presenttry attendlng
school?

1 _les, f\IL tine

2 _Ieso part time 5.n even-tng

3 Ïes, part, tSma ln day

4 _uo (skip to ]5)

3L.

3?,"



3)" IF ÏOU ÂRE PRESEI'ITLT ATTENDTNG
SCHOOL, ¡vou-Ld you pleass teIL me
'¡*here?

oo 

-DNA 
(not attendlns)---TG--

)to
01 _Publ1c Jrnior lilgh ) g0

)
02 _Separate Jr¡nior IifCl¡__I__
03 

-Pou}tc 
senior Iligh ) co

)tod+ Separete Senior Hig!*1*þ_
o5 

-snrt --r_*)ço
06 

-l'fount 
Royal CoILege )

)
o? 

-u" 
of caþa:y, undergrad to

)
08 _U, of Caþar5ru grd )

)

3t+" rF T0! .ARE IN IrrGH JCHOOt_T-HIÞ y04R
¡øb.at patterm are you in

o9 

-luight 
school

10 _Ottrer

0 _DNA,

1 _Matrlcul¿tlon
2 Non*matricu-l¿tion

)3s
)

f Go*-
)
) t'o
)
) _3_6 _

35.

36,
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IF IOU HrlVE BEEN IN I{IGH ScHo0L IN
'IllE P/ltil what pattern !¡ore you i_n?

0 _D¡tfl
1 I'fstriculatlon

2 _Non-matriculatlon

Grading d:Lffers from school to
sehool, Fro¡n Jr¡ntor High School up,
what has boon your general standång
ln your grades?

1 _1{1th tho top gsþup

2 _Âbove average

3 _Jlverage
tp Belot¡ everage

5 _With tbe bottom group

0 _D¡¡
B _D¡C

Hhet ås tbe high€st, grade of
schcol co4lg_te{? (If presentþ
in sehoõflãõãõ cor¡r¡r ir¿u ¡*ó")
0f .Så:( or less

oZ 't to p years

03 

-to 
yCIars

då IL yea.rg

a5 

-Jz 
yes'rs

O6 Ð ysars

07 _Y+ or more yeers

37"



l_" 77

38. TF TOU ÂRE STILL IN SqHoOL, howrar o'o you plan to go in school?

00 _DN¿
01 teave school beforo completlng

high school

02 _Ftnish hlgh school
flnd work

03 

-co 
into lech vocatlonal

trelning aftor high school

dt nnter Junior college
after high school

05 

-gttter 
unåvsrslty after

hlgh sehool

06 _Fhish undergrad, degree and
then go to work

_Go to graduete school

_Other:

ard. then

07

OB

39"

/l-rt

I,low I arc going to ask-a'hÀt-ffi-o
school you have ettended atGaeh
Isve} of educe.tion,

Fårst, Elementery School"

1 _PublJ.c or sscular school

2 _Chureh affli.latod or
Soparate school

3 *Cattrolic publåc school-

¿p *M.ir.ed

Nowu Junlor aÌtd Sonlor Hlgh Schoo}"

1 _PublLo or socular school

2 _Church efflLlated or Soparatø

3 _Cat,hollc pubLÍc school

4 _t"tuea
ø DNA

43"

ileck 2, Col. Pagc I l:l

¿Ê1-. l\re you cumentJy r*orking?

I _los: fr¡IL tj¡ne

? Tos: part tine

3 Noo looking for work

l* _Nou not looking (sklp to 44)

tþ2.

nþtisyour@
what do you do in your job?

æ,

D¡¡.{

lü9uld you please teIL me whlch of
these categoråos best ropresents
your annual_ income (before
deductions)? (Hard Respondent
lneoæ card)

00 _DlrA
01 _undeæ 9500.00 (1)

02 _$5oo"oo _ $gg.oo (2)

03 _$1,000 * $r,4gg (3)

dr _$t,5oo - $1,999 (tå)

05 _þ?,000 _ 6a,999 (5)

06 _$3,Ooo _ $3,ggg (6)

07 _$4,000 - 64,999 (?)

08 _$5,000 - 65"999 (s)

0g _$6,0c0 * fi?,ggg (g)

I0 _$B,0oo * $g,ggg (ro¡

Lt g10u000 or ovor (11)

99 _no r€spons@

(Quøstlon contlnusd)



t+3 
"

(continued)
If an anr¡ual figure cannot bo
given ask for a monthl¡r, r+eekþ or
bi-raeekþ figure, a¡d note the
answsr on t,ho line alloted.

Monthly

Bi-nonth$r

Rl-¡aeekly

Heekþ

Hourþ

Don¡t know

No nesponse

D}q,A

144.

repr esents your f.aryily income?

00 DlJ.,À

0] _Uftden $2,000

02, _62"000 - ü3,ggg

03 _$l¿,000 _ 65,ygg t

or+ _$6,000 - g?,ggg

05 _$8,000 - #g "ggg
6 

--$ro,ooo - $14,999

07 _#L5u 000 or more

99 *No response

(1)

(2) '

ß)
( lr)

(5)

(6)

(7)

+F=I0U_4&E_4/IRRIÐ-, røould you please
t€IJ rÁe which of the categories bost

Page IJ-z

If an annr¡al lncome cannot bo givonu
esk for a monthþo week\r or bi-
weekþ figure and note the answer on
the all-oted lins"

Monthþ

Bi-nonthþ

Bi-weekþ

Weekly

Donrt knor¿

No response

D¡{,4

I+5.

t+6. $' yoti ÂBq NoTl^IoRKrNq ÂND Toti ÂRE
lrm ri^ññr=avr I'uuûLL!.iu., nolr mìlcrr monoy do you
EvilEõ-lfrãnd a woek? (i.ä. r*n*
savirrgs, alloa"ance, ete)" Do not
include board a¡rd, room"

0 _DNl\
L _5Aø or less

z _5Lë to $2.00

3 _92"01 to g5.oo

4 _$5.01 to g1o.oo

5 _Over $10.00 a *resk

+F IOU=4RE ÞfiIRRIFÐ r¡hat is your r+ifess/
nusÞandrs occu,pation. Tbat is, ¡vhat
doos he/she do in his/hor job?

k-

Do you olür1 your own car? (If you
aro marrl-ed, do you have a femilv.
car?) o -

t+7,

1 Yes ?NO
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SECTION B

INSTRUCTTONS

Thls 1s a quostlonnaire to flnd out tho way ln r¡hlch certain
lmportant evonts j¡r our soclety affect dlfferent poople. Eaeh ltem con-
slsts of a pair of alternativos lettored a or bo Please select the ono
statement of each plr (a!d on\r one) whleh you more strongly beliove to
be the ces€ es far as youtre concernedn Be sure to select theiñffi-u actua$r
belJ-evo to be nore true rathor than the one you thlnk you should choose or
the ono you trould l1ke to be true. Thls ls a measure of personel belief;
obvlousþ there are no rlght or wrong a.nsltrers.

