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INTRODUCTION

]

In the pést two decades it has become inéreasingly
clear to researchers that offiqial criminél statistics do
not accurately convey the true'incidence and seriousness

f deviant behaviour in the general population.' For this
reason, "criminologists began to seek sources other than
adjudicated of fenders in attempting to obtain an estimate
of rhe amount of ongoing deviant behaviour in the
population. Among adjudicated of fenders, prlson inmates
have been used most bften to outline the major
characteristics'of offenders.' Oﬂé-of the chara;teristics
whlch emerged from such studies was the widespread abuse

of alcohol among inmates, from which general conclu51ons'
were drawn concerning an association between the use

(and abuse) of alcohol and criminality.

Doubts among criminologists concerning both the
representativeness of the deviant offender and the nature
of -the association between his criminélity and his use of
alcohol, led to the growing use Pf self-report %echniques
ﬁor research inguiry, aimed at the general population.
self-report studies revealed deviancy to be more widespread

ahd frequent an activity than had been supposed, regardless

..
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of age, sex and socio-econcmic status,Aleading to the
conclusion that virtually every person breaks the law at

some time.

It is with:this in mind, and with an:interest in
the nature of the association Reﬁween alcohol use and

crime, that this study was undertaken.

Chaﬁter i'reviews the literatire concerned With:
the problem. Chapter II provides a description of the
sémple, the instrument used, the procedure, and techniques
of analysis. 1In chapter III the results a;e\preéented,
‘interpéeted and discgssed. The chapter ends with
suggestions for -further research, and a short $ummary
of the thesis. ' : ' .

In addigiqﬁ to the questionnaife used in the study, ﬁJﬁ
the appendix contains 3 illustrated scattergrams,
Hand-drawn scattergfams were uséd iﬁ the&study because ,
the product-moment correlation g%atistic assumes the
absence of non-linear relationship among the variables,

and appropriate computer techniques were not available

in theicdmputing-Ceﬁtre's APL package.



CHAPTER I

"

’ 1
" Review of the Literature

This chapter reviews the literature on the

[

association betwéen alcohol and crime. ThekproblémS'of _.\{—
demonsiraéing and intéfpréting such a relationship are -
examined with the help of ‘previous reviews of the

literdture, followed by séecific‘and relevant studies not
included therein. The attention then‘'is turned to the
consideration of available evidence regarding the nature .

of aléohol-usage and the nature of delinguency among

non-adjudicated high school students in North America.

The chapter concludes with the statement of the experimental '

hypothesis.
Stqdies-purporting to -analyze any aspect of an
association between alcohol use and crime must immediately

recognize the complexity of the task at hand.,

Blane (1965) states that studies Which purport to
examine the role of alcohol as Jﬁ immediate antecedent to
the commission of a criminal offence are genefally

inadequate methodologically, especially with'reSpect to

’ . . ) @
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the establishment of causal relationships and to the
over-generalization of fhe findings. -, ;

Any alcohol-crime relatiaonship has multiple
determinants and the outcome is the result of complex
interaction among personality variables, social interaction
. ]
variables, cultural or subcultural norms, situational

factors, and the pharmacological effect of alcohol on the

particular individuals involved.

Mos£ crime, Blane reminds us, occurs without
alcohol as a factor. Only a minority o? dfinkers ?nd
drinking situations can be associatedfﬁith law violations
(P. 27). ~“ 
Since no all-embracing explanation of the
alcohol-crime relationship exists, Blane feels thatl

at this time‘iesearch should restrict itself to modest

questions which can be empirically answered.

‘Empirical studies of the alcohol-crime relationship
may be differentiated according to the type of drinker

involved, category of offence, and type of offender. Some _

studies, dealing with clinical groups, are clearly
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dlSCuSSlng alcoholism and not merely intoxlcatlon. Studies
such as those of Wolfgang (1956) and 2mir (1970) have
;;;\1d ed alcohol as an 1ndegendent varlable,-ln
conZggZ:en with the offences of hoﬁicide and forcible rape
respectivelé. Offenders may be disﬁinguished along su;h
factors as sex, age, adult or juvenile“statué, recidivist,h

or by occasional-situational or recidivist patterns of

offence.

One must keep in mind that the literature has to
(j/g;—viewed'in the light of cﬁanges in the law regarding -
drinking, and also what constitutes an offence at any

‘given time.
of 1967 erided drunkenness per se as an offence. In Canada,
drunkenness per se in a public place'nay constitute the
offence of disturbing the peace, and is puniehable by

_ summary &onviction. /R.S.C. 1970, c.k&.-34, s. 171(1) (a) (if) /.

In the Uniteﬁ States, a patchwork situation prevails,

w1th drunkenness retalned as an offence in some

‘States. 1In 1971, the Federal Bureau of Investlgatlon

reports, out of a total of 6,912,448 arrests, 1,491,782

were for drunkenness (Sutherland and Cressey,

. . ’ = - . .
In Britain, for example, the Criminal Justice Act & \4/{{

.
b s



1974, P. 164).

Past Reviews of the Literature

3

A number of surveys of the léteratufe concerned
with the relationship between alcohol and crime have been
conducﬁed. Jacksoﬂl(1964).in_a non—cr;tical review of
studies of United Sﬁates prisdﬁ pobulations and arrest rates,
says that statements about the ratio of algoho;ic:prisonerg

or prisbnéfé”bonviﬂtéd of alcohol-related offences to the

v T

_prison population as a whole are misleéding because: l)

"use of alcohol™ and "alcoholism and crime" are seldom
defined; 2) research depends large;z’on police reports;

3) 'such offenders may be caught more often because of their

. drinking, and acquitted less often, making them »

uﬁrepresentative of drinking offénders as a whble.

Such studies had shown:.‘that more alcoholics and
heavy drinkers were arrested.than'here moderate'drinkers,
that about 75 per cent of police time across the United
States was spent deaiing with drunks, tha@ a large part
of such offenderslwere arrested several times a year,\j
usually on a misdemeanour charge. Of those in prison,

24 per cent to 40 per cent had histories of excessive’
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drinking, and between B per cent and 24 per cent were
b -

druhk when arrested. When asked, 80 per cent to 90'per

: s . .
cent blamed alcohol for their incarceration. Alcoholics
. - |

were more likely to offenq'against the person than

property and were more likely to act alone and impulsiveiy.
Tﬂé offences of alcoholic women differed from those of
non-alcoholic women in that the offences of the first
group contained a prepgiderance of illegal sexual
beﬁaviour. Imprisoned alcoholics tended to be older than
non—alcoholic prisoners, -and between 30 per cent and 40,
per cent of persons chronically arrested for drunkenness

had histories of criminal activitiéi;gpior to the

drinking problem (P. 169).

-

Jackson reported that there was general agreement
’ M
in the literature that only rgrély was drinking and

alcoholism the major cause of a crime (P. 170).

Certain offences appeared more likely to occur
with drunkenness, these being assault, homicide and

destruction of property. Jackson recommends that reports:

of the use of alcohol by offenders be standardized if

.

reliable and comparable data is to be obtained. At the

* present time, she says, we do not know to what extent



N
aicohol ﬁge contributes to crime. ﬁ; do know that a
substantial proportion of prison inmates are heavy users
~ of alcohol. Jackson emphasises that prison populationg
‘ 'are a highly selected group of all offenders, from wiwich

generalizations about alcohol use and crime cannot be

made.

.

Twomey (1969), allowing for the complex nature of
the subject matter, thinks that the evidence.is irrefutable
that there is a 'significant relationship be%Ween alcohol

use and crime (P. 23). .

B

He points to Federal Burgaq of Investigation Uniform.
Crime Réport figures showing arrests for drunkénne§sﬁat
35 per cent or more of all annual agrests: The,literéture,

]
he finds, shows half the jail population in the United

S@ates.is inEarcerated for drunkenness, and half of all
jail time is served by drunks (P,'23);
. v
A study by Shupe (1954) is given éttgntion becahse
of the special qualifications of thé investigator, who,
4s police chemist for Columbus, Ohio, over a 2 year period

was able to examine 882'persons arrested during or

immediately after the commission of a felony, and to

T e e et o an v o e e e it e -
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obtain a urine sample from them. Crimes of physical
violence by men were most often found to be associated
with intoxication. In crimes of cutting and. stabbing
for ingtanée, 11 of.enders were iﬁtoxicated (én alcohol

level of .10 per cent or more) for ever{ 1 who was not:

)
!

