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I. Introduction

Purpose of ADAM

The Arrestee Drug Abuse Program (ADAM)
was designed to provide information on drug
use and related activities among arrestees
throughout the country. The program relies
upon ADAM staff interviewing recently
booked arrestees with a focus on drug use
and associated behavior. In addition, we
collect urine samples that are used to
determine the types of drugs used by
arrestees. There are currently 39 ADAM
sites in the U.S., of which Maricopa County
and Pima County represent Arizona. In
2000, ADAM finalized a new sampling
design and collection instrument that
provided a more accurate representation of
arrestee drug use and data on treatment
needs and drug markets. Data collected
since the first quarter of 2000 provide a
much richer account of arrestees’
experiences with drugs and other aspects of
their life related to drug use.

Data Collection

Sampling Plan and Catchment Areas

In order to increase the utility and the
generalizability of ADAM data, data
collection in all 39 sites must adhere to
specific guidelines. One primary goal of
ADAM is to estimate the prevalence of drug
use among the entire arrestee population in a
county. To meet this objective ADAM has
developed a systematic sampling plan that
all sites must follow. This plan requires that
all booking facilities be included in the
sampling frame and all arrestees (both

selected and not selected) have a known
probability for selection.

While data is collected quarterly in both
Maricopa and Pima Counties, the sampling
plan has led to very different methodological
approaches being used in each county. In
Pima County, nearly all arrestees are booked
at the Pima County Jail. Thus, ADAM data
collection takes place only in that facility.
The situation in Maricopa County is more
complex as arrestees can be booked at any
of 32 different facilities including many
municipal police departments. Thus, the
probability based sampling plan calls for
collecting data at multiple sites with target
quotas at each facility within Maricopa
County. Currently, within Maricopa County
data collection takes place at Madison Street
Jail, Mesa Police Department, and Glendale
Police Department.

Within each facility the process of selecting
arrestees for interviewing is guided by a
common, systematic procedure. Based on
the sampling plan, each facility must collect
a predetermined number of completed
interviews and urine samples (see Table 1).
While ADAM interviewers are only in each
facility for 8 hours each day, arrestees are
systematically selected based upon booking
time from throughout the 24 hours in each
day. In addition, ADAM incorporates a
weighting system that further assures that
the sample represents the arrestee
population. This post-sampling
stratification weighting design accounts for
factors that affect the probability of selection
and includes day of week of the arrest, time
of day of the arrest, reason for the arrest, and
where the arrestee was booked. At present,
data are only weighted for males as a female
sampling plan is still in development.



Table 1: Quarterly and Annual Target Sample Size for each Facility

Quarterly Annual

Booking Facility Males Females Males Females
Maricopa County

Madison Street Jail 315 80 1,260 320

Mesa Police Department 55 10 220 40

Glendale Police Department 50 10 200 40
Pima County

Pima County Jail 168 64 672 256

It’s important to recognize that without
sampling, it is impossible for ADAM to
make comparisons across sites and across
time periods with ADAM data. The
sampling plan represents the latest
improvement in the attempt to measure drug
use among arrestee populations in our
communities.

Instrument

ADAM interviewers at all sites use a
standardized data collection instrument. The
survey consists of six parts. First, a series of
questions are asked about the arrestees’
demographic characteristics, including their
immigrant status, employment status, and
health insurance coverage. Second, detailed
information is gathered about drug and
mental health treatment, contact with the
criminal justice system, and alcohol and
drug use throughout the previous year.
Third, a battery of questions are asked that
assess the arrestees’ risk for both drug and
alcohol dependency and abuse. Fourth,
arrestees are asked several questions about
drugs obtained in the previous month and
specifics of any transactions, including
amount of drug obtained, price, type of
location, and frequency of transactions.
Fifth, questions about drug and alcohol use
in the past month, with specific attention to

the previous 3 days, are included. The last
step of the interview is collection of a urine
specimen.

Local Coordinating Councils

Local Coordinating Councils (LCCs) are an
important component of the ADAM
program. The goal of the LCC is to promote
a forum for feedback from the community
and to incorporate community interests in
future activities associated with the ADAM
program. The Council includes
representatives from areas such as law
enforcement, treatment providers, the courts,
community corrections, public health, and
prevention programs. LCC's may assist in
special analyses of ADAM data, data
dissemination, and the identification of
potential outreach populations.

Purpose of Arizona ADAM Report

The purpose of this report is to provide
local, state, and federal agencies in the state
of Arizona with the latest available data in a
comprehensive manner. We present data
from the beginning of 2000 through the third
quarter of 2001 for both Pima and Maricopa
Counties. While data have been collected
from adults and juveniles, this report focuses
on the adult arrestee population and relies



exclusively on arrestees who completed the
interview and provided a useable urine
sample. Results are reported in the four
sections described below.

The second section will present general
demographic information on the arrestee
population in both counties. The purpose of
this section is to provide agencies with a
description of arrestees along a number of
dimensions. For example, tables summarize
age, race/ethnicity, education, employment,
and type of living arrangement for male and
female arrestees. Overall county-wide
urinalysis results are presented for arrestees
booked for different types of offenses. The
last table in this section provides estimates
of drug use by arresting agency (the agency
that booked the interviewee into the
facility).

The third section of the report will
summarize data that is directly relevant to
Arizona’s Drug Medicalization, Prevention,
and Control Act of 1996 (Proposition 200).
This law mandates drug treatment for
defendants who are convicted of either a
first or second time drug offense. Given that
Arizona is one of two states with mandatory
drug treatment, current information on
arrestee drug use is important for policy-
makers. Specifically, the section will
present information on how drug use varies
by mandatory drug treatment criteria (e.g.,
drug related offenses versus non-drug
related offenses) and by gender. We also
include information on risk for dependency
and abuse by type of drugs used and

Proposition 200 eligibility for males and
females. Finally, information on the risk for
dependency for arrestees who have
undergone treatment in the past is reported.

The fourth section of the report provides
information on characteristics of drug
markets in Maricopa and Pima counties. We
present information on how arrestees obtain
different drugs, whether they pay cash or
obtain them in some other manner.
Additional information is presented on
failed transactions. We describe how the
number of failed transaction, and the reason
for failure, have changed over time in both
counties.

The fifth section of the report highlights the
spatial distribution of drug use and drug
markets. In particular, we present data
pertaining to the proportion of arrestees
testing positive for four drug types (i.e.,
marijuana, cocaine, opiates,
methamphetamine) by residential zip code.
We also present the proportion of
respondents who obtained any of the five
drugs (i.e., marijuana, powder or crack
cocaine, opiates, and methamphetamine)
listed in their own neighborhood by
residential zip code.

An issue of relevance to police agencies is
the identification of drugs used by offenders
in each jurisdiction. In order to provide data
for specific law enforcement agencies, we
include an Appendix that separates and
reports on sampled arrestees by the agency
that booked them into the facility.






II. Arrestee Population

Demographic Information

Table 2 presents basic demographic
information on the population of arrestees in
Maricopa and Pima Counties. The arrestee
population in both counties tended to be
young with two-thirds falling between the
ages of 18 and 35. The percentages of
arrestees within each age range were
remarkably consistent for both males and
females (generally falling within 3%). In
Maricopa County, most arrestees were
White (43.8% of males and 45.9% of
females), while nearly a third were Hispanic
(34.6% of males and 26% of females). In
Pima County, Hispanics comprised the
majority of the arrestee population. This
composition differs by gender though;
Hispanics were the majority among male
arrestees and Whites were predominant
among females. The majority of Hispanics
in both counties reported being Mexican,
Mexican-American, or Chicano/a. Most of
the arrestees falling into the “Other”
category simply considered themselves
“Hispanic” and the majority of arrestees in
the multi-ethnic category reported being part
Mexican. In both counties the majority of
arrestees reported being born in the United
States and the majority of those born outside
the U.S. reported that they were residing in
the country legally. However, in Maricopa
County, 5.6% of males reported having no
legal documents, much higher than the 1.5%
of male arrestees in Pima County and the
less than 1% of female arrestees in both
counties reporting no legal documents. Just
over 3% of the arrestees in each county
spoke no English and the interview was

conducted in Spanish (the percentage of
non-English speakers among the arrestee
population is probably somewhat higher as
Spanish-speaking interviewers were not
always available).

In terms of education, approximately one-
third of arrestees in Maricopa and Pima
Counties had less than a high-school degree.
Another third of arrestees had a high-school
degree or GED as their highest level of
schooling. Only 4-5% of arrestees in either
county had earned a 4-year college degree,
though 20-28% of arrestees have earned
some college credit or a 2-year degree.

The unemployment rate among arrestees
was high, with the rate for females around
12% higher than males. More arrestees
were working in Maricopa County than in
Pima County with a 5.4% difference for
males and a 7.8% difference for females.

The living situations of arrestees were
similar in Maricopa and Pima Counties.
Over half of the arrestees reported being
single; close to 20% report being married;
and, around 16% were divorced.
Interestingly, more than twice as many
women reported being separated in both
counties. Most arrestees (upwards of 80%)
lived primarily in a house, mobile home, or
apartment over the past month. Slightly
more arrestees in Pima County were
homeless (11.3% versus 8.2%) and in both
counties the percentage of women who were
homeless was just below the percentage of
men.



Table 2: Characteristics of the Arrestee Population, 2000-2001

Maricopa County Pima County
Male Female Total Male Female Total
Age
18-20 15.2% 13.5% 14.9% 14.8% 11.2% 14.1%
21-25 20.5 18.3 20.0 19.9 22.8 20.5
26-30 15.6 14.9 15.5 17.9 14.4 17.2
31-35 15.4 18.6 16.1 12.7 18.8 13.9
36+ 333 34.6 33.6 34.6 32.8 34.2
Sample Size 2,624 716 3,340 998 250 1,248
Race/Ethnicity
Hispanic (Any Race) 34.6 26.0 32.7 44.1 30.8 41.5
White 43.8 45.9 443 36.5 49.2 39.1
Black 10.6 12.7 11.1 9.1 7.2 8.7
Native American 6.9 9.8 7.5 6.2 9.6 6.9
Other/Multiracial 4.1 5.6 4.4 4.0 3.2 3.8
Sample Size 2,625 716 3,341 999 250 1,249
Ethnicity (if Hispanic)
Mexican, Mexican
American, Chicano/a 84.5 86.4 84.8 82.4 76.4 81.5
Puerto Rican 2.5 1.7 23 2.2 0 1.9
Cuban 1.1 1.1 1.1 7 2.8 1.0
Other Hispanic or Latino/a 7.2 6.3 7.0 8.6 9.7 8.7
Multiethnic 4.7 4.5 4.7 6.1 11.1 6.9
Sample Size 889 176 1,065 409 72 481
Immigration Status
Born in U.S. 86.9 96.1 88.9 90.9 95.6 91.8
Citizen, Born Outside U.S. 3.5 2.1 3.2 2.8 2.8 2.8
Permanent Resident 2.8 .8 24 3.5 4 2.9
Work or Other Visa 5 3 5 .6 4 .6
Other Legal Documents 7 0 .6 i 4 .6
No Legal Documents 5.6 i 4.5 1.5 4 1.3
Sample Size 2,614 716 3,330 995 248 1,243
Interview Language
English 95.6 99.7 96.5 96.7 96.8 96.7
Spanish 44 3 3.5 33 3.2 33
Sample Size 2,627 717 3,344 999 250 1,249
Highest Education
High School or GED 355 29.8 343 41.2 332 39.6
Vocational or Trade School 5.7 43 54 35 2.8 34
Some College/2-Year
Associate 21.7 28.0 23.1 20.0 23.2 20.6
Four-Year College Degree or
Higher 4.0 4.9 4.2 5.0 4.8 5.0
No Degree 33.1 33.0 33.1 30.3 36.0 31.4
Sample Size 2,627 715 3,342 997 250 1,247