Hlease anstrer the itens eerefulþ but do not spend too nmch
tlme on er\y onê ltem.
the e or b ¡+hich you

Be sure to flnd an answer for every choice. Circle
choose as the statement more true,

Tn some lnstances you nay dlseover that you belleve both
statements or neither oneu In such easosu be sure to select the one you more
strongþ believe to be the ease as far as youure concernedu AlsoTry to
respond to eaeh item indepenlþI!_1_l'_ r+hen naking your chofco I do not be lnfLuenced
by your previous cholõãã,TTÏã-€here l-s somo ovorfappi:rg, each lter¿ is
lnportant for ltself"

CircLe ths a or b whleh you ehoose as the ste.ternent nore trrue"

lr8, ao l"frny of the unhappy tJrlngs J-n peoplees lives are partþ due
to bad luek"

bo Peoplets nisfortunes result fro¡r the mlstakes thoy røke"

ao I¡r the long nrn people get the respeet they deserve in thls world.
b" Unfortunatelyu an lndividueles lrorth often passes unreeognlzod no

n¡atter hor+ hard he trles"

eo Wlthout the rlght breaks one eannot be an effectlve leaderu
bo Capble people who fa1J. to become leeders heve not takon

advantage of thelr opportunities"

a.o No nattor how hard you try sone people Just donot Ilke you"
b. Pooplo who ean?t get others to like tl¡em donot understand how to

get along w'1th othors"

8,ê ïn ths case of a well prepared studont there 1s rareþ lf ever
such e thlng a6 an unfalr test"

b" l&.ny times 6xan questlons tend to bo so unrolated to course work
that studylng 1s realþ useless"

&o Bocornlng a succoss ls a natter of hard work, luek hae little or
nothlng to do t'l-th lt"

b, Gettfug a good job deponds rnalnþ on belng l¡ the rlght pJ-ace
at the rlght tlrne.

49"

50,

5?.

5r"

É.2
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,4, a6 the everage cltlzen cen h,ave an inf -uonco 1n goverrunent declslons.
b. Tris world ls run by tho fow people in power, and thore 1s not

nuch tho l-ltt1e gt\y cån do about 1t"

55" a. When T nake pLans, I an almost cortaín that I can rrako then work,
b" ït 1s not always wlse to plan too far ahead bocause narry thlngs

turn out to bo a nrstter of good or bad fortune arryhow"

56, ao Raclal dlscriml¡atlon 1s here to stay"
bo People may be projudlced but 5-tgs posslbÌe for CanadLan soclety to

completeþ rld ltself of open discrlmlnatlon.

57, ao h ny easo getting what I r+ant has lltt1e or nothing to do ¡rith Luck,
bu lbny times we might just as r.¡e}l decide r*hat to do by flipping a coln.

58, ao l{ho gets to be the boss often depends on who was lucþ enough to bo
1n the right place first.

bu Getting people to do the right thing depends upon abllity, luek has
lit'sls or nothi¡g to do wlth it,

59" eo As far as world affairs aÌie coneerned., most of us are the victlms
of forees lre cen nelther understsnd, nor control,

bn Ð takj¡g an actlve part in pclltlcal and soclal affairs the people
can control ¡¡or1d events"

60" &o l"hny Indians l¡ho donet d.o well ir¡ life have good training, but the
opportunftles just alr,rays go 'uo u'hitos 

"b" I¡rdians m-ay not have the same opportunities as whites u but ruany
Indians hsvsn8t prepared themselves enough to nake use of the
oppor"cunities that come their wayc

61" a. Most, people don9t reallze the extent to r*hlch thelr I1ves are
eontrolled by aceldental happenings,

bo Thore realþ is no such thlng as '5.uck". !

62" aa It is hard to hnow whether or not a person rea$r l1kes you,
bu Hot+ iriany friends you have depends upon how nlee a person you Lreo

63" ao l¡Ilth enough effort we câ.n wipo out po11tJ-cal cormptlon"
bu It is dlfflcult for people to have ur¡ch control over tho thlngs

po1it,lclans do in offf"ce"

&" aê Fbny tlmes I foel thÂt I hsve llttle l¡flLuonce over the thÍngs that
happen to meo

b. ït fs fmposslbì-e for mo to belleve that, chance or luck plays an
lmportant role 1n n'q¡ l1fe"

65, sÊ l,lhat heppens to mo l-s rT or.rn doing,
b. Sometlmes I feel that I don¡t have enough control over the dlrectlon

tr¡¡ 1Lfe 1s takhg.



e would like to
eams you belong
tlon wrlte the

know somethtng about the organlzatlonsr clubs and
to" In the blank ln front of each type of organl-
NIJMBER of organizations like thls to whlch you

66,

67,

tc"r æi

68,

Ao

7o,

7I"

72,

73,

Fage 115

Youth groups (fire f u Boyss Club, Guid-esu Scoutsu etc.)

.School organizatlonsu teams, clubs (Sport'su d.ebating, cheerlead.ingø
fraternlties, newspaper u etcn )

-sporbs 
tearns (aI1 sporfs tearns except those assoclated- wlth school)

-Volunteer 
groups (Candy Stripersu etc.)

-Rellgious 
groups (ccftr CYOu etco)

-Political 
groups (young Liberal.su etc")

I¿bour Unlons

-Other 
types of organizations not listed- (please spctfy)

d.o not belong to any organlzations,7+" 
-r

75" About how many times a month
d.o you attend. a meeting or
other activity' connected. with
organlza+-ions?

0f 
-None 

dl 
-Four

01 

-One 
0J 

-Flve02 

-þo 
06 -Stx or

more
0l _lhree
In elther of the 1x.st two yeaxs
d.ld. vou tako i:art ln the l"larch

\for l'1an (Mlles for l'llJ.lionsJe
or ln other walkathons or
slmllar actlvlL.les almed at
ralslng money for charlties?

I 
-Yes2 

-No

Last summer d.id- you attend. the Prlnce0s
Isfand. Roclc Festivalu Festlval
Erpresse or any other rock festival?

¿+ 

-r 
dld. not attend any

I I attended. one

2 _I attend.ed t¡ro

3 _I attended- three or more

Other than l'llles for l'liIIlons have you
taken part ln any demonstratlons ln the
past tr+o years?

1 _No
2 _Yes, If yes , ttould. you please

speclfy vlhat the cause was and.
the form the d.emonstratlon took"

?7"

78"
76"

In the following questions
ur answer r¡i



79,

þo1 60

80.

following are questions
o the use ot'dru

Do you favor the legalization of
narihuana?

l- _Yes e def lnlteIy

2 Yes, I think so

3 _I really d.onet kno¡+

¿F _-T d.onqt think so

5 _ JDeflnitely not

Bruç lnclud.e marlhuanau gluee
barbituratesu opiates, stimula.nts
{pep pills) u'trånquilizersu Ls
a¡rd. other hallucinogenso Check the
ca.tegory that applies to you,

t 
-T 

have used. drugs * I am sttlI
using them.

Z . _I have used drugs - ï might
"¿se thern agaln.

3 *J have used. drugs - I am not
using them again,

- I have not used. arueÞTî*)
might Ilke to try themo J skiP

)to
__I have not used drugs - f ).t, 85

am not golng to use them" )

81" In the papt slx nonths (slnce
Septenber) I have used. marlhuanae

I *J,lot at all

2 _One or two tlmes

] *;!hree or four tlmes

4 **_Flve or slx tlmes

5 _Seven ox more tlmes

Page I 1Ó

82, In the p.st slx months (since
September) I trave sniffed glue
or other solvents (iou" e nail poIlsh
removere pint thi-nner, gasolineu
etc. ) ¡

I _Not at all

2 _One or two t imes

I _lhree or four tines

4 _Five or slx times

J Seven or nore tlmes

QE fn the past six months (since
September) I have usea
tranquilizers å

1 _Not at all

2 --One or two times

3 Jhree or for:r times

4 _Five or slx tines

J Seven or nore times

In the lnst slx months (since
September) I nave used opiates
(heroinu morphineo opiun)

1 _Not at all

2 

-One 
or two tlmes

I .lhree or four tlmes

l+ 

-Flve 
or slx times

J Seven or more tlmes

&+o
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87"85" Have any of your bnothers or
sisters taken marihuana or sniffed.
glue?