The ratio for shootings and for murder was 4 to 1, and for

property offences (robbery, burglary, larcefny and auto

theft) the ratio was 2 to 1 (Shupe 1954).

. , :
Twomey also notes Wolfgang's (1958) Philadelphia

study of homicide, drawn from police records, which howeﬁ

64 per-cent of 588 murder sityaﬁions involved'alcohbD,

a . : -,
with alcohol. present in both parties_in 44 per cent df

these situations. JFor physigal assault the figureg/was

70 per cent and for shootings/;ﬁalother assaults, 50 per
. L ) ' h
_cent (Wolfgang 1958, quoted by Twomey, P. 23).

e

F

Turning té‘érison'studies, Twomey re?orts that
Banay (1942) estimatéd that 25 per cent of the offenderg
in Sing Sing demopstrated a close 5r direct causal '
rela£ionship Between gheir crimes and ‘alcoholism, and
the Glueéﬁs {1930) found 39.4 per cent ogareformatory

inmates had used ligquor to excess. These findings came

from relatively well-controlled studies (P. 23).

L

-
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. 7 ,
Twomey notes the poor design of ﬁany.studies and
recommends that researchers focus on more restricted
categorjes of offenders and offences. ' <

' P - .o : .
x « -
] . .o
. . p, - )

Offenders are categorized by him_as: 1) the
"revolving door alcoholic™ as describéd by Pitpmah and
Gbrdon (1958), whose offences are drunkenness per se and
related minor offénces} such as disorderly coﬁduct,‘
vagrancy and causing a -public nuisance; 2)* the alcoholic C)
who commits serious offénces directly associated with his
ihebriation, such -as forgery and assault; 3) the
nonualcohdfic, whose c;iminality results from occasional

alcohol "use. A variety of offences are here applicable;

which might include assault and homicide.

-Ponee-(1970) emphasises the need to differentiate
donbeptually between. instances in which alcohol use itself
ié a érime apd thése instances where alcohol use leads to
or is combined witﬁ "other-directed" crimes: Like other
rev1ewers, Ponee acknowlefgga\?he difficulty of
demonstratlng the precise nature of the relationship.

1
Ponee's review 5f the literature-is a selective

one and includes such aspects as chronic drunkenness,
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alcohol and aggression and unaei—age drinking.

The greater part of the lite}ature is, according
Ponee, given over to the chronic drunkennegg\offendér and
his petty offences. In view of this he ¢allg for more
atﬁgntipn to be devoted to the more serious categoriésuof
offenders, such\as those guilty of violent offences again

the person. '}

Regarding the relationship between aicohol'and
aggression, Ponee concludes that for about 20 per cent of
drinkers aggression i; an intégfal aspect of their
non-drinking behaviour, and for some of these alcohol
aggravétes gggressive tendencies. Laboratory studies
reviewed, such as'fhoée of Bennet, Buss and Selzer (1969)
and Kastl (1969) diségree,»but because they used/ﬁature
college students under controlled laboratory conditions,
Ponee questions the generalizability of the findihgs by
the above authors that alcohol usé did not result in

A Y
aggressive behaviour.

A Detroit study by Wattenberg, William and Mair
(1956) compared the police records of 141 boys convictéd

of drunkenness with a survey of 9,555 boys found guilty

11.
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of other offences, a%d found the 2 groups to be similar.
in character, although the drinking group tended to be

younger.

Ponee finds fault with the methodology of
alcohol-crime studiés because many gse anecdotal data,
lack-a theoretical fraﬁework, and end with sweeping
generaiizations.

“\

He re-emphasises Blane's comments concerning the
many determinants of drinking and criminal behaviour:
Therefore, Ponee says, an all-encompassing explanation of
the link between drinking and criminal behaviour is
unlikely. At the same time the role played by alcohol
in criminal behaviour mus£ not be exaggerated, for in the
g;eat majority of cases of both drinking and offending

the tﬁg are not associated.

Ay

ﬁ .
A He suggests that future research must look mpre
at soci;:Eultural variables and siﬁpational factors. He
also recommends more use of the research technigue of
self-reporting in place of official records and/or
inférmation gained from institutionalized groups.

Doing‘this, Ponee thinks that more accurate findings

12.
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can be obtained}?ith greater protestion against certain

.-
-

biases.

The most.comprehensive review of the existing

literature associating alcohol jise with crime is that of

Blum (1967) . <N | :

i

Blum sees 5_m%jb? metheodologicél approaches to

the study of alcohol as a factor in crime (P..40).

One is to look at all known drimes and to calculate
how many are for alcohol use as such. A second method is
.to categorize offences, and by studying offenders or their
victims establish to what degree alcohol use was involved
ié the. commission of the different types of offences. A
thiré method, one that has been much used, is to study a
population of_known offenders such as inmates of a prison,
and calculate how many are incarcerated for offences
iﬁvolving alcohoi, or how many prisoners have alcohol
problems. A fourth technigue has been to study chronic
‘alcoholics and establish their criminal histories.

Lastly, the fifth is an overview approacﬁ of separate and
often independent studies, and aims to assess the current

status of knowledge in the field.
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The comﬁlexity of the ‘subject maéﬁer is demonstrated,
for example, in Blum's discussion of laws pertaining to
drinking as such in the United States. Legislation
includes, for instance, statutes érohibifing intoxicated
behaviquf in a public place; in or near an automobile.
Violations of alcohol control laws, such qs-seliing to X
minors, after-hours trading-and employing fémales as
bartenders, constiéute anofﬁer group of offences directly
”related td,alcohol as_such. . In aédition, other statutes
are often invoked to deal with intoxicated persons, such’

as those of vagrancys public nuisance and disturbing the

peace.

Blum readily concedes that present reporting e
praétices are not equal to the task of presenting an
adequate account of the incidence of such offences or
vari%ty of offenders involved. ﬁevertheless, one must
fall back on the Unifor; Crime Reports furnished by the ‘
Fedéral Bureau-of.Investigation; for example, in 1961,

55 per cent of all afrests in the United States reported
to the Federal Bureau of  Investigation were for
alcohol-related offences, such as drunkenness, liquog law

violations, and drunk driving, or offences which often

involved drinking, such as vagrancy (P. 40). In 1965 the

A
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figure was 52.6 per cent.

.
~ These figures cover only offences arising from the
use of alcohol itself, and do not account for all other

~

offences in which alcohol consumption takes place prior

.

to-or during the offence. ) : .

Blum attempts to convey in his review some of the
s
circumstances in which the alcohol-crime association can

occur. .Alcbhol may, for instance, cause inhibitions to

'belreduced or removed, giving rein té Séxual and aggressive
A%ﬁpulses, or lead to attempts to steal tq obtain liquor.
Also a negative association betwéen alqohol.and-crime may -
exist, in that abuse of alcohol may précludé'involvement';
in certain types‘of criminality such as white-collar crime,
organized crime and criminal activities requiring physical
dexterity, social skills, and reliability over time.

The majg;/ﬁéginess in studying the alcohol-crime
.relapionship of prison populations is related to the legal
classification of categories of offences and the validity .
of inmate responées to questions about alcohol.

~

One ofwgich_studies was that of 2,325 new arrivals



in California prisons (Blum P. 42, somrce not identified).
Replfihg to a queéﬁionnaire, 98 per cent stated they were
users of alcohol, and 88 per cent said they had been
intoxicated at least once. Twenty-nine per cent described
alcohol as a major problem and 6.4 per cent had received
medical treatment for aleohol abuse. 'Problem drinkers
more often had prior convictions (23 per cent)  than ‘<S
non-problem drinkers (14 per cent). Twenty-eight pef

cent said they were_intoxicated at thé timé 6f fhe i
.offence for which they were committéd, including 50 per

cent of auto theft offenders, and.Pne—thiéd of .

Fell
]

manslaughter, assault, and sex offenders.

Ullman, Deﬁone, Stearns and Washburne (1957},
says Blum, foﬁnd 31 per cent of 1,000 consecutive jail
admissions in Massachusettes wére for drunkenness. All
studies examined by Blum show a higher proportion of
problem drinkers in prison than is to be found in the
general population (P. 42). (Blum does nofhsay how the

population estg;ates were obtained).