Table 2: Characteristics of the Arrestee Population, 2000-2001, continued

Maricopa County Pima County
Male Female Total Male Female Total
Current Work Status
Employed 69.7% 47.5% 64.9% 64.3% 39.7% 59.4%
Not Employed 22.8 344 25.3 27.8 40.1 30.2
Other 7.5 18.2 9.8 7.9 20.2 10.4
Sample Size 2,624 716 3,340 997 247 1,244
Current Marital Status
Single, Never Married 57.0 50.2 55.6 57.6 52.6 56.6
Divorced 16.2 17.2 16.4 16.1 16.9 16.2
Legally Separated 39 8.8 5.0 4.5 10.4 5.7
Widowed .8 2.2 1.1 1.8 1.2 1.7
Married 22.0 21.5 21.9 20.0 18.9 19.8
Sample Size 2,614 715 3,329 996 249 1,245
Type of Residence (past 30 days)
House, Mobile Home, or Apt. 84.2 84.6 84.3 81.6 81.9 81.7
Residential Hotel, Rooming
House, Dormitory, Group
Home, Student Housing,
Military Base 4.1 4.5 4.2 2.6 5.6 3.2
Hospital, Treatment, or
Extended Care Facility 7 .8 7 9 1.6 1.0
Jail or Prison 1.2 1.5 1.3 1.3 4 1.1
Shelter 1.0 i 9 1.2 .8 1.1
No Fixed Residence/Homeless 8.3 7.7 8.2 11.8 9.3 11.3
Other 4 1 3 .5 4 5
Sample Size 2,627 716 3,343 997 248 1,245




Drug Use Summaries

Marijuana

Marijuana was one of the most commonly
used drugs in both Maricopa County and
Pima County for 2000 and 2001. However,
trends in marijuana use differed for each
county. In Maricopa County the percent of
arrestees testing positive for marijuana
increased by about 5% for both males and
females. In Pima County, the percent of
arrestees testing positive for marijuana
decreased by around 3% for males and
females.

Percent of Arrestees Testing Positive
for Marijuana

50%
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Males Females Males Females

Maricopa County

2000 02001

Pima County

Cocaine

Cocaine was the other most commonly used
drug overall in Maricopa and Pima Counties
in 2000 and 2001 (the drug test employed
did not distinguish between crack and
powder cocaine). However, unlike
marijuana, cocaine use decreased across the
board in 2001. The percent of urinalyses
testing positive for cocaine decreased for
both males and females in Maricopa County
and Pima County from 2000 to 2001.

Percent of Arrestees Testing Positive
for Cocaine
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Opiates

In general, opiates were among the least
used drug in Arizona. In Maricopa County,
positive tests for opiates were nearly
identical at around 6% for males and
females from 2000 to 2001. In Pima
County, females were more likely to test
positive for opiate than males in each year.
While the percent of arrestees using opiates
in Pima County was higher than in Maricopa
County, the percent in Pima County
decreased from 2000 to 2001, especially for
females.

Percent of Arrestees Testing
Positive for Opiates
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Methamphetamine

Trends in methamphetamine use are among
the most striking. In both 2000 and 2001, a
far greater percent of arrestees tested
positive for methamphetamine in Maricopa
County than in Pima County. The
percentages in Maricopa County increased
by around 5% from 2000 to 2001 for both
males and females. In Pima County,
methamphetamine use showed little
difference between 2000 and 2001.

Percent of Arrestees Testing Positive
for Methamphetamine
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Drug Use Summaries by County

It is also useful to examine drug use for
particular types of arrestees within each
county. Specifically, the next sections
present the level of drug use among
arrestees by types of charges. Examining
drug usage by offense type provides some
insight into the relationship between crime
and drug use and can help officers better
understand what types of drugs they are
likely to encounter when confronting
potential arrestees.

Maricopa County

Table 3.1 presents urinalysis results from
Maricopa County for 2000 and 2001. The

results are presented for all arrestees and
then broken down into the type of offense
for which the arrestee was arrested. In 2000,
around two-thirds of males and females
arrested on any offense tested positive for at
least one drug. That percentage increased
by 3.5% for males and 8.1% for females in
2001. In both years marijuana was the most
commonly used drug for males, though it
became more popular in 2001. For males,
cocaine use decreased somewhat while
methamphetamine use increased in 2001.
Cocaine (either powder or crack) was the
most commonly used drug for females in
both years. The changes in female usage
followed the same pattern as males, with
cocaine usage decreasing and marijuana and
methamphetamine use increasing in 2001.
Indeed, methamphetamine usage was at
essentially the same level as cocaine usage
for females in 2001 with one-third of
arrestees testing positive for each. Thus, it
appears that methamphetamine is becoming
a much more popular drug, possibly
displacing cocaine.



Table 3.1: Percent Positive by Gender and Offense over Time in Maricopa County

Male Female
2000 2001 2000 2001
All Offenses (n=1,407) (n=1,213) (n=390) (n=327)
Marijuana 33.7% 39.4% 23.1% 27.6%
Cocaine 31.9 27.5 35.0 31.9
Opiates 6.6 5.8 6.4 6.5
Methamphetamines 19.1 25.0 24.1 31.6
Any Drug 66.1 69.6 67.4 75.5
Violent Offenses (n=269) (n=245) (n=63) (n=35)
Marijuana 28.9 48.0 22.6 353
Cocaine 233 21.7 19.4 17.6
Opiates 4.3 2.8 1.6 5.9
Methamphetamines 15.6 30.9 21.3 20.6
Any Drug 551 72.0 48.4 58.8
Property Offenses (n=435) (n=348) (n=123) (n=98)
Marijuana 31.8 40.0 14.6 30.9
Cocaine 40.5 37.4 31.7 26.8
Opiates 12.3 11.3 9.8 3.1
Methamphetamines 19.5 28.7 25.2 33.0
Any Drug 72.3 78.1 61.8 75.3
Drug Offenses (n=215) (n=195) (n=74) (n=56)
Marijuana 52.2 55.1 35.1 33.9
Cocaine 47.8 32.7 41.9 44.6
Opiates 11.3 9.8 8.1 10.7
Methamphetamines 29.2 36.5 44.6 38.9
Any Drug 92.3 94.1 93.2 98.2
Domestic Violence Offenses (n=70) (n=90) (n=28) (n=36)
Marijuana 24.2 27.2 32.1 30.6
Cocaine 30.3 12.9 10.7 2.8
Opiates 0 2.2 3.6 2.8
Methamphetamines 15.6 11.6 14.8 13.9
Any Drug 58.0 40.6 50.0 47.2
DUI/DWI Offenses (n=121) (n=110) (n=18) (n=16)
Marijuana 29.1 32.6 333 25.0
Cocaine 22.9 32.8 11.1 6.3
Opiates 23 2.5 5.6 18.8
Methamphetamines 12.2 2.5 22.2 18.8
Any Drug 50.2 57.7 50.0 62.5
Other Offenses (n=683) (n=570) (n=182) (n=152)
Marijuana 353 39.2 20.3 24.8
Cocaine 31.1 25.6 46.7 38.9
Opiates 54 5.5 7.1 6.7
Methamphetamines 20.1 25.7 19.9 35.1
Any Drug 67.3 68.6 70.9 79.2
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Arrestees with charges for violent crimes
were the most likely to test positive for
marijuana. That relationship is even
stronger in 2001, during which time nearly
half of males and one-third of females tested
positive for marijuana. The trend for
methamphetamine use is striking in that the
rate of usage remained steady for females
but doubled for males. In 2001, 30.9% of
males arrested on a violent offense tested
positive for methamphetamines.

Males arrested for property crimes were
most likely to have used marijuana or
cocaine lately, though in 2001 the rate of
methamphetamine usage was only slightly
lower. Females with charges for a property
crime were most likely to use
methamphetamine (33%) in 2001. Note that
males arrested for property crimes were
more likely to test positive for opiates than
males arrested for any other type of offense
in both 2000 and 2001. That was the case
for females in 2000, but not in 2001 when
opiate usage among females was among the
lowest for females charged with a property
offense.

Not surprisingly, arrestees with drug charges
tested positive for every drug except opiates
at higher rates than any other type of
offender. Overall, greater than 90% of drug
offenders tested positive for at least one
drug; and, those percentages increased
between 2000 and 2001 for both males and
females.

Arrestees with domestic violence charges
were among the least likely to test positive
for opiates. Such offenders were more
likely to have used marijuana and somewhat
less likely to have used cocaine and
methamphetamines. In fact, cocaine use
dropped dramatically from 2000 to 2001 for
both males (30.3% to 12.9%) and females
(10.7% to 2.8%). This is the only type of

11

offender for which overall drug use dropped
from 2000 to 2001.

Marijuana was also the drug most
commonly used by male and female
arrestees with DUI and DWI charges. Males
were nearly as likely to have used cocaine
while females were nearly as likely to use
methamphetamines.

Pima County

Table 3.2 presents urinalysis results from
Pima County for 2000 and 2001. In contrast
to Maricopa County, male and female drug
use dropped between 2000 and 2001, with
the exception of methamphetamine use,
which increased for females. The percent of
males testing positive for any drug dropped
from 71.7% in 2000 to 64.9% in 2001 while
the percentage of females testing positive for
any drug dropped further, from 75.4% in
2000 to 61.7% in 2001.

Examining drug use by offense type reveals
different patterns. Males charged with a
violent offense were most likely to have
used marijuana followed by cocaine. Use
among these males dropped slightly for
marijuana, remained steady for cocaine, and
increased for opiates and methamphetamines
between 2000 and 2001. Females charged
with a violent offense were most likely to
have used cocaine. Female usage of all
drugs decreased from 2000 to 2001 with no
females charged with a violent offense
testing positive for opiates or
methamphetamine in 2001.