0 I have no brothers or sisters
1 lheyove used. narihuana only

2 Theyeve used. glue only

J 
-lhey 

8ve used. both marihuana and.
glue

4 
-!heyEve 

never used. narihuana
or glue

I I donst know

Does your mother use tranquilizers,
stimulants or barbiturates?
0 _I have no mother

I Never

2 Less than'once a nonth

3 EVery week but not everry d.ay

4 _Nearly every day

B I don8t know

trage LL7

Does your father usc¡ tranqui-lIzers,
sti¡rulants or barbiturates?

0 _I have no fathe::
I _ Never

2 Less than once a month

3 _EVery week but not every da;'

4 - Nea::Iy every day

I I donst k¡ow

In the trnst slx rnonths (since.\September) I have used. alcohoL
(w ine , beer u r+hiskey u girr, etc 

" ) :

1 _Not at all
2 Less than once per month

J _About twice per month

4 _.A.tout three tlmes per month

J _About four or more times per
month

86,

ere are some morffi puþIj-c issues, ouJ_o you
ther you agree or d.isagree with then,

iso Be sure to answer every questÍon,
and. then d.ecid.e

Obriously, there
how strong
is no right

your feeling
oI wron8

CIRCLE YOI.IR ANSl,lEA

89, Poor pcople have no one
but themselvesu

90" I have a lot of respect
local pollce.

[trongly $gree

{gree

lncertain
Disagree

[trong]y Pisagree
(z) (t) (4) (s)

ùlt

tå.

U

D

SD

(r)

=

sD

D

to blame

for the
SA SD
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(r) (z) (:) (k) (s)

93, If you try hard enough you
can usuaS-1y get what you
want.SAAUÐS

92" ItBs a1]- right to get around
the l¿w 1f you can gÞt away
rqlthtt, SA A U D SD

93, l4ost pub11c officials (people
in publie office) are not really
interested in the problens of
the average mano SA A U D SD

94, Suckers d.esen¡e to be taken
ad.vantageof" SA A U D SD

Deek 3 Co

95, Most teachers are
d-ed.ica.ted. and. concerrred.
about tlrei¡ stud.ents"

96, Most people on *ru-,-frt"
could. te-5¡e care of them-
selves if they really
wanted. to,

97" Peop -e too easily blame
"the syst,en" wlthout really
trying to succeed..

98. Being unemployed is nostly
societyÊs fault rather than the
lnd.ivid.ua.l ss fault 

"

99, To get ahead you have to do some

]00" The best way t,o lmprove r¡orld
cond.ltlons is for each nan to
take care of hls own corner of
the workL.

AUDSD

AUDSÐ

AUDSDSA

SA

thlngs that are not right" SA

AUDS

AUDSD

SAAUDS
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!cotrf

he flnal
ould. you

heck ln

statenrents in this sectlon are a
please answer them accord.lng to

iate box

little more detail-ed,
the categorles supplied

Once again
by puttlng

FulIy
Agree

(r)

Parbly Un-
Agree Cerbain

(z) (3)

Partly Fuì-}y
Dls- Dis-

Agree Agree
(4) (¡)

101" Suffering, injustice and- flnally
, death are comnon to all men.
jBut things are not all bad, These
realltles can be given meaning by what
e believe,

02" In the face of the alinost con-
ti.nuous confllct and. violence

in life, I donst think men wifl ever :

learn to live in resnect and- Deace wlth
e another"

10+, Somehow I eannot get very
:l-nterested. in taik about "'bhe

i105. Despite the often troubled ccn*
| ¿ftions of hunan life, I believe
Itft*t there is ord.er and pattern '1;o

lexistence that ls worth searching for'"

106" How sure are you ttrat you have found- the a.nsllers to the neaning and. purpose
of Life?

I 
-I 

am qulte eerbain and for the most parb I grew up knowing these things"

2 __T am quite cerlain aIthough at one tlne I was pretty uncerLain,

3 _I am uncerLain whether or not I have found them,

4 _I am qulte sure I have not found. them,

5 _J d.onst really bel-ieve there are answers to these questionsu

6 l- have never thought about it serlously"

103" Religlous
whatever

beliefs and. praeticesu
they may be, seem to me

and. resources,waste of time



Gilæ

P:rge 120

Ig7. Do you think that you need some
form of rellgio:rs o::ientatlon or
bel1ef j.n o::cJ.cr to achleve a fuIIy
rnature outlook on life?

1 
-pefinitely 

yes

2 
-YesJ -Not sure

4 
-ttoJ 
-Definitely 

not

108, How strong was the religious
climate ln your hone when You
were growing up?

1 

-Very 
strong

2 
-Quite 

strong

? Qa*a, vvltrg

4 Slight

J _None

109, How strong an influence was
religlon in yor:r attitud'es and.
behavior when you were growing
up?

1 

-Very 
strong

2 

-Quite 
strong

I -Sone

t+ _" _S15.ght

J _None

IS SECTION of the quesbionnaire deals wi-Lh reljgion and re-ì-ated" to

110, To what degree wou1d. You say
rel J rrion now has an influence
your life?

1 _Very strong

2 

-Quite 
strong

J _Sone

4 - plIght

J _None

111, If your answers to the last two
questions were not the sameu would-
you please ind.icate at approximately
what age you think the change took
place?

l-l-2" Do you think that you can develop
a well-rounded. religious lIfe aparb
from an organized. church?

1 

-DefinitelY 
Yes

2 

-YesI 
-Not 

sure

4 _No

J 
-Definitely 

not

113" If you were in need. of advice about
a d.ifficult personal problem, would'
you thlnk of consulting a
clergrman?

I I would. rarelY think of
consulting him on a Personal
rroblem.

2 
-He 

mlght or mlgtrL not be one of
the persons with whom Iod consul-t

3 _.He would be one of the flrst
persons l¡ith whom Iûd. consult,
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Here are sp,Te, questions on rellgious be_liefs.

Please CIRCLE your answersc

Page L2l.

DT B D_eflnitely lrue
PT ã lrobably lrue¡ you tend to

belleve it,
U=

PNT E

DNT E

(r) (z)

DT PT

Uncertain

lrobably [ot lrue

lefinitely [ot lrue
(3) (4) (s)

U P}II DNT
L]4. Do you belleve there is a God?

115" Do you think God is l_ike a Heavenly
Father who watches over you?

116, Do you believe that God. allslrers
peoplees prayers?

II7 " Do you believe tn l-ife after death?

118" Do you believe that, when they are
ableu GoC expects people to worship
Him i:r their churches eveaf¿ week?