Pittman and Gordon (1962) did a study using
chronic alcoholics in New York State. All 187 subjects

were imprisoned recidivists, the average number of
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-
arrests being 16.5. Three-quarters of all past arrests

had been ﬁor-drunkenness. Thirty-seven pef.cent of

of fenders had Serious offence records. A pattern was
seen in which offenderé in fouth committed a variety

of offences, sometimes including drinking, but af£er age
35 or 40, offences became increasingly those of drinking.

One—third.of their subjects, the éfzggrs”believed, became

alcoholics as a response to failed criminal careers.

In conciuding, Blum categorizes'most studies as
descriptive and too readily implying a causal aséociation
between drinking and crime (P. 43). He sees the coﬁmission
of a criminal offence as the result of many forces at work
over a period of time, the presencé of‘aléohol being only
one. The role pla?ed by alcohol in a particular
criminogenic situatibn is also determined by many
variables. Since alsohol is a sedative, it is perhaps
surprising, he notes, that so little attention has been
given to the amount of crime prevented by the drinking
habit, (although this aspect of the crimeralcohol
association might be even more difficult to demonstrate
empirically than is the conducive aspect).

Blum points out that research into alcohol use and”

Pabtast

v
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criminal behaviour has not yet progressed to the point
where we can beisure of our inferences. Therefore, we
must be guardéd in our generalizations, assume multiple
causes for events, and keep in mind other subgroups of

people who react differently to the use of alcohol.

We remain unsure that the use of alcohol by
‘offenders, adjudicated and non-adjudicated, exceeds that
of.non-offenderg with similar social and personal
characteristics. Also, we are uncertain that alcohol
use by offenders is greater at the moment they commit
offences than at any other time. When an alcohoi—rglate&
offence is committed, we do not know that the offence
would not have beeﬁ.committed had alcohol not been-

present.
I

N .

Finally,.in v;ew of the fEEE that all the studies
he reviewed have drawn their samples from apprehended
offenders, Blum éuggests that the association between
alcohol use and crime for such apprehended offenders
may in fact be a demonstrated association between
gefting caught and being a user of alcohol, rather than
being both a criminal and a user of alcohol. One must

be wary therefore of rushing into conclusions about
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alcohpl as the "cause” of crime. Alwayé one proceeds on

the basis of uncertainties and probabilities.

Blum's caution‘about the use of apprehended
offenders leads him to say that in order to generalize
beyond the groép-of known offenders to the general
éopulation, we must draw samples from the latter.

-

He also thinks that inVSpite of the mé?hodoiggical
probléms, pas@iresearch allows the making of a few general
statements with some degrée of confidence aboqé tﬁe
alcohol-crime relationship. He claims that: l) offendérs
more ofteﬁ‘drink before certain offences than befé;e |
others (specifically, drinking is more often asébciated
with crimes of violencefand.unskilled property offences) ;
2) for delinquent youth, heavy drinking.tends to be part

of the general lifestyle.

On seferal.péints there is specific agreement
among these authors. The extent to which these reviews
were‘inf}uenped by eath 6ther, however, is not clear.
Blum'é'bibiiogréphy contains Blane's work, but otherwise
there is no cfoés—referencing between fhe writers.

(Also, of course, the lack of an explicit statement
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;égarding a particular idea may simply mean
writef did not pay attention to this point,
it re%atively ﬁnimportant, and/or found the

obvious that he/she did not bother to write

20.

that the

and/or found

matter so

about it).

Summarized, roughly following the sequence in the

conduct of an inguiry, the principal agreement can be

-

stated as follows:

1. Problem

All 4 reviewers agree about the complexity of

the alcohol-crime relationship; Blane and Blum urge that

questions asked should be restricted to those where

answers through empirical research can be given. -

2. Review of the Literature

A large part of annual crime figures constitute

alcohol-related crime, much of which represent simple

drunkenness charges (Jackson, Ponee). While it is

not known to what degree alcohol use is associated with

"other-directed" criminal behaviour, alcohol use is

rarely the majorAcause of criminal action ({(Jackson, Blum).

However, one should not forget that most crime occurs

without alcohol as a factor, and most arinking does not

ki

I
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result in criminal behaviour (Blane, Ponee)'. '

Alcohol-related offences frequently occur in the

form of offences against the person (Jackson; Blum).

&

3. Theory/Hypothesis

~.
No comprehensive, empirically-testable explanation

of the aicoholrcrime‘relationship exists {(Blum, Ponee).

Multiple determinants are at play in the separate

(and interacting) decisions to_drink and to offend

(Blane, Blum, Ponee). -

A promising way to understand the alcohol-crime
association is in terms of type of offender and their use‘
of alcohol (Twomey, Ponee). It should not be forgotten
"however, tha£ alcohol may also serve to prevent crime
(Blane, Blum)}. .

o«

Other Studies ' "

I
(9

i What follows is a samﬁling of studies which were
not included by the previous reviewers primarily because

they appeared after the period surveyed by these‘reviewé,
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.

or, even though they have appeared in the pefiods covered,
“they were nof included. Most of these are reported here
‘because they add to the conclusions above conperging

the prevalence of alcohol use with adjudicated offenders

in general and viclent offenders in particular.

Australiaﬁ (Drew, 1961; Bartholomew, 1968} and
English studies (Hensman, 1968; Ainéld, 1968; Washbrook,
- 1976) of male prison populationé reveal a pattern similar
to Ehose reviewed, of recidivism,‘a high proportion of
problem drinKing and drinking before offences, fecurring‘
short-term sentences and few skillé. These men tended to
be older than other criminalsf in most instances, over 30

yvears of age.

e

‘
Three English studies of women in prison (Woodside,
1%60; Prince, GTf’d‘Orban, 1968), showva pattern of
heavy alcohol ¢ Chronic recidivism,‘homelessnesg,
frequent incarcérations, below-average intelligence and

P

poverty among an elderly lower-class group.

In Canada, Haslam (1964) states that one of the
most common reasons for the incarceration of females are

offences against the liquor laws, such as being found

< .
) -
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drunk in a public place, or causing a disturbance (P. 463).

The Canadian Corrections Association in its "Brief on the

Woman Offender"” (1969%), reports that in 1965, 13,417

women weke convicted in Canmada for being intoxicated, 10°

.per cent of these convictions resulting in a prison

sentence. Dardis {1976), quoting a report of the Study
Committee on -Correctional Services_in the Northwest
Territories (1971), says that breaches 'of the liguor law )

v

accounted for 88 per cent of women incarcerated in
Yellowknife.

MacDonald and Bygott (1977) in a studyfof the
impact of alcohol on the criminal justice syséem in
Ontario, guote Lambert and Madden. (1975) who Statedﬁkhat
"women who reported at intake;Ehat tﬁey used alcohel

'a great deal' tended to recidivate" more than others '

. during the 2 years following release (P. 2).

The Report of the National Advisory Committee on

the Female Offender (1977)>was of the opinion that alcohol

and drug problems among women inmates were a more

important factor in post-releasé adjustment than having

‘a job. (P. 64).

L.
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.Anonymity was assured to all respondents.

The prevalence of alcohol in the lives of females
incarcerated in American prisons is documented by, among
others, Myerson (l9§9), Cramer and Blacker (1966), Myer,
Myerson, Needham and Fox (1966), Cole, Fisher and Cole

(1968), and velimesis (1975).

Charnley. in Britain (1972) sought to establish a
relationship between teenagers known to be deviant and

their drinking, after a survey was published showing that

d

~ girls in one London borough began drinking on average at

12.3 yéars of age, while for boys the figure was 12.8
years. - - . ‘ |

n Charnieylsubmitted a questionnaire to 333 yound
males in a borétal and a detention centre, whose age
ranged from 16 to 18, The questionnaire was designed
to show who used alcohol and how often, their reasons
for drinking, attitudes toward alcohol use, age at

commencement 9f use and the effect of alcohol on them.

Results showed 84 per cent were users and 47 per
cent regular users (5_timés or more weekly). About

three-quarters had begun drinking while at schocl. A



high proportion of drinkers were thought to have serious
drinking habits, on the Sasis of a question which asked
if the respondent had experienced any of tﬂe "tell-tale"
signs of proplem drinking, such as loss of memory or

drinking before or instead of breakfast.

Acres (1976) quotes figures for drunkenness
off%nces in Britain as 73,000 iﬁ 1965 and 106,00Q in
1975. Half of the current Brit;sh prison population
(42,000 in 1976) are said to have a drinking problem,

and many are incarcerated for non-payment of fines.