Table 3.2: Percent Positive by Gender and Offense over Time in Pima County

Male Female
2000 2001 2000 2001
All Offenses (n=546) (n=453) (n=122) (n=128)
Marijuana 45.1% 41.1% 28.7% 26.6%
Cocaine 40.8 36.0 49.2 36.7
Opiates 8.8 7.0 17.2 94
Methamphetamines 6.9 53 9.1 10.3
Any Drug 71.7 64.9 75.4 61.7
Violent Offenses (n=90) (n=64) (n=6) (n=8)
Marijuana 474 43.8 333 25.0
Cocaine 343 34.1 66.7 37.5
Opiates 4.5 9.6 16.7 0
Methamphetamines 54 6.1 0 0
Any Drug 65.4 64.4 66.7 37.5
Property Offenses (n=125) (n=92) (n=37) (n=23)
Marijuana 51.6 38.5 37.8 34.8
Cocaine 49.5 46.4 324 43.5
Opiates 14.8 13.8 13.5 8.7
Methamphetamines 7.5 6.4 13.5 17.4
Any Drug 78.0 74.6 75.7 65.2
Drug Offenses (n=110) (n=85) (n=35) (n=24)
Marijuana 58.6 50.6 25.7 29.2
Cocaine 553 58.0 62.9 54.2
Opiates 18.1 8.8 28.6 29.2
Methamphetamines 10.4 12.6 5.7 30.4
Any Drug 88.3 86.0 82.9 87.5
Domestic Violence Offenses (n=115) (n=104) (n=17) (n=35)
Marijuana 449 37.6 41.2 20.0
Cocaine 33.7 20.4 41.2 17.1
Opiates 3.8 1.3 5.9 2.9
Methamphetamines 4.7 2.1 59 11.8
Any Drug 62.7 443 58.8 42.9
DUI/DWI Offenses (n=34) (n=24) (n=3) (n=6)
Marijuana 36.1 30.0 0 16.7
Cocaine 11.1 47.9 333 16.7
Opiates 0 6.0 333 0
Methamphetamines 0 0 0 0
Any Drug 41.3 58.1 66.7 16.7
Other Offenses (n=309) (n=246) (n=75) (n=70)
Marijuana 48.2 43.8 24.0 343
Cocaine 454 36.2 533 48.6
Opiates 8.2 7.5 17.3 7.1
Methamphetamines 7.9 6.6 8.1 10.0
Any Drug 771 68.7 78.7 75.7
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Arrestees charged with a property crime
were more likely than violent offenders to
test positive for any drug. Males charged
with property crimes were more likely to
have used marijuana or cocaine in 2000 and
while usage of both drugs dropped in 2001,
males were more likely to have used cocaine
in 2001. Opiate usage among these males
was second only to arrestees with drug
charges in 2000, and was the highest of all
charges in 2001. Similar to males, females
with charges for property crimes were most
likely to have used marijuana or cocaine in
2000. While use of marijuana among
females dropped in 2001 their usage of
cocaine increased (from 32.4% in 2000 to
43.5% in 2001). In addition, usage of
methamphetamines increased from 13.5% in
2000 to 17.4% in 2001 for females charged
with property crimes.

Similar to Maricopa County, drug offenders
were among the highest users of all types of
drugs. However, unlike Maricopa County,
usage of any drugs was lower and in the
range of 82% to 88%. For males, marijuana
and cocaine were the most commonly used
drugs in both years. For females with drug
charges, cocaine was the most commonly
used drug in both years. Few females tested
positive for methamphetamines in 2000
(5.7%). Methamphetamine usage among
females with drug charges increased
tremendously in 2001 to reach the level of
marijuana and cocaine usage at around 30%.

Males charged with domestic violence were
most likely to have used marijuana,
followed by cocaine, with opiates and
methamphetamine at minimal levels.
Females charged with domestic violence
were equally likely to have used marijuana
or cocaine in either year, though the
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percentage testing positive for both drugs
dropped in half in 2001. While opiate use
decreased among women from 2000 to
2001, methamphetamine use doubled.

Arrestees charged with DUI or DWI were
most likely to have used cocaine or
marijuana. Very few of these arrestees
tested positive for opiates and none tested
positive for methamphetamines.

Arresting Agencies

Table 3.3 presents overall urinalysis results
by arresting agency in both Maricopa and
Pima Counties. In Maricopa County
marijuana use was most frequently detected
among Chandler Police Department
arrestees and least frequently detected
among Department of Public Safety and
Maricopa County Sheriff’s Department
arrestees. Cocaine and opiates were
detected most often among Phoenix Police
Department arrestees and least often among
Scottsdale Police Department arrestees.
Methamphetamine was most prevalent
among Scottsdale, Mesa, and Glendale
Police Department arrestees and least often
among Department of Public Safety
arrestees.

In Pima County, marijuana, cocaine, and
opiates were found most often among
Tucson Police Department arrestees. Drug
usage was fairly similar among arrestees
from the Pima County Sheriff’s Department
and Department of Public Safety except for
methamphetamine. Methamphetamine
usage was most frequently detected among
Department of Public Safety arrestees and
least frequently among Tucson Police
Department arrestees.



Table 3.3: Percent of Arrestees with Positive Urinalysis by Drug and Arresting Agency

Marijuana Cocaine Opiates Methamphetamine
Maricopa County Agencies
DPS — Maricopa County 24.4% 17.8% 2.2% 11.1%
Maricopa County Sheriff’s Dept. 24.8 18.8 6.3 21.8
Chandler Police Department 429 25.7 2.9 243
Glendale Police Department 31.5 19.2 6.5 27.8
Mesa Police Department 334 30.7 54 26.1
Phoenix Police Department 354 36.5 7.9 21.9
Scottsdale Police Department 28.4 13.5 2.1 28.4
Tempe Police Department 354 29.9 6.1 21.2
Pima County Agencies
DPS — Pima County 35.8 32.1 5.7 15.1
Pima County Sheriff’s Dept. 39.3 27.0 4.9 9.9
Tucson Police Department 429 46.0 12.2 4.8
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III. Risk for Dependency/Abuse and Treatment Experience

An important focus of ADAM is gauging
risk for dependency or abuse and previous
treatment experience. This information may
be relevant for policies addressing drug
usage in Arizona. For example, Arizona
Proposition 200 stipulates that first-time
drug offenders be given the opportunity for
drug treatment. For this strategy to be
effective in reducing drug use and drug-
related crime it is essential that the
appropriate offenders be targeted. That is,
those eligible for the program must in fact
be using drugs and have drug-related
problems. In addition, for the treatment
programs to be effective they must tailor
their approach to the specific types of drugs
used by eligible arrestees. To help inform
this policy, drug usage and risk for
dependency and abuse was examined for
drug and non-drug offenders in Maricopa
and Pima Counties. While the data do not
permit us to make the distinction between
first-time drug offenders and those with
previous charges, the broader distinction
between drug offenders and non-drug
offenders can still shed light on the policy.

Table 4.1 presents positive urinalysis results
and self-report drug usage for arrestees with
drug and non-drug charges. It is clear that
drug offenders were more likely to have
used drugs recently with over 93% of
arrestees testing positive in Maricopa
County and greater than 84% testing
positive in Pima County. These rates were
23% to 30% higher than arrestees with non-
drug charges. The findings are similar for
self-reported drug use activity. Examining
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urinalysis results and self-report usage of
specific types of drugs reveals the same
pattern — arrestees with drug charges are
more likely to test positive for drugs than
arrestees with non-drug charges. The single
exception is women’s use of marijuana in
Pima County. Both types of offenders had a
relatively low usage of marijuana at just
over 27%. For cocaine tests we must rely
upon self-reports to distinguish between
crack and powder cocaine usage. Among
most offenders in both counties crack was
used more often than powder cocaine.
However, males in Pima County seemed to
prefer powder cocaine at nearly the same
rate as crack cocaine, a rate that is twice as
high as males in Maricopa County.

In developing the appropriate types of
treatment programs it is informative to
distinguish between males and females and
counties when looking at the types of drugs
used most often by drug offenders. Male
drug offenders in Maricopa County tested
positive most often for marijuana (53.6%)
followed by methamphetamine (32.7%) with
crack use falling between 20% and 40%.
Female drug offenders in Maricopa County
were more likely to use methamphetamine
(42.2%) followed by marijuana (34.6%) and
crack (between 35% and 43%). In Pima
County, male drug offenders were most
likely to test positive for marijuana (55.1%)
and either crack or powder cocaine (56.5%
combined). Female drug offenders in Pima
County were most likely to have used crack
cocaine (52.8% self-reported) followed by
opiates (28.8%) and marijuana (27.1%).
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Table 4.2 presents arrestees’ treatment
experience and risk for drug abuse or
dependency for drug offenders and non-drug
offenders. Risk for drug dependency and
abuse is based on items from the DSM-IV
published by the American Psychiatric
Association. Arrestees are asked six
questions about possible drug-related
problems they may have had recently. Their
responses are used to determine if they are at
risk for drug abuse or, more seriously, at risk
for drug dependency.

Slightly fewer males with drug charges in
Maricopa County reported previous
inpatient or outpatient drug treatment than
males without drug charges. More females
with drug charges in Maricopa County and
both males and females in Pima County
reported previous drug treatment.

Examining risk for dependency reveals three
distinct trends. First, among all arrestees in
both Maricopa and Pima Counties drug
offenders were at greater risk for drug
dependency than non-drug offenders. Note
that the percentage of male drug offenders at
risk for dependency is roughly 50% higher
than non-drug offenders in both counties
(59% versus 40.4% in Maricopa County and
61.2% versus 41% in Pima County).
However, the difference between drug
offenders and non-drug offenders for
females in Maricopa County is closer to
65% (70.8% versus 42.8%) and for females
in Pima County it is nearly 100% (75%
versus 37,9%). This pattern is more evident
when examining only those arrestees who
tested positive for any drug. Males with
drug offenses in both counties were only
slightly at greater risk for dependency than
males with non-drug charges (4.1% in
Maricopa County and 6.8% in Pima
County). Females with drug charges were at
greater risk for dependency than non-drug
offenders in both counties (the difference
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being 14.1% in Maricopa County and 16.2%
in Pima County). Thus, it appears that the
difference in risk for dependency between
those with and without drug charges may be
greater for women than for men.

A second trend emerges when examining the
difference in risk for dependency between
all arrestees and those testing positive for
any drug. For both male and female
arrestees facing drug charges the percent at
risk for dependency only increased slightly
when narrowing the sample to those testing
positive for any drug. That is, arrestees with
drug charges were at similar levels of risk
whether or not they tested positive for any
drug. However, for arrestees with non-drug
charges, the percent of arrestees at risk for
dependency was much higher for those
testing positive for drug use (between 13%
and 17%).

A third trend is evident when focusing on
specific types of drug use. In Maricopa
County, regardless of drugs used, males with
drug charges were only slightly more at risk
of dependency than males without drug
charges. The situation is reversed for
females facing drug charges in Maricopa
County who were at greater risk than non-
drug offenders regardless of drugs used. In
Pima County the situations for males was
similar with the exception that males with
drug charges who tested positive for opiates
were at much greater risk for treatment than
males without drug charges.

It is also informative to examine which
types of users were at greatest risk for drug
dependency. In Maricopa County, males
testing positive for opiates were at greatest
risk for dependency (79.4% of non-drug
offenders and 78.6% of drug offenders).
Females in Maricopa County were at
greatest risk for dependency if they tested
positive for cocaine/crack or opiates (both



just over 83%). In Pima County male and
female drug offenders using opiates were
both at greatest risk for dependency (96.5%
of males and 93.3% of females).
Cocaine/crack and methamphetamine users
were next (around 70% for male drug
offenders and 78% for female drug
offenders) and marijuana users were the
least at-risk for dependency.

Generally, for males, risk for dependency
was only slightly higher for drug offenders

than for non-drug offenders in both counties.

Additionally, non-drug offenders who tested
positive for any drug were at much higher
risk for dependency than non-drug offenders
who did not test positive for any drug. This
suggests that while Proposition 200 is
succeeding in targeting individuals with
drug dependency problems, there remain a
large number of individuals who are at risk
for dependency. Among males at least, a
positive urinalysis appears to be as good an
indicator of drug dependency as being
charged with a drug offense.
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Table 4.3 presents risk for dependency for
those arrested on drug charges and whether
or not they have previously had drug
treatment. The clearest pattern is that for all
types of drug use, arrestees who previously
had drug treatment (inpatient or outpatient)
were at greater risk for dependency than
those without previous treatment. This
points to the enduring difficulty individuals
have in reducing their dependency on drugs.
In both Maricopa and Pima counties and
regardless of treatment type, arrestees who
tested positive for any type of drug were
overall at no greater risk for dependency
than the whole population of arrestees with
drug charges. Looking at the types of drugs
used by those at greatest risk for dependency
reveals that opiates and methamphetamine
are particularly addictive. In Maricopa
County, drug offenders testing positive for
either opiates or methamphetamine had the
highest rates of risk for dependency. In
Pima County, the pattern was similar though
arrestees with previous inpatient treatment
that tested positive for cocaine/crack had
very high levels of risk as well.