]19" Do you belj.eve that Jesus was God.os
only Son sent lnto the world to save
sinfr.¿l man? P}iT DNT

LzA" Do you beLieve that the Devil
actuall¡r exists? DT pT U pMI DIIT

].,2I" Miracles ac.bually happened just as
the Bible says they did,, ÐT pr u pltr DN'r

J22, lookÍ-ng over thls last series of questions (r:+-rzr) d.o you thi¡k any of thesebellefs are import,antu and even central values ln your rîret
I Yes, all of them are central bellefs ln my life,
2 No, none of them are central beliefs in my 1ife,

J Sone of them are central bellefs in my life"

!23" Jf l-og=?lls'rered thal"somq o-f them are centrêI" would. you please go back of theli@ put a check nark ln front of those you consid.er centra1to your life,

DIfT

Dll'i'

PIVi'

PNT

U

U

.rh

.rt

PT

DT

DT

DNl'

P}{T DNT
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ere is a serles of statements on attitudes toward. religlous toplcs" Do
u atree" di.sar¡cee. etc", w

SA a fltrongly {gree

A = {gree

U 6 pncerbaln

D Ë Pisagree

S E fltrongly Disagree

(r) (z) (t) ('¿+ ) ß)

LZI+" The work of the churches couId. be
done just as welJ by schools and.
soclal ageneies,

I25" Ìlliraclese even if they did ¡lot
happen exactly as they are
reporbed.u a"re true in the sense
that they speak about Godes love
and. action ín the world"

726" Among all the great men j-n
history Jesus Christ gives nan
the best i:rslghl; lnto God."

!27, Christlan faith requires tha't,
one belong to an organized. church,

!28" If enough men were brought to
Christ, soclal ilIs would take
care of themsefves.

I29 " The ld.ea of eternal reward. or
punlshnent has no i:rfluenee on
ny life"

L30, It ls not as lmporbant to
worry about life after d.eath
as about what one can do i-tr this
l-lfe"

I)I" The separatlon of Ilfe and
things lnto the religi.ous and
the non-telielous is a false
dl-vlslon"

SDDA

SDD

SD

SD

D

D

SDDA

SDD

D SD



P;rge J-23

þe fo]lowlng questions deal- with the reJattonship between rgJ-i4j.o¡. and

a]ily" !loul-d. you please answer them according to the same categori-es
Àb-oveu [tron6]y Agreeu Agreee lncerlainu Disagree, anrl fltrongJ.y Disagree"

ls the Jast of the attitud.e

(r) (z) 0) (4) (s)

'L32, Re1igion, even ln lts best sensee
ls optrnsed to true moral living
because ii leads people to d.o things
for selfish rev¡ard.s, SA

I33" Religion ls imporbant only in terrns
of its ability to help us love
and. se:rye or¡r fellow mano

IY" Belief j¡r God and living a moral
Iife are the sane thing"

I35, The churches should keep out of
soeial and. politicaf mat'Lers.

136" Faith is one of Lhe bases of inoral
living"

l3?, Which,one of the five state¡nents above best expresses your feelingabout
the relatlonship between re)-igion ano noral- livlng?

None of'these" My opinion of the relationship between religion and morality
i-s as follows:

I38" Some people have d.oub,ts about thei¡ religious beliefs. Hou1d you please
check the one statenent that comes closest to your att,ltud.e on thls nattern

I 
-I 

donst really have doubts about faith"

2 _Yly doubts about fai't,h are really a sign that I ain not as good a
religious person as I should. be"

, 3 "-llhile I d.o have doubts about my fai.thu I thtnk thls is normal in the
life of even a comnritted- religlous person'

l, _ I have no religlous bellefs"

D

D

SD

s



lco] 60 Frrge 1'14

e içoul-d l-ike to ask you about reJ-igious experiences and prayero Listcd bel-ow
are a nunber of speclflc types of religious exlcrlence whích people have reported

vl-ng, Since you were 12 have you ever had. any of these experlencesu anri how
1ure &re

(r)
Yes, I om

sure I have

(Nart wlth an X)
( ,>\
\r- l

Yesu ï think
I have

O)
No, I have

not

. A sense of being saved- in Chrlst.

l" A feellng of belng punished. try
God- for something you had. done,

o A sense of warm and. close
union with God.

I45, A sense of having been
enlightened by God.

!+6" A feeling that God has asked you
to d.o sonething for him"

/. Other experlences you have con-
sidered. to be rel5.gious but which
you would- not express in the above
categories"

L3g, A feellng that you
ln the oresence of

were
God.

somehow

L" A sense of belng niraculously
helped by God,

2. A feeling of being afraid. of God"

148. How lmportant i¡r your life d.o you consider these religious experiences to be?

O I have not had. any religious experlences

1 None Here ever really important to ne

2 _0ne or some were qulte important at the time

J _One or some are stl11 imporüant experiences

149, If vou answ_qlçè_1oæ q:_so_@"

stlll important experiences in your 1lfe,

but they are not now.

in my fife"

, would. you please go back over
front of those you consid.er

f.50, trf you have the timeu would you care to conment on any of your experlences
referred- to in questlon 14/"
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151. How often do you pray
prlvately?

I ._I never pnay at alt
-/ (go to c¡uestion lJJ)

2 _! pray only at church
services (go to question
tfi)

3 -'f pray once in a whi1e, but
not at regu3-a.r intervaLs

4 _l pray regularly several tlmes
a week

5 _f pray regularly once a day or
hATô

152, How important is private prayer
in your life?

I _Þcbremely inportant

2 *!'airly important

J --Not too lmportant

ll _wot imporbant

his is the last part of the
uestionna.j-re. It concerns your
lationship to church I

Have you been baptized?

I Yes

2 _No
B _ Ðon 8t know

L5)"

Page 725

I9, We::e you ma¡ried in a church
or synaSogue?

0 I am not married.

1 .Yes

2 _No

I55" Are you a mernber of a parbicular
religious gfoup?

01 _No u I am not a member of
any religious group (Stip
to question I59)

OZ _Anglican 08 _þesbyterian
0l Baptist 0p Roman

CathoLic
dl Jewish

r0 " Salvation
0J ,LaLter Day Army

Saints

06 Lutherans 
tt 

-ffif,:T#
0/ _Pentecostal 12 _United

Church

Other (specify)

156" How imporLant woul-d- you say your
church or synagogue membership
is to you?

I Extremely important

2 _Quite important

I _Falrly important

4 _wot too lmportant

J *Falrly unlmport,ant



Thinking of your J closest
frlend.s e how many share your
d.enominat ional aff il-lation
(u,g. Jewish, Unlted. Churchu etc,)?

I4 YOU CONSIDER YOURSELF_AT'I.r\CHED to
a congregatione how imporfant wouLd
you say yortr congregatlon ls for you?

L Ertremely imporbant

2 

-Qulte 
import'ant

I _Fairly imporLant

4 

-llot 
too lmporLant

J 
-Fal.rly 

unimporbant

161" Thinking of your five cl.osest frj-end.s
how many are members of your locaÌ
congregation or synagogue?

| 160"

6 None

1 _One

2;þo

Page 1-26

< 't h7ôô

4 _Four
( Eri r¡o

6 _None

1 _One

2 

-þo

J Jhree

4 _Four

J _Five
158" Have you ever been a menber of

a denomination or religion other
than your present one?

I _No 2 Yes

.J-59, Do you consider yourself attached
to a parblcular l-ocal congre-
gation?

L_ Yes

2 

-No 
(st<ip to questlon 162)

IF YOU ARE NOT A MEI'TB¡,R OF A PARTICULAR REIIGIOUS
GROIIP PLEASE ANSI^IM THESE QUESTIONS

ease so to ouestr-on

L6Z" If you are not a rnernber of a partlcular religious groupa dc you have a
religtous preference? That isu do you consid-er yourself part of a

trnrficular religious herltages even if you are not a fornral nenber of the group?