Gath (1968) in England carried out”a.étudy of
male offenders appearihg in 2 London courts charged
with drunkenness offences per se, in order to establish
their social aﬁd’psychological characteristics. -Previous
studiés,of this type in England such as Parr (1962} had
been weakened by reliance on official records. Gath
obtained intgrviews with 151 offenders immediately
following the;r appearance in court. Standardized
iﬁterviews were conduéted by a team of psychiatfists
who found that 70 per cent had been’sharged with being

drunk in public and the rest with drunkenness associated

with other offences. Recidivism was a characteristic of
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this group, 30 per cent having been arresfed 3 times or
more in the previous 12 months, and 45 per cent had been
imprisoned at least once. The mean age of the men was
41.7 years.. Only one-quarter had no drinkiﬁg problem,
while 50 per cent were'judéed'alcoholic, in that they
T
showed clear signs of chemical dependence, embracing
Jellinek's "gamma", "delta", and "epsilon" typologies

(Jellinek, 1960).

Structured psychiatric interviews were used in a
study by Guze, Tuason, Gatfield, Stewart and Picken
(1962) in the United States, with a consecutive sample
of 223 male probationers and parolees. Forty-three per
cent of the'sample.were diagnosed as alcoholic, whose .
mean age was 24 years. The mean age of s;e non-élcoholic
group was 22 yeérs. In order to be defined -as alcoholic,
each respondent had to show characteristics of at least
3 out of 5 groups of symptoms, involving:. 1} physiological
consequences of drinking; 2) frequency’and amount
consumed; 3) some.attempt to reduce consumption; 4)
living problems resulting from drinking; 5) attitudinal
factors (P. 514). The alccholic group had been arrested

more often than the non-alcoholic group, mainly for traffic

violations, drunkenness, disturbing the peace and
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_ fighting. Since there was no difference in the misconduct

caused by the 2 groups in prison, the authors suggested

that alcohol.intake itself played a significant

role in the alcoholic group's deviancy.

A comparison of the criminal and drinking histories
of the 2 groups showed no difference in criminal behaviour

until the onset of heavy drinking by the alcocholic group.

A Syedish study (Lindelius and Salum, 1975)
obtained samples from a male alcoholic group in treatment,
a larger group of men (1,021) treated for acute psychiatric ,
sequels of excessive drinking, and a group of homeless
men, the majority of whom wefe heavy drinkers; Qfficial
data was obtained on criminal behaviour from thé Swedish
General Criminal Register, including offences while
intoxicated. Criminality was .greatest among homeless
men, while for the alcoholic™gxoup the rate did not

exceéed that of the general ﬁopulation.

Of those in the second group who had criminal
records (426 men), 87 per cent of the records included
drinking offences. For the homeless men the, figure was

90 per cent. The most common types of offences in the
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second and third groups Wwere prdperty offences, followed .
- >

by drunken driving, violence and sex offences.

Alcohol and'Violent Offences

Goodwin (1973) has reviewed the literature on
alcohol involvement in suicide and homicide in several
countries. Only the homicide studies are included in
this review. Goodwin claims a relationship between

drinking and murder for at least 15 studies in -

anglophone ‘countries in the 30 y&ars
revfew. Ten of tﬁése studieg showed the percentage of
murderers who had been drinking prior to the(grime. This
estimate ranged from 19 per cent to 83 per cent.
N\

Goodwin refers to 6 studies showing murder is

. , \'\
‘most often committed at weekends, coinciding with high’
liquor sales. He points out that while drinking is

frequently associated with homicide, those‘who kill are

rarely diagnosed as'alcoholic.

His tentative conclusions from the review werég
1) that drinking was associated with homicide, while

alcoholism was associated with suicide; 2) that
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alcoholics were no more likely to kill others than were

members of the general population.

Colg, Fisher and Cole (1968) found alcohol to be
associated with 50 per cent of 112 homicides committed by
women. This information was obtained from a psychiatric
évaluation of the offenders at thg California Institute
for Women in 1965. Alcohol was associated with "about
half" of the murders by ‘Anglo~-American women, 42 per cent
of the‘group, and with "an even’higher rate" déong negro
offenders, who made up 43 per cent of the sample (P. 6).

The author notes .that women account for less than 20 per

cent of homicides in the United States each year,

.In Canaaa, Rosenblatt and Greenland (1974), in a
series of studies, gathered information from prison and
héspital‘records on violent offences where life was
threatened. Data was obtained for 91 patients in Ontario
mental hospitals, 69 males and 22 females, detained by
warrant of the Lieutenant Governor, and for a random
sample of 100 Ontario penitentiary inmates, 4 of whom

were female (P. 175).

Alcohol use was associated with "about half" of

.
[}
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the penitentiary groub, . "Considerably less" of the
patients could be so classified, and none of the females

®. 177).

Janowska (1972) reports that of 279 persons
sentenced for homicide in Polish courts in 1961, 55.6 per
cent, were excessive drinkers, énd 64.5 per cent were
killed while intoxicated. Among the victims, 48.9 per cent

I
were intoxicated at the time of death. No information is

‘available in the English source, of the method whereby

these results were obtained.

In a study.of forcible rape in Philadelphia for
the years 1958 and igso, Amir (1970) used policf records
tb estimate that one-third of 646 rape occurrences
included élcéhol as a factor, and that in 63 per cent of
such incidents alcohol was present in both parties.
Alcohol use was "strongly related" to violence in rape.
The highest number of rapes occurred at weekends and, as
suggested by Goodwin, the increase ;n offences coincided

with peak alcohol purchases.
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Alcohol and the Young

A growing part of the literatgre in feceht yéars
has dealt with alcohol use by vyoung people, and this is
partly a reflection of a current public aﬁd media concern
about the drinking of youth. Much of the literature on
young people ana drinking dates from the 1960's onward.

.
One comprehensive recent‘overQiew of this'aspect

of alcohol use is Smart (1976).

He points out that despite the attention given to
the use of various hallucinogenic narcotics by young
people in the 1960's, alcohol was and has remained the
number one drug used By them. Smart also states that
any discussion of drinking by the young has to be seen
against the background of'?dult drinking norms, from
which, he.says, young people derive their own rationale
for drinking. ProBlems associated with young people's
drinking' are seen as increasiﬁg, aided by a dréb in the
drinking age to 18 gnd 19 across éanada. An Ontario

drinking survey by the Addiction Research Foundation is

quoted, showing that 82 per cent of adults aged 18 to 19

31.

were classed as drinkers, and 95 per ceng of the age group*
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20 to 24 (P. 17).

While young people are responsible for only a smé 1
part of alcohol-related probjems}, Smart feels that concern
for the future is justified in that more young people are
drinking.than ever befoggdkP. 3) as overall per capita
consumption rises (P. 5). Re@uced tolerance for alcohol
in comparison to adult drinkers (due to less éxperience
with alcohol effects), means that the young are exposed
tq_greater risks of accidental injury, such as traffic

accidents.

‘The magnituae of the youth drinking problem, Smart
indicates, depends on how it is defined. In terms of
physioiogical-complications from drinking such as cirrhosis
and alcoholic hepatitis, the problem is negligible, but if
£

one sees the problem in terms intoxication,

school or job absen ¥5m, disrupted family

and delinguent or anti-social behaviour, the rinking

' problems of young people take on a greater dimension. The
problems encountered with young people's drinking in the
order of their frequency are drunkenness, aléohol—iglated

traffic accidents, delinguent or anti-social behaviour,

and alcoholism. While the practice of drinking is
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widespread among youth, heavy or frequent drinking is not

common.

Empirical work has not revealed any single reason
either for young people beginning the drinking habit, or
continuing with it.. The motives offered by subjects in
empirical studies, says Smart, are generally the same as
those of the adult drinking culture. 'There is evidence,
he feels, that peer pressure is an important factor in

formulating the decision to begin drinking, and to continue

with it.

College and High School Studies

A great part of the studies of young persons and
their drinking have employed students as their subjects,
because these represent fairly accessible large captive

populations.

One Jf the earlier and frequently referred to
studies of college students was that of Straus and Bacon-
(1953} .