0001 L09 €9L 789 €88 $'€9 8.8 ¥'C9 Koudpuada(T Sni( 10J ySTY 1V
0 €6 'y 88 L'y 0yl €¢ 611 asnqy Sni( I0j ysry IV
0 6'6C 9'61 0°€T I'L $TT 68 97T asnqy 10 Koudpuada(y 10§ JSrY 1V 10N
(8=u) (pz=u) (F1=u) (81=u) (9p=u) (8s1=1) (zs=u) (zs1=w) SUTE)SYdweyISA I0F SADISOJ
0001 €6 0°001 L'06 878 9'8L 976 999 Koudpuada( Sni( 10§ YSIY IV
0 L€ 0 0 86 0L 8¢ SI1 osnqy 3ni( 10§ Yy IV
0 I'¢ 0 %7 YL a4 9'¢ 6'1¢ asnqy 1o Aoudpuada(T 10§ JSIY 1V 10N
(s1=0) (og=w) (pz=u) (1z=u) (L1=0) (zp=w) (1¢=u) (8z=u) Soyerd() 10 9ATIISOq
608 an 9'v6 L9S YL 1'$9 L'€S LSS Koudpuada(q Sni( 10J JYSKY 1V
6S 91 L€ 991 86 €l 001 ad! asnqy 3ni( 10§ Ysry 1V
el 0Ll 81 L9T 6'S1 L1T €9 662 asnqy 10 Koudpuada(] 10§ JSrY 1V 10N
(gg=u) 9r1=) (99=u) (g8=u) (pg=u) (s61=1) (z6=1) (Lg1=w) S[9BI)/SUIEd0)) I0F SADISOJ
€78 6'SS 798 9'1¢ 0'1L I'19 8CL 6'6S Koudpuada( Sni( 10§ ySTY IV
901 961 ST 002 €L SLT €61 091 asnqy 3ni( 10§ ySrY 1V
L $'8T vl $'8T LT Y1z 611 e asnqy 10 Aoudpuado(] 10§ ST 3V 10N
(67=u) (To1=U) (¢r=u) (Lg=u) (9p=1) (8¢z=u) (g9=u) (1zz=w) BUBMITIRIA 10F SATISOJ
6°6L 8¢9 1’88 1'ss L'LL 809 €18 S'LS Koudpuada( Sni( 10] ySTY 1V
89 02l 9T LST v'9 €61 $'8 961 asnqy Sni( 10§ ysry IV
el e 76 76¢ 6°S1 6'€T 701 69T asnqy 10 Koudpuada(q 10§ JSrY 1V 10N
(gs=u) (PL1=U) (16=1) (8¢1=w) (001=4) (gep=u) (os1=1) (ggg=u) S0I( AUY 10F SATISOJ
9L 09 0'v8 (a4s I'SL 8°'8S 1'6L $6s Koudpuada( Sni( 10§ YSIY IV
L6 811 0v LST 6L LYl LS 49! osnqy 3ni( 10§ Yy IV
%0 b1 %6°LT %ICI %1°Z¢ %0 LI %¥ 9T A4 %€°6T asnqy 10 Aoudpuado(T 10§ STy 1V 10N
(P9=) (00z=u) (Po1=1) (091=1) (zr1=0) (zLy=U) (g91=0) (Tzp=w) SOBIRY)) NI YA SIISAITY [[V
SOA ON SO ON SQA ON SO ON
juaunjeald], juauneal], juauneald], juaunjeald],
juonedinQ snoraarg juonjedu] snoradig juonedinQ snoraarg juonjedu] sno1AdIg

Kuno)) ewng

Xyunoy) edodtIelN

(S)S3.L1E SNIp A[U0) )S9 [, BNI(J 9ADISOJ PUE 9dUILIdAXF JUSWI)EAL], SNI(] SNOIAdI AQ dsNqy pue Aouapuado( 10J NS :¢°F OIqEL




IV. Drug Markets

This section presents just a sampling of
ADAM data on drug markets. Table 5.1
presents how drugs were acquired for males
and females in Maricopa and Pima Counties.
Of those arrestees who obtained a drug,
heroin was the drug most likely to have been
obtained with cash by both males and
females in each county. Upwards of 80% of
arrestees who obtained heroin in the past 30

days paid cash for it. For males and
females, marijuana was most likely to be
obtained without any money involved. The
majority of those arrestees reported
obtaining marijuana in social situations.
Finally, crack cocaine was most likely to be
obtained with both cash and non-cash
transactions in the past month. Thus, it
appears that individuals in the market for
crack were extremely resourceful in finding
means to acquire their drug.

Table 5.1 Percent of Arrestees with Each Type of Acquisition Method (of those who reported obtaining each

drug in the past 30 days)
Maricopa County Pima County
Male Female Male Female
Marijuana (n=1,132) (n=269) (n=488) (n=88)
Cash only 47.4% 29.7% 45.3% 31.4%
Non-Cash only 82.9 89.6 87.7 91.9
Cash and Non-Cash 30.3 19.3 33.0 22.4
Crack (n=498) (n=201) (n=230) (n=72)
Cash only 79.5 81.1 77.3 82.6
Non-Cash only 64.5 59.7 67.3 71.4
Cash and Non-Cash 44.1 40.8 44.6 53.6
Powder Cocaine (n=357) (n=91) (n=278) (n=61)
Cash only 514 50.5 59.6 48.3
Non-Cash only 73.3 65.9 67.3 75.9
Cash and Non-Cash 24.7 16.5 26.8 24.1
Heroin (n=184) (n=43) (n=73) (n=25)
Cash only 85.4 83.7 87.6 87.0
Non-Cash only 50.2 48.8 50.6 39.1
Cash and Non-Cash 35.7 32.6 37.8 26.1
Methamphetamine (n=584) (n=181) (n=88) (n=31)
Cash only 66.6 51.9 54.6 61.3
Non-Cash only 73.3 80.7 71.9 74.2
Cash and Non-Cash 39.9 32.6 26.1 355




Table 5.2 presents the percentage of
arrestees who tried to obtain a drug but were
unable, the reason for their failure, and how
that changed between 2000 and 2001. For

virtually all types of drugs, the percentage of

arrestees who failed to obtain decreased in
2002 (the sole exception being
methamphetamines in Pima County which
may have become slightly more difficult to
obtain).

It is informative to examine the reasons
arrestees give for being unable to acquire a
drug and how they might have changed.
When arrestees were not able to obtain
drugs, the primary reasons reported were
that dealers were not available or that
dealers did not have any to sell. In
Maricopa County, heroin and crack sources
were less available in 2001, while in Pima
County marijuana and heroin dealers were
less available. Powder cocaine dealers
became somewhat more available in
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Maricopa County in 2001 while crack and
methamphetamine sources were more
available in 2001 in Pima County. Dealers
in Maricopa County were more likely to be
out of all drugs except for heroin in 2001.

In Pima County, dealers were less likely to
have powder cocaine and methamphetamine
in 2001, while dealers were less likely to not
have any marijuana, crack, and heroin.

This data can also be used to examine the
role of the law enforcement in preventing
drug transactions. For instance, in
Maricopa County, police activity prevented
more arrestees from obtaining marijuana,
heroin, and methamphetamine in 2001 than
in 2000. However, fewer arrestees in 2001
cited police activity as a reason they were
unable to obtain crack or powder cocaine
compared to 2000. In Pima County, police
activity became a less important factor
preventing acquisition of all five types of
drugs in 2001.



Table 5.2: Percent of Arrestees with Failed Transactions and Reason for Failure (of those who reported
obtaining each drug in the past 30 days)

Maricopa County Pima County
2000 2001 2000 2001
Marijuana (n=1,132) (n=269) (n=488) (n=88)
Percent with Failed Transaction 41.7% 26.4% 31.9% 24.8%
No Dealers Available 29.2 27.7 13.5 37.1
Dealers Did Not Have Any 29.9 373 54.6 41.7
Dealers Did Not Have Quality 9.7 16.2 1.1 9.6
Police Activity 2.7 10.2 8.6 4.0
Other 28.4 8.6 223 7.7
Crack (n=498) (n=201) (n=230) (n=72)
Percent with Failed Transaction 30.1 21.6 41.7 335
No Dealers Available 19.4 24.9 39.7 35.8
Dealers Did Not Have Any 27.7 353 36.0 23.7
Dealers Did Not Have Quality 10.5 10.4 1.9 13.6
Police Activity 16.4 9.5 14.1 8.8
Other 26.1 20.0 8.3 18.1
Powder Cocaine (n=357) (n=91) (n=278) (n=61)
Percent with Failed Transaction 22.5 17.9 32.1 20.5
No Dealers Available 27.2 23.8 33.7 354
Dealers Did Not Have Any 17.3 68.3 43.7 48.2
Dealers Did Not Have Quality 6.7 2.6 1.8 0
Police Activity 16.3 53 8.9 0
Other 32.6 0 11.9 16.4
Heroin (n=184) (n=43) (n=73) (n=25)
Percent with Failed Transaction 222 14.3 26.0 3.8
No Dealers Available 36.2 60.3 45.0 100.0
Dealers Did Not Have Any 39.2 15.1 21.1 0
Dealers Did Not Have Quality 8.6 5.2 0 0
Police Activity 6.5 19.4 19.9 0
Other 9.6 0 14.0 0
Methamphetamine (n=584) (n=181) (n=88) (n=31)
Percent with Failed Transaction 33.9 19.1 254 314
No Dealers Available 17.8 18.4 17.8 0
Dealers Did Not Have Any 40.8 443 58.4 71.6
Dealers Did Not Have Quality 17.5 7.1 12.5 4.8
Police Activity 3.6 13.3 11.3 0
Other 20.3 16.9 0 23.6
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V. Drug Usage and Obtainment by Geographic Area

ADAM also collects information on where
arrestees live in the form of their zip code.
Thus, we were able to analyze data collected
through the ADAM interview and examine
it geographically. This section presents
urinalysis results and whether or not
arrestees bought drugs in their neighborhood
by zip code. This data is presented in five
maps each for Maricopa and Pima Counties.
Male and female data from 2000 and 2001
were combined. In each map, results are
only presented for those zip codes that were
represented by at least 15 arrestees. The
actual numbers for each zip code are
presented in Table 6 following the maps.

Maricopa County

Figure 1 presents the percent of arrestees
testing positive for marijuana in each zip
code. It is immediately apparent that few
patterns exist in marijuana usage by zip
code. That is, marijuana was used by
arrestees from throughout the Valley.
Figure 2 presents the percent of positive
cocaine tests by zip codes. It is clear that
cocaine usage (either crack or powder) was
highest in south Phoenix and Tempe zip
codes. Methamphetamine use, as shown in
Figure 3, displays the opposite pattern as
cocaine. Arrestees residing in central
Phoenix and Tempe zip codes had the
lowest levels of methamphetamine use.
Northern, northwestern, and east valley
residents had the highest levels of
methamphetamine use. Figure 4 displays
the percent of positive opiates tests and
suggests that use may be lower in the east
and northwest valley.