01 _No, I have no religious preference 0B 

-þesþterian02 _Anglican
0l Baptist

dt _ Jewish

05 _LøLter Day Saints

06 _Lutheran

0/ *Pentecostal

0t _Roman Catholic

10 _Salvation Arny

11 _Usalnian Cathol-ic

12 _Unit,ed Church

1l 
-Eastern 

(Hinduism, Bud.dhlsm, etc,)

1ll 

-I 
conslder myself Christj.an but not

attached- to a church group,

Other



163, If you are not a member of a parbicular

01 _!o, I never was a member

02 _;Angllcan

0l Baptlst

dl -'.--Jewlsh

0J Lalter day Salnts

06 Lutheran

0f _Pentecostal

Page T27

groupç were you eve,r a member?

08 _Presþrt,erlan

0p _Roman Catholic

10 Salvation Army

11 _ukrainj.an Catholic

12 _United Church

Other (please specify)

I&+" l,lhat was the rellgion of your father when you were 10 years of age?
(ff your father was not alive when you were lOu or not living at home,
lndicate h1s religlon prlor to that time)

LL RESPOÀDENTS PLEASE ANSI.JER THE TÐLI,OWING TIO

Other

01 .._None

PB *-pon't know

0ther

0l None

tB _Donot know

165, lfhat was the reI1.glon of your nother when you were 10 years of age?
(tf your mother was not alive when you were 10, or not living at honeu
indicate her religion p::lor to that time")

Religion, Pl-ease answer by marking the number from the right
category found. in the previous questionu number 16lu
for example, 02 = Anglican, etco

Re1lglon. Please use categories shown in c¡uestlon 163"



166" What was the rellgion
spouse ç¡s¡ he-. (she)
years of age?

00 I am not married

01 None

PB 

-Donot 
know

Religion, Please use the
categories shown in
question 16J

0ther

167, llhat ls the religion of your
spouse now?

00 _I am not married

01 _None

Religion" Pl-ease use
eategories shor¡n in

¡ /aquesrLon roj

0ther

168" How often do you attend. chirrch or
synagogue religious services?

1 Never or hardly ever (skip to

-r?2)
2 

-About 
every three months.

J 
-About 

once a month

4 _About twice a month

J 
-Alnost 

every week

6 _i'lore than once a week

l..69" Do you attend. religlous services above
all beca.use of pressure from parentst
a spouse or others?.

l- Yes

2 

-NoI 
-Partly

of your
was 16

170"

I?L

L?2"

Fagc l- 2 8

Which of the following statements
d.escribes your most frequen!
attltud.e toward the reli.gious
services you attend?

] _I am annoyed, at the service

2 I am ki:rd- of "just there" and
donot 1ny too mrtch attention to
whatss going on,

) 
-I 

flnd. lt meaningful

Have you taken cornnunion i¡ the
trnst yea:r?

0 Thls practice does not exist
ln the religion or denomination
to which I belong

I 
--No2 Yese once or twice

3 Yesr three or four tlnes

4 _Yes u about every month

5 Yese more than once a month

6 _Yes u alnost every week

0n the average u d.uring the past
ó months would. you say that you
talked. about religious bei-iefs
with friend.s?

1 _Never

2 
-? 

or J times

] _About once a month

4 _.,About I times a nonth

J _Once a week or more



I73, Hlthln the lnst year have
you attend.ed any classes,
lectures or d,iscusslons on
religlous subject?

_Nou I have not

Yesu I have attend.ed.
followlngl (check as
necessary)

l?3" _Rellglon classes
school

Pagc 129

I79, Durlng the trnst year have you
read. any magazine or newspaper
arLiel-es whlch dealt with
questlons of religious bellef or
worship?

4 None

l- lor

2 7to

I 
-l'lore

fhe
many as

ln Separate

2

T2

than a dozen

I7l+, Srlnday School-

L75" Youth goups (CCff u etc,)

I?6" _University religious
discussion groups

L7? " _Pre-marrlage religious
lnstructlon

Other types (Speciry)

IB0" pg*Von"ss ldeas change from i;ine to time" Hould. you Fay that the church
(c.Lersrmenu official documentsu religion classes, etc.) fras played. any
lnrb in changing an:¿ of your opinlons within the past two or three years?

L _ Yes¡ the church has changed iny opinions a greaL d.eaf"

2 Yesu tho church has cLø.nged. my opinions sornewhat"

3 
-f 

donÊt know whether or not the church has changed. my oplnions.

4 - r d.on't thlnk the chrrch has changed. my opinlons on anythin8"

ln¡¡w You FOR YOUR CO-OPmATION%È%

Any eomments?
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TABLI] 1

Analysis of Variance Test for Significance of
lrfull-ip1e Correlation of Independent Variables
(ftticit Drug Use, I-E, ASF) on Participation
in ttTighttt Organizations for Calgary Youth

Source
Sum of
Squares

Degrees of
Freedom Mean Square

Regression

Residual

Total 3067.46

L5.94

3051.52 66L

5. 31

4.62

664

F : 1.15
N. S.

TABLE 2

Anal-ysis of Variance Test for" Significance of
Multiple Correlation of Tndpendent Varial:les
(Marj-juana Use, I-E, ASF) on Participation in

ttTightrr OrganízaLions for Calgary Youth

Source
Sum of
Squares

Degrees of
Freedom Mean Scuare

Regressì-on

Residual

Total

L2.39

3055.07

(

66L

66+

4.L3

4.62

3067 "46

F _ 
"Bg

N. S.
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TABLE 3

Analysis of Variance Test, for Significance ofIft]1Lip1e Corrclation of Inclependent \rar"iables(Alcoho1 Use, I-8, ASF) ott Þarticipation inttTighttt Organizatj-ons for Calgary youth

Source
Sum of
Squares

Degrees of
Freedom Mean Square

Regression

Residual

Total

32,09

3035.37

J

66L

10. 7o

4. 59

3067 .46 66+

F - 2.33
N"S.

TABLE 4

Anal¡.sis of Variance Test for Significance ofMultíp1e correlation of rnclepenclent varial¡les(ftticit Drug Use, I-8, ASF) on participation
in rrLoosett Organizations of Calgary youth

Source
Sum of
Squares

Degrees of
Freedom Mean Square

Regression

lì.esídua1

Total

96 .22

34r.24

4

6t¡
32 .07

.51

437 .46 6tt

P : 63"34
p <.01
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TABLE 5

Analysis of Variance Test, for Significance of
l"Iultíple Correlat ion of Indepenclent \¡ariables
(Ifarijuana Use, I-E, ASIr) on Par.ticipation in

trLooserr Organizations for Calgary Youth

Source
Sum of
Squares

Degrees of
Freedom Mean Square

Regression

Residual

Total

g .11

346.35

437 "46

4

674

30 .37

'51

677

L-_t-

p<
59"10
.01-

TABLE 6

Analysis of Variance Test for a Significance of
Multiple Correla'Lion of Independent Variables

( Alcohol Use, f-E, ASF) on Participatíon inlrI-ooselt Organj-zations for Calgary Youth