Tt

The authors obtained data by means of a-
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questiongaire administered to class groﬁps in 27 colleges“
representative of all types of college in all regions of
the United States (P. 3). The class groups, who received
a "brief and standardized oral explanation" of the purpose
of the study (P. 4), in each case were thaought by Ehe
authors to be representative of the student body as a
whole, in éérms ofnsex, college year and‘major field OEM‘
study. Information obtained from thé;éuestionnaire which -
was pretested, was supplemented by discussiqné with
students and faculty and by "general observations” by
survey staff (P. 3). A ;otal of "nearly 17,000" students
voluntarily took part in the study. Alcohol use, defined
as any consumption of alcohol, other than "1) éxperimental,
joking or ceremonial use before age il,'and 2) purely
incidental, isolated ekperience“ (P. 46), was found fo be
generally modest for both. sexes, ranging from 65 per cent
fgr men in private sectarian colleges embodying a
temperance viewpoint, to 92 per cent in private non-
sectarian colleges. For women, the corresponding range
was 39 per cent to 89 per cent. In view of the very broad
definition of use, these figures are not surprising.

While drinking began before college for 79 per cent

of the males and 65 per cent of the females, drinking

-
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while in college was an iqfrequeht activity among these
students, with only moderate amounts (less than 3 ounces)
- consumed at any one sitting. by 95 per cent of the sample.

Drinking patterns of individuals in specific
colleges, with the exception of mall minority of heavy
drinkers, reflectedgthe average student drinking patterns

of the specific college. The picture which emerged from

this study was generally one of restraint'and moderation

(Pp. 116-117). _ \

-

In contrast, Parfref.(lé74) in'the Republic of
Ireland found 16 per cent of 264 ﬁalés in hisvsample to
be occasioﬁal drunks (sporadic drunkenness) or regular
heavy drinkers. Only 2 per cent of 177 females were so
classed. Thirty-six péf cent of females and 20 per cent
of males did not drink. |
I -

Using a mailed questionnaire, qufrey sampled
1 in 7 undergraduates, and with 2‘follow-ups?obtgined a
response.of 97 perlcent._ Significant a§sociation§‘were
found for close friends' d:inking, siblings' drinking and
the respondents' dfinking patterns. For fem&les, a

significant association was found for their drinking and

35.
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their mothers' drinking status.
. : ,)
Here, as in the Straus and Bacon study, the.
drinking patterns cf students was seen as reflecting the
norms of the drinking cuiture, in which a sericus national
drinking groblem coexisted with a large minoriiy of total

abstainers.

Looney (1976), used a mailed questionnaire to
sample 1 in 7 of a California student population of
14,000, selected by computer, obtaining a response rate

of 63 per cent. The aim of the study was to establish

a preventive health care program on campus. Beer, wine (T

and liquor in descending order were found to be the
preferred beverages, on the basis of the previous week's
recalled drinking, with males favouring beer over the

others.

Students tended to drink more the larger the group
they lived with. 8ix per cent drank every day, and 7 per
cent drank more thaﬁ%QlAcané cf beer, glasses of wine or
shots gf liquor weéﬁly. Older students tended to dr%ﬂﬂ
more, frhose between 21 and 29 qpnstituting the heaviést

drinking age group.

e o e e e
~ .
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Reasons for drinking ranged from enjoyment of taste

to simply getting drunk, and seemg to confirm Smart's .

& statement (1976), that young people borrow their elders'

rationales for drinking. Five per cent of -the caﬁpus‘
population it‘Gas felt, allowed their drinking to disrﬁpt‘
academic work. From these findings the aufhérs felt ablg
to éredict that 70 per cent of those who reported
abstaining at the time of the study (11 per-cent of the
sample), would later commence dginking, and 30 per cent

of these would come tovdefine ghemselbes "as having some
problem” (P. 11l). It was not explained how these
predicted figures were érrived at. Overall, it was stated

that students carried on "responsible ﬁrinkiﬁg the

majority of the time" (P. 110).

The accuracy of'idng—range alcohol use predictions
were questioned by Smart (1276). He descriges a study Ey
Fillmore (1974) in which 206 members of the Straus and
Bacon sample were contacted 20 years after the study and
their drinking status was compared to fhe current position.
This group, according to Fillmore, was representative of
the ‘1953 sample, with the exception that black females were

underrepresented in 1974. It was found that while 44 per
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cent of the males had been deflned as problem drinkers in

1553, only 19 per cent were defined .as such 20 years later.

Of the females howeviii_there was little ghange, a{though
the problemrdrinkersiwere shown to pe'lg per cent of
Fillmore's sample, as'compafed to 12 per cent in 1953.

In comparing Straus and Bacon's subjects with those
of Looney 25 years later, a more liberal attitude can be
detected on the~pqr£-of the 'latter group. For example, -
in the e?rlier study thé large majority of students
indica£ed an intolerance of drunkenness in others, while
most of Looney's subjects clalmed\to{pe hlghly tolerant,

1~
as long as no harm was done.

. ' N '
Maddox (1970) reviewed 11 high school studies

conducted in the United States between 1948 and-1965 and

summarized their findings. K The studles, 1nvolv1ng over

10, 000 students, showed drlnklng as a learnlng process,
by which the young person learns to want to drink from the

prevailing adult drinking culture.

Maddox - finds "the results of these studies to be
similar in their main points: introduction to alcohol at

age 13 'or 14, a probability that every high school student
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;
will take a drink during high schobdl yéars: a variation
in the proportion of adolescent drinkers according to
regional and éthnic subcultural differences; first use
in the home-witﬁ parentsf’ among drinking‘adolescents, at
least one parent drinks, while abstingnt adolescents
usually report non-drinking parents; 'ﬁhe probability that
an adolescent will drink is determined Wy sex, age, socio-
economic status, ethnic and religious background, rural or
urban residénce. Specifically, drinkeré are more often
male, s;tuated at ext:eﬁes of the socioc-economic scéle,
.older than non—drinking.peers, Jewish or Catholic, and

resident in an-urban milieu.

Maddox interprets drinking as adult role-playing
and the substance is viewed as a beverage rather than a
drug; the prevalence‘bf drinking was not found to be
dependent on the legal restraints in a community; a
majoriﬁy of subjects, including non;drinkers, saw.nothing
morally wrong with the drinking practice as such; 'problem
drinkers are few among aéolescents: -mqst alcohoi consumed
was of a low alcohol content; even so, "subjective oo
evaluations" says Maddox,-suggest that 1 in 4 young

drinkers become "high" in any given month, and about 10

per cent become "drun%& (neither "high" nor "drunk" were
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defined, P. 111). Little change had taken place in the

years Or so covered by the studies in adolescent

titudes.toward, and use of, alcohol.

The adolescents' reference groups aré seen by
Maddox to be parents, peers, the média, religion and the
school, with parents and peers being by far the most
influential. Use of alcchol by one Or both parents
greatly increases the probability tﬁat their children
will drink also. ' —

1

Peers become increasingly important to the
adélescent with age. The studies suggest.that while many
adolescents would drink without peer influence, the peer
group provides a congenial environment for experimentation -
with alcohol. Nevertheless, there Qas no evidence that
the drinking status is the main basis for peer group

formation.

After he or she has adopted the drinking-habit in
the pursuit of adult roles, Maddox is 1in agreement with
smart in stating that the adolescent jpstificatioﬁ for
‘continuance of the drinking habit is also borrowed from

the adult drinking culture. Problem drinkers however,

2 oa BT Amsl
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are likely to be only 2 per cent to 5 per cent of

adolescents.

Maddox concludes by saying that the decision to

drink by adolescents is an integral part of growing up.

Alexander and Campbell (1967) used a‘questionnaire
to obtain information on drinking behaviour and attituées
from 1,410 white male highlschool seniors in 30 urban and
rural high schools in North Carolina, in an area where
strong religious préssures existed against drinking. This
was feflected by the finding that 65 per cent thought
drinking was morally wrong, including 40 per cent of users‘
Ef alcohol. Peers and family in that order provi&ed
incentives to drink. So strong was peer pressure, that
almost all non-drinkers had been pressured to drink at
some time, and pres;ure increased with the number of

drinking friends. Tasting of alcohol and curiousity about

alcohol by non-drinkers was also positively correlated with

number of drinking friends.