Figure 5 presents the percentage of arrestees
who reported buying any drug in their own
neighborhood. This can provide some
insight into where drug transactions take
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place. Zip codes with the highest percent of
cases were in central and northern Phoenix,
with surrounding zip codes somewhat lower.
The lowest percentage of arrestees who
reported buying drugs in their neighborhood
were in zip codes in the far north Phoenix,
and the east and northwest valley.

Pima County

Figures 6 through 9 present positive
urinalysis results of arrestees residing in
Pima County zip codes. Marijuana usage
was highest among arrestees living in South
Tucson and central Tucson. Northern and
eastern zip codes had lower levels of use
among arrestees. Cocaine usage among
arrestees was highest in northwest,
southeast, and central Tucson. Similar to
marijuana, arrestees from the northern and
eastern zip codes had lower levels of
cocaine use. Methamphetamine use among
arrestees followed a different pattern than
marijuana and cocaine. Arrestees from
northern and eastern Pima County zip codes
had the highest levels of use while usage by
arrestees from southern Tucson zip codes
were among the lowest. Finally, opiates
usage was quite centralized in Pima County.
Arrestees living in central Tucson and just to
the northwest had higher levels of opiates
usage than elsewhere in Tucson.

Figure 10 presents the residential zip codes
of arrestees who reported buying drugs in
their neighborhood in the past 30 days.
Arrestees living in Downtown Tucson, just
east of downtown and just east of Davis-
Monthan Air Force Base were the most
likely to report purchasing drugs in their
neighborhood . The lowest percentage of
arrestees purchasing drugs in their own
neighborhood were in northern and eastern
Tucson and in South Tucson.



Table 6: Percent of Arrestees Testing Positive for Drug Use and Purchasing Drug in Own Neighborhood by
Residential Zip Code

Purchased Any
Drug in Own
Marijuana Cocaine Opiates Methamphetamine| Neighborhood
Maricopa County
85003 27.8% 50.0% 16.7% 5.6% 44.4%
85004 37.5 43.8 6.3 6.3 83.3
85006 20.4 333 5.6 13.0 66.7
85007 26.2 55.7 33 4.9 64.3
85008 29.5 443 9.1 18.2 54.1
85009 30.9 46.9 9.9 18.8 51.6
85013 26.1 30.4 8.7 21.7 83.3
85014 20.5 25.6 10.3 333 47.1
85015 39.1 31.9 2.9 7.2 68.2
85016 42.1 15.8 2.6 7.9 62.5
85017 31.3 41.7 2.1 20.8 61.9
85018 31.3 21.9 6.3 21.9 45.5
85019 45.9 21.6 5.4 30.6 57.1
85020 25.0 25.0 83 25.0 70.0
85021 434 22.6 3.8 30.2 65.2
85022 26.5 11.8 8.8 44.1 46.7
85023 37.1 20.0 11.4 28.6 61.1
85027 46.9 28.1 6.3 51.6 38.5
85029 28.3 26.1 6.5 31.1 84.6
85031 14.7 41.2 8.8 26.5 56.3
85032 41.7 16.7 2.1 35.4 61.9
85033 27.0 27.0 4.8 21.3 31.6
85034 36.4 50.0 4.5 18.2 57.1
85035 34.7 32.7 6.1 20.4 50.0
85037 63.2 26.3 0.0 26.3 80.0
85040 42.7 41.5 3.7 7.3 66.7
85041 41.4 29.3 52 27.6 522
85051 36.4 22.7 9.1 36.4 40.0
85053 27.8 11.1 11.1 22.2 40.0
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Table 6: Percent of Arrestees Testing Positive for Drug Use and Purchasing Drug in Own Neighborhood by
Residential Zip Code, continued

Purchased Any
Drug in Own
Marijuana Cocaine Opiates Methamphetamine| Neighborhood
85201 43.7 29.6 2.8 30.0 46.2
85202 28.1 25.0 6.3 37.5 333
85203 333 18.2 0.0 24.2 75.0
85204 37.1 32.3 3.2 323 61.1
85205 46.7 30.0 6.7 20.0 50.0
85208 333 20.8 0.0 37.5 30.8
85210 35.6 37.8 6.7 26.7 38.5
85220 444 5.6 222 27.8 57.1
85224 48.3 20.7 3.4 24.1 35.7
85225 333 222 5.6 38.9 42.9
85251 30.8 7.7 3.8 26.9 50.0
85257 15.0 35.0 10.0 20.0 50.0
85281 36.7 34.7 10.2 16.3 38.1
85282 37.5 344 6.3 9.7 53.8
85283 48.1 333 14.8 14.8 28.6
85301 322 22.9 4.2 214 56.3
85302 38.1 9.5 7.1 35.7 35.7
85303 313 25.0 12.5 50.0 50.0
85304 60.0 0.0 0.0 26.7 40.0
85323 40.9 273 4.5 40.9 50.0
85345 42.1 26.3 5.3 31.6 20.0
85374 26.7 20.0 0.0 333 50.0
Pima County
85701 40.5 29.7 8.1 0.0 61.1
85704 36.4 18.2 9.1 9.5 37.5
85705 35.0 44.1 6.3 9.2 60.0
85706 45.2 52.6 4.4 3.0 49.0
85710 32.7 36.5 9.6 7.7 38.1
85711 48.7 37.2 7.7 5.1 41.9
85712 46.2 359 10.3 7.9 60.0
85713 41.9 513 12.8 1.7 50.0
85714 444 66.7 16.7 2.8 46.7
85716 36.8 40.4 1.8 10.5 65.2
85719 56.1 34.1 12.2 14.6 42.9
85730 36.1 27.8 11.1 11.1 70.0
85741 34.6 34.6 7.7 3.8 25.0
85745 40.6 56.3 18.8 6.3 60.0
85746 49.0 40.8 12.2 2.0 214

NOTE: Zip codes not listed did not produce enough arrestees to allow for reliable estimates.
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Appendix: Detailed Agency Information

This appendix presents agency-level tables
for those agencies that contributed at least
30 arrestees to the ADAM sample. That is,
we must have interviewed at least 30
arrestees that were booked by an agency for
that agency to be included below.
Additionally, data presented in the agency-
specific tables are unweighted as the
weighting scheme utilized by ADAM only
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applies to the entire male population. We
present three types of information for each
agency by type of offense with which the
arrestee is charged. Specifically the tables
include basic demographic characteristics of
those arrestees, self-reported and confirmed
drug usage, and dependency and treatment
history.



Characteristics of Arrestees by Type of Offense from DPS in Maricopa County

Domestic
Violent | Property | Drug | Violence | DUI Other Total*
(n=4) (n=9) (n=8) (n=0) (n=7) (n=29) | (n=46)
Age
18-20 0% 11.1% 12.5% 0% 14.3% 13.8% 13.0%
21-25 0 22.2 50.0 0 14.3 31.0 26.1
26-30 25.0 11.1 0 0 14.3 13.8 10.9
31-35 50.0 0 12.5 0 14.3 10.3 15.2
36+ 25.0 55.6 25.0 0 429 31.0 34.8
Race/Ethnicity
Hispanic (Any Race) 25.0 11.1 12.5 0 28.6 37.9 30.4
White 75.0 55.6 50.0 0 429 51.7 52.2
Black 0 11.1 25.0 0 14.3 34 8.7
Native American 0 22.2 0 0 0 6.9 6.5
Other 0 0 12.5 0 143 0 2.2
Gender
Male 75.0 100.0 75.0 0 571 89.7 84.8
Female 25.0 0 25.0 0 429 10.3 15.2
Current Immigration Status
Born in U.S. 100.0 100.0 87.5 0 85.7 82.8 87.0
Citizen, Born Outside U.S. 0 0 0 0 14.3 0 2.2
Permanent Resident 0 0 12.5 0 0 13.8 8.7
No Legal Documents 0 0 0 0 0 34 2.2
Highest Degree
High School or GED 0 55.6 25.0 0 0 37.9 34.8
Vocational or Trade School 25.0 0 0 0 28.6 34 8.7
Some College/2-Year Associate 50.0 22.2 37.5 0 57.1 20.7 23.9
Four-Year College or Higher 0 0 12.5 0 0 34 43
No Degree 25.0 22.2 25.0 0 14.3 34.5 28.3
Work Status
Employed 100.0 77.8 87.5 0 85.7 86.2 82.6
Not Employed 0 11.1 0 0 14.3 10.3 10.9
Other 0 11.1 12.5 0 0 34 6.5
Current Marital Status
Single, Never Married 25.0 66.7 75.0 0 71.4 58.6 56.5
Divorced 0 11.1 12.5 0 28.6 17.2 17.4
Legally Separated 0 0 0 0 0 6.9 43
Married 75.0 22.2 12.5 0 0 17.2 21.7
Housing Situations (past 30 days)
House, Mobile Home, or Apt. 100.0 88.9 75.0 0 85.7 93.1 91.3
Residential Hotel, Rooming
House, Dormitory, Group
Home, Military Base 0 11.1 25.0 0 14.3 0 43
No Fixed Residence/Homeless 0 0 0 0 0 6.9 43
Interview Language
English 100.0 88.9 87.5 0 100.0 96.6 95.7
Spanish 0 11.1 12.5 0 0 34 43
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Percent Positive by Offense for DPS Arrestees in Maricopa County

Domestic
Violent | Property | Drug | Violence | DUI Other Total*
(n=4) (n=9) (n=8) (n=0) (n=7) (n=29) | (n=46)
Any Positive Drug Test 25.0% 66.7% 75.0% 0% 57.1% 50.0% | 53.3%
Self-report any 12-month use 50.0 55.6 75.0 0 57.1 37.9 43.5
| Marijuana
Positive Drug Test 25.0 22.2 50.0 0 28.6 214 244
Self-report 12-month use 50.0 44 .4 50.0 0 28.6 27.6 30.4
Self-report 30-day use 25.0 333 50.0 0 28.6 27.6 26.1
Self-report 1-week use 0 22.2 50.0 0 28.6 24.1 239
Powder Cocaine/Crack
Positive Drug Test 0 11.1 12.5 0 28.6 21.4 17.8
Self-report 12-month use (crack) 0 0 12.5 0 0 10.3 8.7
Self-report 30-day use (crack) 0 0 0 0 0 10.3 6.5
Self-report 1-week use (crack) 0 0 0 0 0 10.3 6.5
Self-report 12-month use
(powder cocaine) 0 0 12.5 0 28.6 20.7 15.2
Self-report 30-day use (powder
cocaine) 0 0 12.5 0 14.3 13.8 10.9
Self-report 1-week use (powder
cocaine) 0 0 0 0 14.3 6.9 6.5
Opiates
Positive Drug Test 0 0 12.5 0 0 3.6 2.2
Self-report 12-month use 0 0 12.5 0 0 34 2.2
Self-report 30-day use 0 0 12.5 0 0 34 2.2
Self-report 1-week use 0 0 12.5 0 0 34 2.2
Methamphetamine
Positive Drug Test 0 333 25.0 0 0 7.1 11.1
Self-report 12-month use 0 222 12.5 0 0 13.8 13.0
Self-report 30-day use 0 22.2 12.5 0 0 10.3 10.9
Self-report 1-week use 0 22.2 12.5 0 0 6.9 8.7
| Risk for Dependency or Abuse
Not At Risk 75.0 55.6 37.5 0 71.4 75.9 67.4
At Risk for Drug Abuse 0 22.2 12.5 0 143 0 6.5
At Risk for Drug Dependency 25.0 22.2 50.0 0 14.3 24.1 26.1
Ever in Inpatient Drug Treatment 25.0 333 12.5 0 0 24.1 17.4
Ever in Outpatient Drug Treatment 0 0 0 0 14.3 13.8 8.7
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Characteristics of Arrestees by Type of Offense from Maricopa County Sheriff’s Department