Source
Sum of
Squares

Degrees of
Freedom Mean Souare

Regression

Residual-

Total-

2I .46

416.00 6t¡

7.r5

.62

437 .46 677

F = 11,59
p <.01
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TABLE 7

Analysis of Variance Test for Significance ofMultiple correlatio' of rrcrepencrã't vãria¡res(rtricit r]rgg. u.?, 
. 
r-8, AsF)^ ," pä"t j.Iipoti.o"

in Soci-al Activism via lrfiles for Iuliliions.
etc. for Calgary youth

Source
Sum of
Squares

Degrees of
Freedom Mean Square

Iìegression

Residua]-

Tot,a]-

L.24

166.99

L6B ,23

674

6zz

"41

,25

þ- : L.67
N"S,

TABLE B

Analysis of Variance Test for. Significance ofMultiple correlation of rndependãnt vã"larrr"s(Iiarijuar-ìa Use, f-8, ASF) on participation insocial Act'ivi-sm viã Miles f or rrriiii;;;; erc.for Calgary youth

Source
Sum of
Squares

Degrees of
Freedom Itfean Square

iìegression

Residual

Tot,al

-/.50

L67.67

{

674

.18

,25

l-68 . zs 677

F_
N"S,

74
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TABLI] q

Analysis of Variance Test for Significarìce of
Multiple Correlation of Tndependent Variables
(A1coho1 use, I-8, ASF) on Participatíon on
Social Activism via }fi].es for ltfillions, etc.

For Calgary Youth

Source
Sum of
Squares

Degrees of
Freedom It{ean Square

Regression

Residual

Tot,a1

. Bg

767.40

L6B .23

ô

674

677

eR

" LJ

F : 1.11
\Tq

TABLE 10

Analysis of Variance Test for Signi.ficance of
l4ult,ipIe Correlation of Independent Varial:les
(ftticit Drug Use, I-E, AStr) on participation
in Social Activism via Other Demonstratrons

For Calgary Youth

Source
Sum of
Square

Degrees of
Freedom Mean Squar.e

Regrcssi-on

Resiclual,

Tol.al

3.ó0

74.45

3

674

L,20

.11

.88

78.05 677

F:l-0
p < .01
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TABT,E 11

Analysj-s of Variance Test
It{ultip1e Correlati-on of T
(l'tarijuana Use., f-8, ASF')
Social Actívism via Other

Calgary

for Significance of
ndependent Varíab1es
orì Partici-pai,ion in
Demonstrations for
Youth

Source
Sum of
Squares

Degrees of
Freedom Mean Square

Regression

Residual

Total

4.L3

73"93

õ

67L

6ll

1"38

.11

78.06

F : L2,54
p <.01

TABLE L2

Analysis of Variance Test for Sígnificance of
Multi-pl e Correlation of Indepenclént Variables(A1cohol Use, I-8, ASF) on pãrticipation in
Social Activism via Ot,her Demonstrations for

Calgary Youth

Source
Sum of
Squares

Degrees of
Freedom It{ean Square

Regression

iìesidual

Tot,al

1,09

76.97

aJ

6z+

,36

.11

78.o6 677

P: 3.18
p< "05
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CHI SQUARE TESTS OF RELATIONS}IIP BET\fEEN DRUG USE

AND SELECTED DEMOGRAPHIC CH/TRACTERfSTICS OF A
SAMPLE OF CALGARY YOUTH

L37
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TAI]LE 1

Sex, Age, lr{arital Status and Socj-o-economic
Status by Illicit Drug Use

f 11icit, Drug Use .-( ExcL_rdine Alcol-ro_1)

N9 I'fistrt yes ToLaL %, fl[)
sgx
Male
Female

x2=11

Age
15-19 years
20-24 years

ItaCA!.af _StatueSingle
Marr"ied
tr{í.do rved,
Separate or
Divorced

(:o-39¡
( +o-5e ¡High (,60-7 6)

4B
61

13 39 100 ( 6gs )10 29 100 (:¡o)
(6qs)

,20 d.f. : 2 p<.01

)J
JJ

13
9

100
100

J4
Jo

J9
t7

3B

p ( .001

32
32
32
45

(sao¡
(:r5¡. 

-(b95)

( s+z)
(r+o)

(rs)
(6qs)

(677)

*2= 3.01 d.f. : 2 N.S.

49 t2
7t 11

62

100
100

1000

t
tx- : 27,16 d.f .

Sociol_economj.c Statusa
Low \25-29 ) 02

55
57
39

6
13
11
IO

100
I00
100
100

(113)
(zsr-)
(1eB)
(11s)

*2 : L5"gz cl.f . : ó p<,oz

utsli..h"r,,
Canadatt
t967, 4,

B.R. r^,
Canadi_an

Socio-Economic Inclex for Occupations in
,-4r- 53 .
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TABLE 2

Sex, Age, lt{arital St,atus and Socio-econonic
Status by Frequency of }tarijuaua Use in t,he

Past Six Months

FrequencJ o:Ê-Mariiuana Use

None occasiongl Resular Total iá (!)

Sex
Male
Female

Age
15-19 years
20-24 years

2X:

7L6L6
L2107

L2
11

2.L6 c1. f , : 3 N.S.

B

: 6 p<

L4
4

0

.001

loo ( 364)1oo (ssz) (oso)

loo ( 3Bo)10o ( sro) (oqo )

100
100

100 ( r¡) 
rcs6)

Marital S'batus
Single
Married
trfidowed,
Separated or
Divorced

2x : 38"7L cl,f 
"

Socio-economic St,atus
o

( So-gg ) 68 11
( 4o-s9 ) 6t 9

High (60-76) 54 9

*2 : L6,g3 d"f " : g

61
70

Never

66
64

*2:22.22 d,f. :3 p<.001

L4
13

aU

11

(s¿¡)
(140)

L6
5

61 9
B¡ 9

62 31

10
13
L4
L7

trq

L3
B

10
20

100
100
100
100

(114)
(z+g)
(zoo)
(115)

(678)



TADLD 3

Sex, Age, lrlarital St,atus, ancl Socio-econonric
Stat,us by Frequency of Alcohol Use in the

Past Six lt{onths

140

(¡zB)
(sta,) 

rcgz)

(s+r)
(13e)

(:-z) . ,
1692)

None

Sex

MaIe
Female

I
15

*2 : 16. 83

Age

15-19 years 15
20-24 years B

*2 : 25,63 d, f 
"

It{arítaL Status

Single 13
Married B

I{idowed,
Separated or
Divorced B

Freouencv. of_AIcohol Use

Occasi-onal Regular Total. %

100
100

d.f. : 2 p < .001

100
100

:2 p<.001

50
36

40
49

fÀ)

(ro5¡
1327 ) (ogz)

35
54

50
3B

44
49

25

46
4L
49
4L

43
4,5

o'/

40
/1 1al

3B
51

100
100

100

100
100
100
100

n
xo=S.g4d.f.:4N.S.

So ci o,-gc o nomi.c_St atus
Low (zs-zg)

(¡o-¡s)
( 40-se )I{igh (6c)-7 6) B

13
L2
13

(LL2)
(zqz )
(zoz)
(113)

(6t +)
2x :7.53 d.f . : 6 N.S.
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TABLE 4

Parents Separated or Divorced and ltlhere Youth Grerv Up
By Illicit Drug Use

I11í.cit Drue Use (llxcludj-ns AlcohoJ)

No trlieht Yes Tot aJJ lÀ)
Parents Sepgrated or
Divorced

Yes
No

*2: L4,63 d.f. :2. p<.001

Where Youth Grew Up

Farm
Town
Suburb
Ciby

(6e1)

*2:6.28 d.f.:6 N.s"

39 10 51 1oo (104)
5ó L2 32 1oo (sqo)..