Although one doesn't have to agree with the author's
tpeoretical framework, nor with his operational definitions,

Zucker (1968) illustrates some of the complex motivational
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1

factors that may lead to the observable aéé of drinking.
Zucker tested the hypothesis that drinking.was associated
with male-female identity patterns, using 2 groups of high,
school students. The'first group contained 144 adolescents
(68 boys, 76 girls), and the second group contained.ZGa
subjects, (120 boys and 147 girls). The mean agesof the
boys were 14.84 and 14.97 respectively, and those of the
girls were 14.66 and 14.68. Two types of questionnaire

were used, both asking for drinking histories, while one

tested conscious sex-role identity and the second unconscious

sex~role identity. The drinking history asked for: 1) the
number of drinking occasions in the past year, and 2) the
amount "usually" consumed at any'one time. The femininity
scale of the California Psychological Inventory {Gough
Femininity Scale), was used to measure conscious sex-role
identity. Unconscious sex~-role identity was assessed on
the basis of content codes for book and movie preferences, *
differentiating between masculine, feminine and ngn—sex

type themes (Pp. 873-874).

‘J

The hypothesis was presented in 3 parts: 1)
heavier-drinking males show a more masculine sex-role
identity pattern than moderate drinkers; 2) heavier- o

drinking males show a more feminine identity pattern



(in terms of unconscious need patterns); 3) heavier-drinking
women show a more masculine identity pattern. Heavier
drinking was defined as 2 to 9 drinks per,.drinking session.

Moderate drinking was therefore 1 drink per session.

Only the first part of the hypothesis was confirmed
by the study. The heavy-drinking boys were significantly
more masculine than the moderate drinkers, and this
diffefence was interpreted by the author as one of

sex-role facade.

Forslund and Gustafson (1970), like Maddox, found
peer pressure to be the primary determining factor
influencing the decision to drink. Information on peer
and parental influences toward drinking were obfained by
questionnaire from 331 male and 323 female high school
students in New Mexico. For both sexes a positive
correlation existed between drinking and the degree of

peer pressure to drink. Also, regardless of peer pressure,

. students tended to drink when one or both parents were

drinkers. Peer pressure was seen, however, to be the

more important factor influencing the decision to drink.

Wechsler and Thum (1973) examined the dfinking
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practices of 1,235 high school students (grades 7 to 12)

in a sem%~industralized city, and 678 high school students
(grades 6 to 12) £from a small residential to@h, both in
Massachusettes. These were derived from a rahdom sample

of classes; all members of the classes selected were used.
An anonymous questionnaife was given in class time to the
subjects, asking about: 1) the respondents' own use of
aléohol and "iilicit drugs" (Amphetamines, barbiturates,
heroin, L.S.D., marijuana, glue sniffing, and cough syrup
for "kicksfi in the past year; 2) participation in
delinquent activities (cheating in sqhool, fighting,
shoplifting, theft, property damage, trouble in school,
trouble with police); 3) personal and social characteristics
of the respondent; 4) perception of the extent of drinking

among friends of the respondent (P. 1222).

"The subjects were divided into abstainers, light
\‘ .
drinkers (users of beer, wine and spirits, withgut having
been drunk in the past year), and heavy drinkers (users of

beer, wine and spirits, and who had been drunk on any of

.these in the pasf year, P. 1222).

For example, 42.5 per cent of junior'high school

heavy drinkers had used marijuana, and 66.5 per cent of



senior high school heavy drinkers, as opposed to 3.5 per

cent and 16.5 per cent respectively for light drinkers or

abstainers. Those who had been drunk on spirits were

45,

"much more likely" than other.students to have used illicit

drugs for non-medical puréOSes (p. 1222).

Among senior students (c_;rades 10 to 12)7, 66 per
cent in the city and 44 per cent in the town wére in the
heavier drinking group, with no significant differences
for sex. Among j;niors (grades .6 to 9), the respective

findings were 33 per cent and 18 per cent.

Heavier drinkers were more likely to have been
involved in delinguent activities than abstainers or
light drinkers; "about half" 6f the city heavy drinkers
and one-third of the town he%;y drinkérs reported they
had been in trouble with the police at least once in the
previous year, as against "about 10 per cent" of
abstainers and light drinkers (P. 1223). Dfinkers were
likely to have friends who drank, and tended to see
drinking widespread among friends; (ﬁearly.all heavier
drinkers reported at least 6 ffEEPQS\HSing beer or wine,
. #hd most gavé "Several" spirit users also, P. 1226).

N ™~

Heé?iér drinkers were akso thought to have more personal
) ! -
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problems, have lower grades (below.ﬁﬁ") and be more
alienated from parents (for example, could not talk to
" mother about drugs, could not talk with father, did not

feel "very close" to ‘family, P. 1225).

Jessorlaha Jessor (1975) in a longitudinal study
obtained findings in agreement with the Maddox review Ehat
drinking was an integrdl part of growing up. Subjects
were drawn‘fromr3 junior high schools (grades 7 to 9), in
a small city in a Rocky Mountain region of the United
States. A random sample of 1,126 subjects was obtéined
and a study made of their personality, social and
behavioural development. éérenta} permission was obtained
for 668 subjects, 589 of whom actually began the project
and 432 of whom (188 boys and 244 girls) completed all
data for the 4 years. The authors do not indicate to
what extent the representativeness of their sample was
compromised. Students were assessed by means of "an
elaborate questionnaire, approximat;ly 50 bages in lenjthd
(P. 33). The subjects' ages ranged from 12 to 15 years
at.the time the study began. In 1969 the abstinence rate
was 53 per c;nt, but by 1972, the last year of the study,

the abstinence rate was just 22 per cent. Abstainers

differed from drinkers in being more achievement-oriented,
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more successful academically, less independent, more

intolerant of deviant behaviour, more religious, and

possessing fewer drinking friends.

Smart (1976) describes 3 Canadian studies of high

school students carried out in.the 1270's. The information

regarding the 2 Ontario studies has only
through a secondary source and therefore
is often insufficient methodologically.

a random sample of 2,533 students from 8
communities, representing 20 per cent of
population. The study's findings showed
of drinkers had their first drink before
per cent between 13 énd 14, and the rest
Seventy-nine per cent of the sample were

per cent of the males and 74 per cent of

-

been available
the-information
Asimi (1972) tock
northern Ontario
the high school
that 52 per cent
age 13, 29

after age 15. '

drinkers, 82

the fémales, but

most drank only occasionally. Only 11 per cent of the

boys and 8 per cent of the gifls drank as often as 5 to

7 times weekly, and these tended to be in the older group.

-
y

A longitudinal study of Toronto high school

‘students was conducted by Smart and Fejer (1974) between

1968'and 1974. Students wefe contacted in alternate years,

dufing grades 7, 9, 11 and 13, and asked

if they had
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consumed alcohol in the previous 6 months. In 1968,
46.3 per cent had consumed alcohol, and.in 1970 the fiqure
had risen to 60 per cent. In 1972 and 1974_tﬁe figures

were 70 per cent and 73 per cent (P. 19).

Few studenfs were frequent consumers howeﬁer, only
2.4 pef cent reporting daily drinking wﬁile_9b pér cent
drank less often than once a week. The_fréquent drinkers
tended to do poorly in school. A noticeéble increase in
female drinking was observed, from 49.6 per cent of
girls in 1970 to 68.1 per cent 2 years later (P._Zl). \
For the majority of subjects some or all of £he drinking |
was done at home, but 36.1 per cent stated that none of
their drinking was at home. e

In Smart's opiniqp, in British Columbia Cutler and
Storm (1973) found heavief drinking than in Ontario.
(Although from the: information availab;e on this, it is
not clear what this oéinioﬁ is based oﬁ). By means of
an anonymous gquestionnaire admiﬁistered by teachers in
randomly selected classrooms in 3 gitiés, Cutlerxand_étorm
found fhat of 1,771 participants (and ié is not clear wﬁét
the size of the original sample‘was), 25 per cent of males

and 35 per cent of females said they never or seldom drank.
\
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"Seldom" was defined as drinking less often than once a

month. The questionhaire was also designed to obtain
information on cigarettg and marijuana Q§e.5 Cutler and
Storm found close to 23 per cent of students were regular
drinkers, while 15 per cent drank Tore than 10 arinks per

week. "Regular" was defined at drinking at least once a

week .
\ .

About 50 per cent of‘students had been "high"
(defined‘as a noticeable effect without ggtng beyond
gociallg'accepted behaviour); in the previous 4 weeks,
‘40.per‘cent had peen drunk ("marked loss of Ebntrol over
ordinary physical actfélties",-P. 49), 15 per cent had
beeﬁ 111l and 8 per cent had become unéonscious while
drinking. Between 7 per cent and 8 per cent had recently—\\\”
been drunk about once a week.