Domestic
Violent | Property | Drug | Violence | DUI Other Total*
0=47) | (n=74) | (n=56) (n=4) (n=29) | (n=159) | (n=320)
Age
18-20 17.0% 9.5% 17.9% 0% 3.4% 16.4% 14.1%
21-25 19.1 324 23.2 25.0 17.2 19.5 20.9
26-30 12.8 8.1 19.6 0 17.2 12.6 12.5
31-35 6.4 18.9 16.1 25.0 13.8 17.0 15.9
36+ 447 31.1 23.2 50.0 48.3 34.6 36.6
Race/Ethnicity
Hispanic (Any Race) 29.8 41.1 393 0 34.5 32.7 345
White 46.8 45.2 46.4 50.0 48.3 47.8 47.6
Black 14.9 5.5 5.4 0 34 8.2 7.8
Native American 6.4 5.5 54 25.0 10.3 6.9 6.3
Other 2.1 2.7 3.6 25.0 34 4.4 3.8
Gender
Male 85.1 67.6 76.8 100.0 75.9 80.5 79.1
Female 14.9 324 23.2 0 24.1 19.5 20.9
Current Immigration Status
Born in U.S. 97.9 91.9 89.3 100.0 86.2 93.7 92.5
Citizen, Born Outside U.S. 0 1.4 0 0 34 1.3 9
Permanent Resident 0 2.7 0 0 6.9 1.3 1.9
Work or Other Visa 0 0 1.8 0 34 0 .6
Other Legal Documents 2.1 0 1.8 0 0 .6 9
No Legal Documents 0 4.1 7.1 0 0 3.1 3.1
Highest Degree
High School or GED 383 324 32.1 0 31.0 36.5 33.1
Vocational or Trade School 43 2.7 54 25.0 6.9 6.3 5.6
Some College/2-Year Associate 19.1 27.0 26.8 25.0 27.6 18.9 22.8
Four-Year College or Higher 43 4.1 1.8 25.0 34 5.0 5.0
No Degree 34.0 33.8 33.9 25.0 31.0 333 334
Work Status
Employed 70.2 64.9 60.7 75.0 86.2 71.7 70.6
Not Employed 21.3 21.6 33.9 0 10.3 18.9 20.0
Other 8.5 13.5 54 25.0 34 9.4 9.4
Current Marital Status
Single, Never Married 46.8 514 57.1 25.0 27.6 56.3 50.8
Divorced 27.7 17.6 19.6 25.0 37.9 17.7 21.0
Legally Separated 0 54 1.8 0 0 5.1 34
Widowed 2.1 0 0 0 34 .6 .6
Married 23.4 25.7 21.4 50.0 31.0 20.3 24.1
Housing Situations (past 30 days)
House, Mobile Home, or Apt. 87.2 85.1 92.9 75.0 93.1 84.9 87.2
Residential Hotel, Rooming
House, Dormitory, Group
Home, Military Base 43 1.4 0 0 0 4.4 3.1
Hospital, Treatment Facility, or
Extended Care Facility 0 1.4 0 0 0 .6 .6
Jail or Prison 43 9.5 54 0 6.9 5.7 5.0
Shelter 2.1 0 0 0 0 1.9 1.3
No Fixed Residence/Homeless 2.1 2.7 1.8 25.0 0 2.5 2.8
Interview Language
English 97.9 97.3 94.6 100.0 96.6 97.5 96.9
Spanish 2.1 2.7 5.4 0 34 2.5 3.1
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Percent Positive by Offense for Maricopa County Sheriff’s Department Arrestees

Domestic
Violent | Property | Drug | Violence | DUI Other Total*
0=47) | (n=74) | (n=56) (n=4) (n=29) | (n=159) | (n=320)
Any Positive Drug Test 40.4% 60.8% 80.0% 25.0% 34.5% 57.2% 57.1%
Self-report any 12-month use 53.2 64.9 87.5 25.0 41.4 68.2 64.5
| Marijuana
Positive Drug Test 234 27.0 45.5 0 17.2 23.9 24.8
Self-report 12-month use 34.0 459 62.5 25.0 27.6 42.4 41.4
Self-report 30-day use 25.5 39.2 52.7 25.0 24.1 342 33.6
Self-report 1-week use 23.4 31.1 41.8 0 20.7 259 25.5
Powder Cocaine/Crack
Positive Drug Test 10.6 21.6 23.6 25.0 17.2 17.6 18.8
Self-report 12-month use (crack) 10.6 18.9 17.9 0 10.3 22.8 18.8
Self-report 30-day use (crack) 8.5 14.9 12.5 0 6.9 16.6 13.5
Self-report 1-week use (crack) 4.3 13.5 10.7 0 6.9 13.5 11.1
Self-report 12-month use
(powder cocaine) 10.6 12.2 21.4 25.0 10.3 16.6 14.5
Self-report 30-day use (powder
cocaine) 8.5 9.5 12.5 0 34 9.5 8.5
Self-report 1-week use (powder
cocaine) 8.5 9.5 8.9 0 34 6.4 6.3
Opiates
Positive Drug Test 43 6.8 55 0 0 8.8 6.3
Self-report 12-month use 2.2 10.8 10.7 0 6.9 12.7 9.1
Self-report 30-day use 2.1 10.8 8.9 0 0 8.3 6.6
Self-report 1-week use 2.1 9.5 7.1 0 0 5.7 5.0
Methamphetamine
Positive Drug Test 14.9 23.3 31.5 0 6.9 20.1 21.8
Self-report 12-month use 19.1 29.7 39.3 25.0 10.3 28.5 27.9
Self-report 30-day use 19.1 25.7 32.1 25.0 6.9 24.8 24.5
Self-report 1-week use 17.0 20.3 25.9 0 6.9 21.0 20.3
| Risk for Dependency or Abuse
Not At Risk 66.0 45.9 29.6 75.0 79.3 46.8 50.6
At Risk for Drug Abuse 43 13.5 222 25.0 34 7.1 8.6
At Risk for Drug Dependency 29.8 40.5 48.1 0 17.2 46.1 40.8
Ever in Inpatient Drug Treatment 23.4 28.4 21.4 0 31.0 27.7 28.4
Ever in Outpatient Drug Treatment 17.0 23.0 10.7 0 31.0 26.4 23.4
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Characteristics of Arrestees by Type of Offense from Chandler Police Department

Domestic
Violent | Property | Drug | Violence | DUI Other Total*
(n=10) | (n=21) | (n=13) (n=7) (n=8) (n=41) | (n=70)
Age
18-20 40.0% 14.3% 7.7% 42.9% 12.5% 17.1% 18.6%
21-25 0 28.6 46.2 0 0 19.5 17.1
26-30 0 23.8 15.4 0 12.5 14.6 17.1
31-35 10.0 4.8 15.4 14.3 12.5 9.8 12.9
36+ 50.0 28.6 15.4 429 62.5 39.0 343
Race/Ethnicity
Hispanic (Any Race) 20.0 47.6 53.8 28.6 37.5 36.6 38.6
White 50.0 333 23.1 71.4 25.0 29.3 32.9
Black 30.0 9.5 15.4 0 0 9.8 11.4
Native American 0 9.5 7.7 0 37.5 24.4 17.1
Gender
Male 80.0 95.2 76.9 57.1 87.5 87.8 82.9
Female 20.0 4.8 23.1 429 12.5 12.2 17.1
Current Immigration Status
Born in U.S. 100.0 90.5 923 85.7 62.5 90.2 88.6
Citizen, Born Outside U.S. 0 4.8 0 0 12.5 73 43
Permanent Resident 0 0 0 0 12.5 0 1.4
Other Legal Documents 0 0 7.7 0 0 0 1.4
No Legal Documents 0 4.8 0 14.3 12.5 24 43
Highest Degree
High School or GED 10.0 333 30.8 14.3 37.5 29.3 243
Vocational or Trade School 10.0 4.8 7.7 14.3 0 4.9 5.7
Some College/2-Year Associate 30.0 23.8 38.5 14.3 25.0 26.8 24.3
Four-Year College or Higher 10.0 0 0 0 0 2.4 2.9
No Degree 40.0 38.1 23.1 57.1 37.5 36.6 42.9
Work Status
Employed 40.0 70.0 69.2 28.6 75.0 68.3 65.2
Not Employed 20.0 15.0 23.1 71.4 12.5 244 23.2
Other 40.0 15.0 7.7 0 12.5 7.3 11.6
Current Marital Status
Single, Never Married 333 571 69.2 429 37.5 63.4 55.1
Divorced 333 9.5 7.7 28.6 12.5 17.1 17.4
Legally Separated 0 0 15.4 14.3 0 0 43
Married 333 333 7.7 14.3 50.0 19.5 23.2
Housing Situations (past 30 days)
House, Mobile Home, or Apt. 100.0 100.0 84.6 85.7 100.0 92.7 91.4
Residential Hotel, Rooming
House, Dormitory, Group
Home, Military Base 0 0 0 0 0 2.4 1.4
No Fixed Residence/Homeless 0 0 15.4 14.3 0 4.9 7.1
Interview Language
English 100.0 100.0 923 85.7 87.5 100.0 95.7
Spanish 0 0 7.7 14.3 12.5 0 43
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Percent Positive by Offense for Chandler Police Department Arrestees

Domestic
Violent | Property | Drug | Violence | DUI Other Total*
(n=10) | (n=21) | (n=13) (n=7) (n=8) (n=41) | (n=70)
Any Positive Drug Test 80.0% 66.7% 92.3% 71.4% 50.0% 70.7% 72.9%
Self-report any 12-month use 80.0 61.9 92.3 85.7 25.0 63.4 70.0
| Marijuana
Positive Drug Test 50.0 47.6 53.8 42.9 25.0 43.9 42.9
Self-report 12-month use 70.0 52.4 75.0 71.4 12.5 46.2 52.9
Self-report 30-day use 50.0 38.1 53.8 71.4 12.5 41.5 429
Self-report 1-week use 50.0 23.8 30.8 571 12.5 29.3 32.9
Powder Cocaine/Crack
Positive Drug Test 20.0 23.8 46.2 14.3 12.5 17.1 25.7
Self-report 12-month use (crack) 20.0 14.3 30.8 28.6 0 24.4 243
Self-report 30-day use (crack) 10.0 14.3 30.8 28.6 0 19.5 20.0
Self-report 1-week use (crack) 0 14.3 30.8 14.3 0 19.5 18.6
Self-report 12-month use
(powder cocaine) 20.0 28.6 38.5 14.3 12.5 9.8 18.6
Self-report 30-day use (powder
cocaine) 10.0 28.6 385 0 12.5 7.3 14.3
Self-report 1-week use (powder
cocaine) 10.0 9.5 23.1 0 12.5 2.4 8.6
Opiates
Positive Drug Test 0 4.8 0 0 12.5 4.9 2.9
Self-report 12-month use 0 14.3 8.3 0 0 12.5 8.7
Self-report 30-day use 0 143 7.7 0 0 73 5.7
Self-report 1-week use 0 143 7.7 0 0 4.9 43
Methamphetamine
Positive Drug Test 20.0 23.8 38.5 571 0 17.1 243
Self-report 12-month use 20.0 23.8 38.5 57.1 0 19.5 25.7
Self-report 30-day use 20.0 19.0 38.5 57.1 0 19.5 24.3
Self-report 1-week use 20.0 19.0 30.8 429 0 14.6 21.4
| Risk for Dependency or Abuse
Not At Risk 50.0 57.1 30.8 28.6 100.0 51.2 514
At Risk for Drug Abuse 0 4.8 0 0 0 2.4 2.9
At Risk for Drug Dependency 50.0 38.1 69.2 71.4 0 46.3 45.7
Ever in Inpatient Drug Treatment 60.0 14.3 23.1 429 37.5 29.3 314
Ever in Outpatient Drug Treatment 30.0 19.0 23.1 0 37.5 31.7 22.9
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Characteristics of Arrestees by Type of Offense from Glendale Police Department