(6e 4)

6z tz 27 1oo (26)
59 I 32 100 (135)
60 L7 23 1oo ( gs)
5z L2 36 1oo (495)
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TAIILE 5

Parents Separated or Divorced ancl lfhcre Youth Gr"crv Up
B), Irrequency of }larijuana Use in t,he Past Six I'lonths

Frequency of I'fa,rj..iu¿rna Use

Yes
No

Town
uburb
ítv

4B
6B

*2 : l-8,20

11
I

d.f. 3

A

10
9

10

2L
I2

p(.001

15
13
11
L4

20
10

loo (ro¿)
1oo ( sqo )

(6e 4)

Idhere Youth Grer^r Uo

Farm /,5
6g
/4
6S

B

9
6

13

100
100
100
100

( z6)
(134)
(ss)

(+st)
(6e 2)

*2 - 5.5g cl.f " : 9 N.S.

Never Nong Occasional ReELrla.r To-tal 7á l_![)

Pagents Separatgd
or Divorced



TABLI] 6

Parerrts Separated or Divorced arid Wl-rere Youth Grew Up
By F-requency of Alcohol Use j-n t,he Past Síx }{onths

Frecluency of Alcohol Use

None Ogcasional .BgggÅ_AI ToLaL /" ( u )

Parents* Separated
or Divorced

1/1 1.*TU

(6e0)

Yes
No

10 34 56 1oo (103 )12 46 4L 100 ( 587 )

*2:7.g7 d.f.:2 p<.oz

*':9.10 d.f. :6 ¡1.S.

V/hgre Youth Grew Up

Farm Lz 46 42 100 (26)
Tor,rrr U n, 53 100 ( 13 5 )Suburb Lz 48 39 100 ( SS )city L4 45 4t 100 1494)

(688)
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TABLE 7

Presentl-y .Att.encling Scleool, \{here ALtencling School
and Gr"ades at School bl' 1llicit Drug Use

I11ic.it Drug Use (Dxcluding Âlcohol Use)

No l'{ight Yes. Tot aL %, lÄ)
Presentlv Atjiendi ng

School

Yes
No

Grades

Bottom [¡ ljelow
Average

Average
Above Average
Top

34
J5

5z L4
56 8

100 (SZt)
1oo (srS¡. 

_.(6es)

2x_ : 5.32 d"f,

Where Att ending
Schogl

Public Jr" or
rligh

Separate Jr.
Sr, High

Collegea"
S.A.I.T"D and

other

Sr.
5r_

or
66
+J

50

4B
5z
)4
1û

ô
L

.NT q

L4

t6
13

18

N. S,'*2 = 9.10 d"f . : 6

36

L9
4L

.5 z'

45
JJ
34
23

100

100
100

100

100
100
100
100

(zoo)

(sB)
(104)

(s¿)
( ss6 )

(6e0)

7
13
L2

6

( 44)
(¿oo)
(1Bq)'(6íi

*2:10.48d,f":6m.s.

u-Tn" ttcollcgetr categor;y inclucles University of Calga*y tr
Mount lìoyal Collcgc.

bsouthern AlberLa l.n.stj.tute of Technology is abbr.evia.becl.



TA.I]LE B

Presently Âttendi.ng School, \fhere Âttencling
School and Grades at School by Frecluency ofl'{arijuana Use in the past Six jrlont}rs

L45

100 (stz
100 ( ¡rq

Never None Occasíonal Regu_lar TgtaL % lN)
Bresentlv At-
tendino School

Yes
No

6691510
6s 11 Lz 13

2x-:3"67d.f,:3N.S.

I{here Attending
School

Public Jr, or
I{igh

Separate Jr,
Sr. High

College
S.A.I.T. Ù

Obher i

: 24.47 d,f. = 9 p<.01

Grades

Sr.
63

or
Bz
59

7o

11

5
5

18

L4

10
22

L2

(zoz

(sz
( 104

(¡¡

11

2
I4

0

100

100
100

100

(6e 6)

(¡qo)

(q+)
( 404)(ta7¡
(or)

(6e6)

)
)

I

Bottom & Below
Average 50Average 6S

Above Average 6S
Top 77

I4
10
10

5

20
L4
L4
10

L6
L2
11

B

100
100
100
100

*2 : B.6s d,f. : g N. S.



2x : 17,97 d"f . : 2

l{here Attendins
School

Present,ly
School and

Alcohol

Present,ly.
Att.ending
SchgoI

Yes
No

Public Jr. or
Sr. High

Separate Jr. or
Sr" High

College
S.A.f.T. îi

Other

Grades

Bottom [¡ Below
Average

Average
Above Average
Top

L46

100 (sz ¿,)
loo (st.B). 

_(69 z)

100

100
100

100
(ssz)

100
100
100
100

(68e)

TAIILE g

Âtt,encling School, \*/here Ati.ending
Grades At Schoo1 by Frequency of
Use In The Past Six Months

None

Fre.cluency of Alcohol Use

0_cc.asional Resular TotaL% ( ¡l)

*2 : 3:-,gB d.f. p < .001

L6
1

2L

20
,7

a

L4
11
11
18

46
42

t8

/lO

JJ

59

48
42
4B
45

rR

50

p < .001

30

31
58

oQJU

38
47
4L

(zoo)

(ss)
(io3)

G4)

(qz)
(¿oo)
(187)

(60)

*' : 6.24 d.f . 6 l¡.s.
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TAI]LE 10

Parental Drug Use and Sibling Drug Use by
Youths fllicit Drug Use

Youthis Tllicit l)r'us Use (Excludjng Alcohol)

No MiEht Yes rotal % (À)
I'fothe.rs t Dnrg

Use.a

None
Occasional
Regular

58
44
39

1oo ( 381)1oo (BZ)
loo ( 61)

*2 : l7.Io

13
9

10

d.f. 4

30
47
51

p<.01

.Ì\Tq

( szg)

(¿sr)
(+r¡
(zz)

(s1e)

(130)
(661)

0ccasional
Regul.ar

10
14tl

22

7 3(zz8) 8 ( 26 )
4B(104) 1s(33)

20(26) 11(r+)

3z
39
44

57
/l /lTT

JJ

100
100
100

100
100

2x_: 9.37 d.f" _ 
4

Sib.l-i¡ss t Drus
U.sec

Never
Do not know
Use Glue or
Marijuana or
Both Drugs

(313)
(zra¡

1e(se)
37(81)

*' : Lzz.B2 d.f. : 4

ó9(90) roo

p < .001

Fathersi Dru
UseÐ

l'{others I drug use
barbiturate use.

b.-¡atnersr orug use
drug use.

lt-Si blings t clrug use

inclucles tranquilízer, stimulant and

incltr<les the same druss as mothersl

i-ncl-ucles glue and,/or marijuana use.