ﬁéwden (1977) studied the relationship be tween
drinking and academic achievement, ‘using 153 students
randomly selected from 3 Ottaﬁa high schools, aﬂd 138.
students found in summer schﬁol., Ail the étudents were
from grades 11 to 13. Individua;ly‘gdﬁiniéte;ed

‘'questionnaires and school records were the source of

information regarding drinking habits and school marks

,//“*\\V.'
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respectively. S

Lowden found "a significant inverse relationship"
(F. 21), between alcohoi use and grade.aVErége. The summer
school group, all of whom had had failing grades in the
previous regular high school year,- were all'found to be
users of aléohol, and these students drank more, and more
often than "regu;ar" students. More than one-third of
tﬁé‘group'drawn from high schoolg drank more than once a
week, and almost half of the summer schooi students did
sc¢. Smart and Fejer (1974), and Smart( Goodstadt and
Sone (1977), have aléo noted thaﬁ frequent drinkgrs‘tended

to do less well in school.

Smart, Goodstadt and Sone {1977) surveyed alcohol
and 1lllc1t drug use in 104 high schools in Ontarlo, aiming

at a sample of 7,500 students from grades 5, 7, 9, 11 and

13.

Lettérs were sent to 24 boards of education in all
regions of the province requesting their cooperafion. Five
refused to take part, whereupon 2 others were appreached,
and in the end 20 boards participated. Only boards who

could meet sample size requirement% and who maintained
t

v
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public and separate school systems were considered. Schools
were then randomly selected from each board.

Principals from 118 schools were contacted and
asked to cooperate. Fourteen schools did not take part .
because of refusals and closures due to bad weather on

the day of the study.

Students were selected: 1) by class, aﬂd 2)
individually, as representative of their grade. Either
way, care was taken to'ensufé répresentativeness (P. 6).
However, the selection of“classes was in the control of
the school. ,Of the 104 schools who took part, 85 required
parental consent. 'Ovefall, 7ﬁ.per cent of the students
contacted took part in the study (5,862 in all). No.
significant difference was found between schools whiéh

required parental consent and those which did not, in

the percentage of students using alcohol (P. 7).

The authors recognized the risk of sampling bi%é

. . /
from: 1) introduction of parental consent; 2) the o
' \

selection of classes in consultation with the principai;

(principals may have selected c¢lasses "whose students,f
/

were less liKely to report illicit drug use", P. 7);
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3) the fact that wet weather led to the closing of 9
schools with a reduction in the number of rural students
participating. To these points could be added the refusal

of 5 of the boards oaiginally approached to participate.

Nevertheless, 240 classes in 104 schools were
visited by 10 interviewers. All students completed an
anonymous questionnaire asking about alcohol and illicit
drug use in the past 12 months. (Illicit drugs
included cannabis, barbiturates, speed, L\E:Dl, cocaine
and heroin). Since grade 5 students had difficulty with
the terminology in the gquestionnaire, their data was not
included for analysis. Results showed that alcohol had
been used more than any other substance listed, b¥%82 per
cent (78.5 per‘cent of males and 74.3 pér cent of-fémaieéi,

of all students at least once in the past year.

Alcohol Qas drunk at least once a week by‘lB pe?
cent of all students. "About 16 per cent" cof all students
(23 per cent of.all drinkers) had been drunk, and 23 per
cent of all students (32 per cent of all drinkers) had”
had at least 5 drinks on some occasion in the previous
month (P. 9i. (The definition of "drunk" used in the

study is not given in the abbreviated report of the reéults

Q

i



used by this writer).

I

Age (positively) and grade average (negatively)
were sigﬁificantly related (P< .001), to” alcohol use.
Fifty-seven per cent of students under 12 had used

alcohol,.while 94.8 per cent of those aged 18 and over

had done so (P. 10)}.

Sixty-nine per cent of students with the highest
grade average (80 to 160) had ﬁsed alcohol in the previous
12 months, while 78.pef'cent of "those with the lowest
grade average (below 60) had done so. These findings
are consistent with those of Lowden (1977). |

3

A signifiéént relationship (P« .001) was found

for sex and frequenéj’of alcdhol.use, males drinking

more often than females.

Summary .

This review of the literature noted the association

between alcohol consumption and crime among adjudicated

i
offenders. It also noted that:

53.



54.

"1, Official statistics tend to be incomplete and
unreliable.
2. Self-report techniques represent an additional

source of informationf

3. Adjudicated offenders'arelnot representative
of the.general population.

4. The drinking practices of youth merit special

attention.

The Substantive Hypothesis

With the above considerations in mind, the Present
study examines the substantlve hypothesis that there is a
positive relationship between alcohol consumptlon and
delinquent: behav1our,\and both of these measures "have

been obtained by self-report technigues from a group of

high school students in the community.

The next chapter describes the procedures used

to test this hypothesis.
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CHAPTER II

Design

’

The sampie for this study consisted of 3 classes,
containing 100 students, represen&ing all who were enrolled
in the course "Law", auring the academic year 1977-78 ip
one of Ottawa's oldest (103 years) academic higﬁ schooléf
This school and course was selected because of previous
contacts with a former teacher of the law course. The

school was known to be receptive to student researchers.l

The subjects"ages ranged from 14 to 19 years, and
the academic grades from 11 to 13. There were 65 males
and 35 females in the sample pool. Fifteen of these (10

males and 5 females) had to be eliminated from the sample.

1 This has been an assumption based primarily on the fact

that a law teacher (no longer at the school) provided
access to subjects for the Saturley (1976) study.
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All 15 wége eliminated fér failing to complete one or
more alcohol questiOns.2 This left an experimental
sample of 85_studehts, 55 males and 30 females, with a
mean‘age of stPB (5.D. = 1.15) and 15.6 (S.D. = .93)
respectively. The mean age of the whole group was

15.88 (S.D. = 1.09).

Self-Reported Measures of Alcohol Consumption and
Self-Reported Delinquency '

1. Alcohol Consumption

Whitehead and Smart (1972} in their survey of
the validity.and reliability of self-reported drug use :
with alcohol as one of the drugs, noted that there were *

very few studies directly testing the validity and the
\ P
reliability of the techniques. Oné%he basis oﬁ_their

o i

2 Questioné 1 and 3 were essential for testing of the

experimental hypothesis. (For the 3 alcohol study
questions see items A, B and C of the gquestionnaire in
the appendix). One person, a male, omitted only the .
‘second question (B}, and was eliminated in error.

When the eliminated group was compared with the
analyzed sample, t values showed no significant
differences between males, females, or males and
females together for SRD or age.



review of studies conducted mdStly in Ontario, they
. . .
concluded that there was reason for confidence in the

‘ B :
validity and reliability of self-reported drug use.

A study by Whitehead aﬁd Brook (1971) is qﬁoted
by tﬁe authors és an example of a study which teste&ifor
both validity and reliability. This study examined 106
consecutive young drug users admitted to treatment
facilities in London, Ontario. (In filliné out a
questionnaire on drug use historf; 90 per cent reported
the use of alcohol and.harijuang respectively, and 51
"per cent-admitted heroin usage).

NG

Validity of the report was estimated by counting

»

the reported. usage of 2 non—existent drugs included in
the questionnairef Seven patients reported using‘one or
other of these drugs, 6 of whom reported use of both.

2

The data supporfing the reliability of the

. questionnaire is much weaker, and raises some gquestion A
about the authors' claim that there is reason to have
‘confidence in the reiiégiiity of self-reports of drug
use (P. 85), since only 9-of these patients were retested

within a time period - of a few days to more than a month.