Domestic
Violent | Property | Drug | Violence | DUI Other Total*
(n=45) | 0=74) | =37) | (0=19) | (n=10) | (n=137) | (n=262)
Age
18-20 17.8% 29.7% 27.0% 26.3% 10.0% 15.3% 19.1%
21-25 20.0 23.0 29.7 10.5 20.0 19.0 19.5
26-30 15.6 10.8 10.8 10.5 0 21.9 16.4
31-35 11.1 14.9 13.5 53 0 11.7 12.2
36+ 35.6 21.6 18.9 47.4 70.0 32.1 32.8
Race/Ethnicity
Hispanic (Any Race) 222 37.8 29.7 31.6 50.0 32.8 33.2
White 57.8 45.9 56.8 31.6 50.0 44.5 45.8
Black 11.1 8.1 10.8 53 0 8.8 9.2
Native American 4.4 0 0 15.8 0 7.3 5.0
Other 44 8.1 2.7 15.8 0 6.6 6.9
Gender
Male 84.1 81.1 73.0 73.7 100.0 84.6 83.1
Female 15.9 18.9 27.0 26.3 0 15.4 16.9
Current Immigration Status
Born in U.S. 86.7 90.5 97.3 89.5 70.0 93.4 91.2
Citizen, Born Outside U.S. 2.2 0 0 0 10.0 29 1.9
Permanent Resident 2.2 1.4 2.7 0 10.0 2.2 23
Work or Other Visa 0 0 0 5.3 0 0 4
Other Legal Documents 2.2 2.7 0 0 0 0 1.1
No Legal Documents 6.7 5.4 0 53 10.0 1.5 3.1
Highest Degree
High School or GED 24.4 324 37.8 52.6 30.0 40.9 36.6
Vocational or Trade School 13.3 4.1 13.5 10.5 10.0 44 6.5
Some College/2-Year Associate 22.2 21.6 8.1 31.6 10.0 24.1 22.9
Four-Year College or Higher 8.9 4.1 0 0 0 1.5 3.1
No Degree 31.1 37.8 40.5 53 50.0 29.2 30.9
Work Status
Employed 66.7 56.8 514 78.9 90.0 73.5 67.4
Not Employed 20.0 27.0 37.8 15.8 0 21.3 22.6
Other 13.3 16.2 10.8 5.3 10.0 5.1 10.0
Current Marital Status
Single, Never Married 51.1 62.2 70.3 68.4 20.0 59.9 58.8
Divorced 15.6 17.6 16.2 53 30.0 11.7 14.1
Legally Separated 8.9 1.4 5.4 53 0 6.6 5.0
Widowed 0 4.1 2.7 0 0 7 1.5
Married 24.4 14.9 5.4 21.1 50.0 21.2 20.6
Housing Situations (past 30 days)
House, Mobile Home, or Apt. 91.1 91.9 94.6 100.0 100.0 84.7 88.9
Residential Hotel, Rooming
House, Dormitory, Group
Home, Military Base 4.4 2.7 2.7 0 0 2.9 2.3
Hospital, Treatment Facility, or
Extended Care Facility 0 0 0 0 0 2.9 1.5
Jail or Prison 2.2 0 0 0 0 4
Shelter 0 0 0 0 0 7 4
No Fixed Residence/Homeless 2.2 54 2.7 0 0 8.8 6.5
Interview Language
English 933 94.6 100.0 94.7 90.0 97.8 96.6
Spanish 6.7 5.4 0 5.3 10.0 2.2 34
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Percent Positive by Offense for Glendale Police Department Arrestees

Domestic
Violent | Property | Drug | Violence | DUI Other Total*
m=45) | =74) | 0=37) | (r=19) | (n=10) | (n=137) | (n=262)
Any Positive Drug Test 43.2% 68.9% 91.9% 38.9% 50.0% 61.8% 63.1%
Self-report any 12-month use 51.1 68.9 97.3 52.6 50.0 65.0 65.6
| Marijuana
Positive Drug Test 22.7 243 62.2 22.2 30.0 33.1 31.5
Self-report 12-month use 38.6 459 75.7 42.1 30.0 49.6 48.7
Self-report 30-day use 29.5 41.1 67.6 31.6 30.0 40.9 41.0
Self-report 1-week use 25.0 34.2 67.6 26.3 30.0 35.0 36.0
Powder Cocaine/Crack
Positive Drug Test 6.8 243 13.5 16.7 20.0 19.1 19.2
Self-report 12-month use (crack) 13.3 14.9 16.2 10.5 20.0 15.3 15.3
Self-report 30-day use (crack) 8.9 12.2 8.3 53 10.0 8.8 10.0
Self-report 1-week use (crack) 6.7 11.0 8.3 53 10.0 7.3 8.8
Self-report 12-month use
(powder cocaine) 13.3 24.7 8.1 10.5 10.0 14.0 14.6
Self-report 30-day use (powder
cocaine) 6.7 17.6 8.3 10.5 10.0 8.8 10.0
Self-report 1-week use (powder
cocaine) 6.7 13.7 2.8 10.5 10.0 6.6 7.3
Opiates
Positive Drug Test 23 17.6 8.1 0 0 3.7 6.5
Self-report 12-month use 2.2 18.9 8.1 0 0 5.1 8.0
Self-report 30-day use 0 17.6 5.6 0 0 5.1 6.9
Self-report 1-week use 0 16.2 5.6 0 0 5.1 6.5
Methamphetamine
Positive Drug Test 20.5 324 48.6 11.1 10.0 27.4 27.8
Self-report 12-month use 26.7 324 56.8 10.5 10.0 32.1 30.9
Self-report 30-day use 15.6 27.0 51.4 10.5 10.0 25.5 25.2
Self-report 1-week use 11.1 21.6 459 0 10.0 22.6 21.4
| Risk for Dependency or Abuse
Not At Risk 64.4 44.6 10.8 63.2 70.0 51.1 48.9
At Risk for Drug Abuse 13.3 14.9 16.2 10.5 10.0 9.5 11.1
At Risk for Drug Dependency 222 40.5 73.0 26.3 20.0 394 40.1
Ever in Inpatient Drug Treatment 22.2 16.2 10.8 26.3 30.0 25.5 22.1
Ever in Outpatient Drug Treatment 15.6 17.6 18.9 31.6 40.0 20.4 20.6
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Characteristics of Arrestees by Type of Offense from Mesa Police Department

Domestic
Violent | Property | Drug | Violence | DUI Other Total*
(n=56) | n=137) | (n=73) | (n=36) | (n=45) | (n=233) | (n=447)
Age
18-20 21.4% 14.6% 17.8% 5.6% 2.2% 15.0% 15.2%
21-25 19.6 16.1 17.8 22.2 6.7 19.3 17.2
26-30 17.9 16.8 11.0 16.7 26.7 14.2 14.8
31-35 16.1 18.2 21.9 19.4 15.6 18.5 18.1
36+ 25.0 343 31.5 36.1 48.9 33.0 34.7
Race/Ethnicity
Hispanic (Any Race) 21.4 24.8 20.5 314 35.6 313 28.5
White 48.2 56.9 60.3 54.3 48.9 50.6 52.7
Black 16.1 8.0 8.2 0 22 8.6 7.8
Native American 7.1 4.4 4.1 2.9 11.1 7.7 6.5
Other 7.1 5.8 6.8 11.4 2.2 1.7 4.5
Gender
Male 87.5 83.9 82.2 86.1 95.6 88.8 86.6
Female 12.5 16.1 17.8 13.9 44 11.2 13.4
Current Immigration Status
Born in U.S. 94.6 89.0 90.3 91.7 80.0 90.9 89.4
Citizen, Born Outside U.S. 3.6 3.7 4.2 2.8 6.7 3.5 4.1
Permanent Resident 0 2.9 2.8 2.8 44 1.7 2.0
Work or Other Visa 0 1.5 0 0 0 4 7
Other Legal Documents 0 0 0 0 0 9 5
No Legal Documents 1.8 2.9 2.8 2.8 8.9 2.6 34
Highest Degree
High School or GED 41.1 343 31.5 333 28.9 32.6 33.1
Vocational or Trade School 8.9 3.6 5.5 0 8.9 6.9 6.3
Some College/2-Year Associate 19.6 24.8 17.8 30.6 26.7 20.2 23.0
Four-Year College or Higher 1.8 4.4 2.7 2.8 2.2 3.9 3.1
No Degree 28.6 32.8 42.5 333 333 36.5 34.5
Work Status
Employed 73.2 54.7 57.5 77.8 68.9 68.1 64.3
Not Employed 17.9 29.9 24.7 13.9 17.8 24.6 24.0
Other 8.9 15.3 17.8 8.3 13.3 7.3 11.7
Current Marital Status
Single, Never Married 56.4 56.9 57.5 36.1 442 57.6 543
Divorced 12.7 21.2 13.7 16.7 18.6 13.0 16.0
Legally Separated 3.6 5.1 9.6 5.6 14.0 7.4 6.5
Widowed 0 1.5 1.4 0 0 4 7
Married 27.3 15.3 17.8 41.7 233 21.6 22.5
Housing Situations (past 30 days)
House, Mobile Home, or Apt. 92.9 71.5 79.5 94.4 88.9 81.5 79.9
Residential Hotel, Rooming
House, Dormitory, Group
Home, Military Base 1.8 10.2 9.6 2.8 2.2 5.2 6.7
Hospital, Treatment Facility, or
Extended Care Facility 0 1.5 0 0 6.7 1.3 1.6
Jail or Prison 0 3.6 0 0 0 9 1.3
Shelter 1.8 1.5 0 0 0 9 9
No Fixed Residence/Homeless 3.6 11.7 11.0 2.8 2.2 10.3 9.6
Interview Language
English 100.0 95.6 98.6 97.2 88.9 98.3 96.9
Spanish 0 4.4 1.4 2.8 11.1 1.7 3.1
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Percent Positive by Offense for Mesa Police Department Arrestees