TÀBLE 11

Parental Drug Use and Sibling Drug Use lly
Freqttenc)' of Youthts lriarijlran¿ì Use l-n the

Past Six lnfonths

Mother: s Drug
Use

None
Occasional 54
Regular 49

Use
Never'
Do not

know

BL2
13 2L
L2 20

9 1oo
L4 1oo
20 100

100
100
100

5Q7 )

LL(24)

100

100

29(38) 100

148

(st s)
(87)
( 61)

(szt)

sl8 )

(srs)

(zrB)

(L2e)
(Lze)

Frequelc]' of Youthts Mari;iuana Use

Never None Ocçqsional l{egular. fotal % f-N)

/L

x2 - 19.00 d.f. :6 p<.01

Father.t s Drgg
Use

N;ne ó B

Occasional 58
Regular 56

2x- : L3,64 d.f" 6

Siblines,t. DJ'ue

(¿so)
(¿r)
(zz )

(

9
t7
30

13
L7
11

10
n

p <.05

Br(2s4) t (22)

óz(r¡S) 1o(23)

7 (zz)

ró(¡ó)
Use Glue ûr
lulari juana
or Bot,h
Drugs 31 ( 40 14( 1B ) 26(33)

*2:109"70 d.f" : ó p<.001



Parental
l'requerrcy

TÂBLI] 7-2

Drug Use ancl Si.blj.ng Drug Use Ï:y
of Youtht s Alcohol Use In t he

Past Six l'{ont'Ìrs

Freclue-ncL of, Youthrs Alcohol Use

No¡re Occasioryal. Regular lot aL /" ( N)

ÀTS

4s(141)
47 (r-os)

3B(50)

35(110) 1oo
47(103) 1oo

s4(7L) , roo

149

(s2s)

(sr¡)

(sro)
(2L7 )

(131)
(6sB)

MolÞhgr t s Drug
Use

None
Occasional
Regular

Fatherst Drug
Use

None
Occasional
Regular

Siblings I lEue
Use

Never
Do not knorv
Use Glue or
Marijuana or
Both Drugs

,
xo :12"48 d.f . : 4

15 47
73610 45

1e(se)
s(11)

B(10)

38
58
45

p1,O2

42
5B
5O

1oo (sz o)
loo (87)
1oo (62)

(++s)
(¿r)
(27 )

45
tQ
44

13
L2

0

100
100
100

*' :8.87 d.f. : 4

x": 33.75 d.f ": 4 p(.001



TAiILE 13

Rerigious n""fiäilål'iïti:Îrtil:lË"iì:: or Religio'

No MJeht, Y.es TotaL % (u)

- 150

lols)

Relieåous
Dsnomination

No Religious
Denomination

Anglican
Jewish
Lutleeran
Presbyterian
Catholic
Uníted
Fundamentalist
0ther

Influence of
Relieion Noru
%

None
SJ-ight
Some
0ui'be Strong
Very Strong

11 42 roo
19 26 100
0 100 100

12 8 100
13 40 10013 29 looL4 33 100
0 27 1OO
4 L7 1oo

46
))

0
81
47
58
52
/ó
79

(2e7 )
(62)
(s)

(zo¡
(rs)

(Lz¡)
(ee)
(33)
( z+)

(682)

o
xo : 44,00 d.f. L6. p {.001

38
47
6S
6B
BO

17
L2

9
7
5

45
4t
26
25
15

p ( .001

I00
100
100
100
100

(184)
(rqs)
(L7 6)
(oo¡
(+t)

*2 = S2.ZS d.f.: B
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TARLD 14

Religious l)enomj-natj-on and Infllrence of Religion
Now By Frecluency of I'farijrrana Use ín the Past

Six ltfonths

Frequency of MaTiiuar-ra Use

Never None Occasional Resular TotaL ,% (N)

Religious
Denominati-on

No Denornination 57Anglican 7L
Jewish 0
Lutheran 92
Presbyterian 6O
Catholic 72
Unit,ed 6 S
Fundamentalist 7L t
Other BS

2x- :49.67 d.f .

Tnfluence of
Re,ligion NoJ

None
Slight
Some
Quite Strong
Very St,rong

: t/l p<.01

p {.001

(ze.t )
( ô3 )
(3)

(zø¡
(1s)

(tzl-)
(1oo)
(s+)
(z+)

(683)

18
11
JJ

0
13

5
10

0
4

15I
o/

8
13
16
r4
18

t+

10
10

0
0

12
7

11
L2
I

100
100
100
100
100
100
100
100
100

100
100
100
100
100

.fJ
5B
1/l
1/1

B¡

(182)
(1e6)
(L7 e)

(e7 )
(+z)

(6s6)

1B
L2

7
I2

2

L4
27
11

6

5

13
8

9
1

10

*2 : 42.09 d.f. : L2



TABLI 15

Reli-gious Dcuo¡niual-ion ancl InI'luence o1i lìeli-gion
Noiu By Freqluency of Alcohol Use in thc Past

Six }Íonths

Frequencl' of /rlcohol Use

None Occasional Regular Total % (N)

L5z

(680)

(182)
(1e6)
(L77)
(oo¡
(¿r)

(¿r)

Religious
Denomination

No Denomination 8
Anglican 18
Jewish 0
Lutheran 0
Presbyterian 9
Catholic 10
Unit,ed L2
Fundament,alist, 30
Other 50

*2:

Ilflu.engg of
Reli:q-Lo.n -Noiv

None
Slight
Some
Quite Stronpl
Very St,rong

/l)
33
o/
54
40
46
)J
58
33

A'

43
45
48
a,)4

51
'1 

O

af,

46
60
45
35
I2
11

52
47
4L
32
t\

pa "00I

1oo (zgs)
loo (63)
1oo (s)
100 (20¡
1oo (15)
loo (121)
1oo (102)
100 (SS)
1oo (z+)

76.62 d.f. :16 p {.001

6
B

L4
20
22

i_00
100
100
100
100

*': A4.O1. d,f, : B



TABLE L6

Attitudes Torvarcls Legalizat,ion of lrlarijuana
B)' fllicit Drug Use, Frequency of lrfari¡rurm
Use In The Past Six }{ont,hs ancl Frequenóy of.Alcohol Use In The past, Six }lonths

153

(274)
(12s)
(zss)

(6sz)

No lr{ieht yes TotaLl ( ml

Att,itudes Towards
Legali zatiorl

Definitely No ü No B¿
Do not know 6Z
Definitey Yes û yes 22

511
18 2t
15 6z

100
100
100

*2 : 238.76 d.f. : 4 p < .001

e
N_eveå None gccasional Resular" Total_ /q lf)

Defini.tely No
îi No

Do not knorv
Def:'-ni't,e1)' Yes

Yes

88 ó 5 1
78 10 9 3

1¿

oQ 1^Jo r-3 24 26

1oo (277)
100 (Lz6)

100 ( 290 )
( 6e3 )

*' : lBB,5z d.f. : 6 p<.001

Flequencv of Alcahol Us-e
None Oc.casignal Regul-ar To.LaI %Definitely No

tr No
Do not lcnow
Definitely Yes

ti Yes

10
'lÅr-+

5

49
44

4o

2'¿-
4L

FFJJ

p < ,001

fu
(zz+)
(tz6)

(zae¡
(6Be)

100
100

100

*2 = 4L"L3 d,f. : 4
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TARI,tì L7

Frequency of Alcohol Use By lirequency of
Ifarijuana Usc ín the I'ast Six ltionths

F-reauenc]¡ of ¡lqrijuana_Use--_:þr .Drug Users

None Occasional Re.gular Tot aI % (_U)

Frecluet-rcv of
Alcohol Use

None 86 0 L4 100 (l)
Occasional 30 44 26 100 ( B¿)
Regular 23 38 38 100 (r¿8)

(zss)

xo:L6.46d,f.:4pd..01