"
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Reliability was calculated by comparing individual
responses to 20 different drugs on tQ? questionnéire a£
2 different periods in timé. The "authors reporﬁéd that
of a total of pr responses, 154 or 86 per cent were
identical. The small size of the sample and the question
of their representativeness raises serious questi ns..

about' the value of this.reliabilitj studf.
Pernanen (1974) restricts hisg cross-cultural survey
to the concept of aggreq?te_validity, and suggests that

it can be improved. Aggregate validity refers to the

comparison of estimates of alcohol'conéumption obtained

‘by self-report techniques to those obtained from the sale

.of alcoholic beverages. . S

b

After surveying close to 50 studies he finds that
aggregate validity of family expenditure studies is .
about 40 per cent, ranglng from 20 per cent to about 70

per cent. Self—reports of the actual amount é%%sumed

raises this figure \to 50 per cent. '

. 7
With regard to daYa-gathering, those factors

determining aggregate validity {(and it is not

unreasonable to expect that they would apply: to other

s ~
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types of validity), are listed as: 1) the avoidance and/or
over-representativenessNof places like hostels and skid-row
neighbourhoods where a iargg proportion of heaﬁy drinking -
takes place; 2) the problem of non-response:—- the

heavier drinker, Pernanen says, is prbbably more likely

to refuse to be interviewed; 3) forggtting, the effect

of which depends upon the type of gquestions asked. For
example, he refers to an unpubllshed study by the I‘lnnlsh
Foundation for Alcohol Studies in which people
underestimated the frequency of their drinking occasion

and overestimated the amount consumed on a typical cccasion
(P. 362); 4) when interviews are used, circumstances of

the interview such as interviewers' characteristics may

affect the results. For example, Mulford and Miller (1959)

in one of their “Towa studies discovered that male

viewers found more female drinkers among respondents
did female interviewers, and female interviewers

found re male drinkers than did male interviewers. 1In

a later study it was found- that drinkers without any
commitment to:use or neon-use of alcohol were the ones

most easily affected by characteristics of the interviewer

(Mulford and Miller, 1963, guoted by Pernanen, P. 368).

s o e b s s et =
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2. SelfJRéportéd Delinguency

Self-reported delinquency (SRD).refers to acts

voluntarily admitted by juveniles in response to a

65.

questionnaire or in an interview, anonymously or otherwise,

to non-law enforcement personnel. These reports may
include ocffences known to the police, but also include

many unofficial deviant acts, or offences not known to

the police.

Three recent surveys of the literature of SRD were

examined. Saturley (1976) suggests that the -major source

for the creation of the SRD measures (Porterfield, 1943,

Nye and Short, 1957) was the dissatisfaction with official

statistics, which were cgnSideréd unrepresentative of
both‘the offenders and of the volume and variety of
cffences. These cbncerns continue at the present time
and account for the use of self-report technigues. They
reveal that, at one ‘time or another éveryone has of fended

against some legal code (Nyé and Short, 1957, quoted by

Saturley, P. 20). P

1

MacDonald and Blum {(1977) supplemented Saturley's
A

I .
review by examining 22 recent references not covered by

the latter. For this study one of the papers which deals
r C

N

~.
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with methodological cencerns is of special interest. Kulik
(1968) compared self-reports under anonymous and
non-anonymous conditions for a group of high school
studehts and for institutionalized delinguents. Fbr

both groups the anonymous questionnaire yielded higher
disclosureé, but the correlations between the 2 forms

were high for both groups. . In terms'of the total score,
for instance, scores on the 2 administrations correlated

at .98.

Hardt and Hardt (1977) noted that studies in the
1960's sugéested that juveniles' social class tended to
be a factor determining whether or not a young person was
arrested (P. 247).. The authors refer, however, to
Deutscher (1966) who warned that the relationship between
self-reports and actual behaviour ma& not be .high and
suggested that self-reports should be used cautiously énd

critically.'

Gold (1966) used peers as informants to check
the validity oftself-reports, Short and Strodbeck (1965)
used detached workers, and Clark and Tifft (1966)‘employed
a polygraph test. On the basis of these studigs, and

one of their own in which they used 4 other estimates of

.

.
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validity'(known groups, lie scale, another source of data,
and a test for internal con51stency), Hardt and Hardt

concluded that self-report technlques yield reasonably

valid data for most respondents {(P. 257).

3. The Questionnaire

Information ébout alcohol and delinqﬁency was
obtained by means of a single questionnaire which contained
38 questions about del%nquency and 3 guestions about the
consumption 0f alcohol. 1In half of the guestionnaires,

.the alcohol consumption questions preceded the delinguency
questiqns, and in the other half the ofder was reversed.
Questionnaires were anonymous with a froqﬁ—sheet requesting

the subjects' age at last birthday, sex, and grades

presently attending.

The 3 gquestions about alcohol consumption were
taken from Smart (1968) because he asked the 3 baéic
guestions of what’was consumed, how often,'aﬂd how.much,
‘ in a straight forwa d manner. a with easily scored
responses. Theré was one 1nadn§rtent alteration to the
Smart format. His wording was, "How often during the
past year did you have one or more drinks? Express

. N ,
answer in times per month.. Circle one." (Answers were'

L]
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-

provided for 1 to 21 times per month).. In the present
study, the phrase. "times per month" was omitted, and
the answers provided for 1 to 21 times per year. (See

Is

appendix number 1, P. xiv.)

The second questioﬁ referred to the bevérage
consumed, and since the original instru&ené used by—;;;zz_’ﬁ\\“’
was no longer availab?é (Smart, 1557), "bger", "wine",
and "liquor" were the answers provided, as implded by
Smart (P. 36). -In the dozen cases where more than one
response was given, beer was given priority over the
other 2 beverages, and wine was given priority over
liquqr (Smart, 1968).

Smart's wording here wés: "What beverage do you
usually drink? For reasons of clarification the word
"beverage" was dropped in the study and "usuélly" was
defined ‘in parenthesis as "most of the time". The
question was then changed to read: "What did you usually

(that is, most of the time) drink?".

s

The third alcohol question asked about the number

of drinks per sitting and the subject was/zequired to check

a response from 1 to 1l0. . ) *(QLS

v
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Since a return visit to the school was discouraged

by the course teacher contacted, no experimental reliability

estimate is available for the questionnaire used in the
{ .

study. The alteration to 2 of the 3 questions about

alcohol consumption would prevent the examination of a

test—retést coefficient for a comparable sample. However,

no tegt-retest is available for the 3 questions used by

‘Smart (personal telephone communication with Smart,

June 28, 1978}.

- '\'.\ .
The amount of alcohol consumed per year was
calculated by multiplying the number of drinking occasions

reported by the reported amounts ordinarily consumed per

sitting.

Following Smart, 1 glass of beer was held to be

the eqdf?alent of a glass of wine or a glass of liquor.

A'deliberate alteration to Smart's scale was made

with respect to scoring. The phrase "or more" was added
. ' {

. i
to the ceiling value of 21 drinking occasions. Three

L -

students, by making a personal notation %ﬁfiﬁé questionnaire,
P
extended the floor of the scale §ﬁom’l to that of 0. They

were scored as zeros, thus yielding a scale of 0 to 21.

~
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- The 38 éuestions about delingquency represented.the
inventory adopted by and slightly altered by Saturley
(1976) who took it from Gibson (1967). Saturley chose
the Gibsgn scalé because its administration and scoring,
Saturley says, have recently been standardized (saturley,

P. 39).

In order to make the items more applicable to a
Canadian high schdol Saturley made minor modifications to
8 of the delingquency items, such as converting British
cﬁrrency values into Canadian, and increasing monetary

values to allow for inflation (Saturley, Pp. 50-51).

Subscales y . -

The 38 delinquency items could also be scored
along 5 subscales. (The figures in parentheses refer to
the number of itéms in each subscale). These were:
Mihor (14), Under-age (7) , Aggressive (7), Active Theft

{7) , and No Category (3).

-t

-
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Scoring

1. Alcohol

For the first alcochol guestion, a score of i was
given for each drinking occasion reported. Thus scores
ranged from 0 to 21 occasions. For the second alcohol .
queétion, Eertaining to the type of alcocholic beverage
usually consumed, "1" was given for beer, "2" for wine,
and "3" for liquor. The third alcohol question, concerning.
the number of drinks ordinarily consumed at a sitting,
was given a score of 1 for each arink reported in a

typical session.

2. Self-Reported Delingquency

Each response received a value of 0 to 3. The
response "nevef“ receivea a value of 0, the fregquency
of "1-3 times" received a score of 1, "4-9 times" a
score of 2, and "10 or more" a score of 3. The

maximum total score was 114.

Validity

With respect to the Gibson scale, Saturley reports

a single study by Farrington (1973) concerning the scale's
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validity which was obtained by comparing the scores of a
group of known offenders in-a high -school, with the
non-delinguent remainder of the sample, and finding that
the known offenders-at the time of the administration of
the invghtory scored significantly higher than the i
non-delinguent group (r = .58, P< .001, P. 104}.

pbis '

Test—-Retest Reliability

Saturley was able to do a test-retest reliability
at the same school ﬁith a one-week interval between
testing, and obtained\a test-retest réliability of .96
(P. 83).3 He fails to give an exact number of students
involved, but, ngause he does say (P. 43) that 2
classes were involved and his total sample consisted of
6 classes (N = 151), it is a reasonable guess that his

sample size was around 50 student