Domestic
Violent | Property | Drug | Violence | DUI Other Total*
(n=56) | n=137) | n=73) | (n=36) | (n=45) | (n=233) | (n=447)
Any Positive Drug Test 75.0% 75.9% 91.8% 61.1% 64.4% 71.6% 72.0%
Self-report any 12-month use 71.4 77.4 91.8 63.9 42.2 65.7 68.2
| Marijuana
Positive Drug Test 42.9 33.6 47.9 36.1 13.3 34.5 334
Self-report 12-month use 57.1 62.8 75.3 50.0 28.9 51.9 54.1
Self-report 30-day use 50.0 48.1 70.4 37.1 17.8 41.3 43.0
Self-report 1-week use 345 40.6 60.6 333 8.9 33.6 35.0
Powder Cocaine/Crack
Positive Drug Test 21.4 35.8 384 16.7 40.0 29.7 30.7
Self-report 12-month use (crack) 14.5 33.6 39.7 11.1 13.6 24.5 26.0
Self-report 30-day use (crack) 12.5 27.4 30.1 5.7 11.1 19.5 21.2
Self-report 1-week use (crack) 8.9 25.2 28.8 5.7 8.9 16.9 18.9
Self-report 12-month use
(powder cocaine) 19.6 25.5 25.0 16.7 13.3 19.7 20.9
Self-report 30-day use (powder
cocaine) 16.1 18.5 19.7 14.3 8.9 13.0 14.9
Self-report 1-week use (powder
cocaine) 8.9 14.2 14.3 8.6 4.5 8.7 10.7
Opiates
Positive Drug Test 1.8 8.0 2.7 0 2.2 5.6 5.4
Self-report 12-month use 54 13.2 11.0 0 6.7 10.3 9.6
Self-report 30-day use 54 10.4 9.7 0 2.2 6.9 6.5
Self-report 1-week use 1.8 9.0 8.3 0 2.2 5.2 5.2
Methamphetamine
Positive Drug Test 43.6 27.9 35.6 229 13.3 27.6 26.1
Self-report 12-month use 38.2 37.2 43.8 27.8 15.6 30.6 31.6
Self-report 30-day use 35.7 30.1 38.0 20.0 11.1 23.4 24.8
Self-report 1-week use 30.4 23.7 31.0 17.1 8.9 19.0 19.9
| Risk for Dependency or Abuse
Not At Risk 46.3 35.0 16.4 514 68.9 42.9 43.1
At Risk for Drug Abuse 1.9 5.1 13.7 14.3 6.7 8.7 8.6
At Risk for Drug Dependency 51.9 59.9 69.9 343 24.4 48.5 48.3
Ever in Inpatient Drug Treatment 37.5 43.1 384 27.8 333 33.0 349
Ever in Outpatient Drug Treatment 19.6 21.2 28.8 13.9 20.0 19.7 21.0
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Characteristics of Arrestees by Type of Offense from Phoenix Police Department

Domestic
Violent | Property | Drug | Violence | DUI Other Total*
(n=302) | n=541) | (n=276) | (n=113) | (n=96) | (n=711) [(n=1,587)

Age

18-20 15.9% 15.9% 14.5% 10.6% 8.3% 14.5% 14.6%

21-25 19.9 20.0 21.7 22.1 229 18.1 19.7

26-30 17.3 14.4 14.1 22.1 20.8 16.3 16.0

31-35 14.0 13.5 17.8 17.7 13.5 17.2 15.8

36+ 32.9 36.2 31.9 27.4 344 33.9 34.0
Race/Ethnicity

Hispanic (Any Race) 354 31.2 344 36.3 42.7 333 34.4

White 334 41.0 46.4 34.5 31.3 40.5 39.1

Black 15.9 15.7 14.1 14.2 6.3 14.6 14.6

Native American 10.6 7.8 33 9.7 19.8 6.9 7.8

Other 4.6 43 1.8 53 0 4.6 4.2
Gender

Male 82.8 77.1 78.6 61.9 80.2 71.7 74.4

Female 17.2 22.9 21.4 38.1 19.8 28.3 25.6
Current Immigration Status

Born in U.S. 84.1 91.9 85.1 88.5 76.0 90.4 88.5

Citizen, Born Outside U.S. 3.7 2.6 4.7 1.8 2.1 34 32

Permanent Resident 4.0 1.3 1.8 4.4 3.1 2.5 23

Work or Other Visa i 4 0 9 2.1 .6 4

Other Legal Documents 3 4 7 0 2.1 3 5

No Legal Documents 7.3 3.5 7.6 44 14.6 2.8 5.0
Highest Degree

High School or GED 30.5 37.0 39.1 40.7 29.2 334 34.7

Vocational or Trade School 7.6 3.5 54 6.2 3.1 54 52

Some College/2-Year Associate 18.9 20.1 21.4 19.5 26.0 25.6 22.4

Four-Year College or Higher 2.6 2.8 2.2 3.5 8.3 34 33

No Degree 40.4 36.6 31.9 30.1 333 323 34.4
Work Status

Employed 66.6 54.7 58.3 77.9 74.0 62.6 62.1

Not Employed 21.9 34.0 30.8 13.3 19.8 29.7 28.2

Other 11.6 11.3 10.9 8.8 6.3 7.7 9.6
Current Marital Status

Single, Never Married 56.7 56.1 52.9 48.7 51.0 56.9 55.7

Divorced 11.7 16.5 16.3 11.5 17.7 16.0 15.5

Legally Separated 4.0 5.8 6.5 53 5.2 44 4.8

Widowed 1.0 2.0 1.1 0 0 1.8 1.4

Married 26.7 19.5 23.2 34.5 26.0 20.9 22.6
Housing Situations (past 30 days)

House, Mobile Home, or Apt. 87.4 77.3 86.6 96.5 92.7 82.8 83.5

Residential Hotel, Dormitory,

Group Home, Military Base 3.0 6.5 43 9 0 39 4.2
Hospital, Treatment, or Extended
Care Facility 7 4 4 0 1.0 .6 .6

Jail or Prison i 9 7 0 1.0 1.0 9

Shelter 1.7 i 7 0 .6 8

No Fixed Residence/Homeless 6.0 14.0 6.9 2.7 52 10.5 9.6

Other i 2 4 0 0 .6 4
Interview Language

English 95.0 97.6 94.6 98.2 84.4 97.3 96.2

Spanish 5.0 2.4 5.4 1.8 15.6 2.7 3.8
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Percent Positive by Offense for Phoenix Police Department Arrestees

Domestic
Violent | Property | Drug | Violence | DUI Other Total*
(n=302) | (n=541) | (n=276) | (n=113) | (n=96) | (n=711) |(n=1,587)
Any Positive Drug Test 59.7% 75.1% 93.8% 51.3% 54.2% 75.2% 71.8%
Self-report any 12-month use 61.2 74.5 89.9 46.0 50.0 73.0 69.4
| Marijuana
Positive Drug Test 34.7 334 47.5 30.1 333 37.2 354
Self-report 12-month use 44.5 53.0 61.2 354 344 51.5 48.4
Self-report 30-day use 38.5 45.5 52.6 31.0 29.2 43.7 41.5
Self-report 1-week use 29.0 37.2 48.2 27.7 25.0 37.2 35.1
Powder Cocaine/Crack
Positive Drug Test 233 43.0 46.0 16.8 22.9 40.3 36.5
Self-report 12-month use (crack) 21.3 36.4 35.1 11.5 11.5 322 29.7
Self-report 30-day use (crack) 16.6 30.9 29.3 8.8 8.3 28.1 25.1
Self-report 1-week use (crack) 15.1 29.2 27.7 7.1 7.3 25.9 23.2
Self-report 12-month use
(powder cocaine) 15.3 24.5 24.4 9.7 19.8 20.0 19.4
Self-report 30-day use (powder
cocaine) 9.6 16.6 17.1 53 13.5 14.0 134
Self-report 1-week use (powder
cocaine) 9.0 12.7 13.5 2.7 12.5 10.6 10.3
Opiates
Positive Drug Test 4.0 12.6 15.6 2.7 6.3 5.6 7.9
Self-report 12-month use 6.7 15.4 13.4 0 2.1 7.6 9.0
Self-report 30-day use 5.0 13.2 12.4 0 1.0 6.1 7.6
Self-report 1-week use 33 11.8 10.6 0 1.0 5.2 6.5
Methamphetamine
Positive Drug Test 20.4 24.7 32.7 13.4 10.4 22.5 21.9
Self-report 12-month use 20.6 30.3 37.2 17.7 11.5 26.1 25.1
Self-report 30-day use 16.7 23.4 31.9 13.3 8.3 21.8 20.3
Self-report 1-week use 14.7 20.0 27.6 10.6 8.3 18.2 17.3
| Risk for Dependency or Abuse
Not At Risk 53.1 39.8 27.4 69.6 68.8 41.0 45.1
At Risk for Drug Abuse 8.8 7.1 10.2 10.7 6.3 7.7 8.3
At Risk for Drug Dependency 38.1 53.1 62.4 19.6 25.0 51.3 46.6
Ever in Inpatient Drug Treatment 21.5 344 30.1 17.7 18.8 29.3 27.5
Ever in Outpatient Drug Treatment 17.5 18.5 20.3 10.6 17.7 18.7 18.0
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Characteristics of Arrestees by Type of Offense from Scottsdale Police Department

Domestic
Violent | Property | Drug | Violence | DUI Other Total*
(n=18) | (n=38) | (n=17) (n=8) (n=8) (n=84) | (n=141)

Age

18-20 27.8% 10.5% 11.8% 0% 25.0% 15.5% 13.5%

21-25 16.7 23.7 29.4 0 12.5 15.5 18.4

26-30 11.1 15.8 59 12.5 37.5 22.6 19.9

31-35 16.7 21.1 59 12.5 12.5 23.8 19.9

36+ 27.8 28.9 47.1 75.0 12.5 22.6 28.4
Race/Ethnicity

Hispanic (Any Race) 27.8 18.4 17.6 37.5 25.0 15.5 17.0

White 38.9 57.9 64.7 62.5 25.0 63.1 60.3

Black 5.6 10.5 59 0 0 2.4 5.0

Native American 11.1 7.9 59 0 37.5 143 12.1

Other 16.7 53 5.9 0 12.5 4.8 5.7
Gender

Male 94.4 78.9 82.4 87.5 100.0 88.1 86.5

Female 5.6 21.1 17.6 12.5 0 11.9 13.5
Current Immigration Status

Born in U.S. 100.0 84.2 88.2 100.0 100.0 94.0 94.3

Citizen, Born Outside U.S. 0 5.3 0 0 0 2.4 2.1

Permanent Resident 0 7.9 59 0 0 24 2.8

Other Legal Documents 0 2.6 5.9 0 0 1.2 7
Highest Degree

High School or GED 44.4 36.8 353 37.5 25.0 31.0 34.8

Vocational or Trade School 0 53 59 12.5 12.5 7.1 7.1

Some College/2-Year Associate 27.8 26.3 29.4 37.5 12.5 27.4 27.0

Four-Year College or Higher 5.6 13.2 17.6 0 25.0 10.7 9.9

No Degree 222 18.4 11.8 12.5 25.0 23.8 21.3
Work Status

Employed 83.3 78.9 88.2 75.0 75.0 78.6 78.7

Not Employed 16.7 18.4 11.8 25.0 25.0 19.0 19.1

Other 0 2.6 0 0 0 2.4 2.1
Current Marital Status

Single, Never Married 72.2 553 41.2 25.0 75.0 65.5 60.3

Divorced 5.6 18.4 17.6 25.0 12.5 9.5 13.5

Legally Separated 5.6 53 11.8 0 0 4.8 5.0

Widowed 5.6 0 0 0 0 1.2 1.4

Married 11.1 21.1 29.4 50.0 12.5 19.0 19.9
Housing Situations (past 30 days)

House, Mobile Home, or Apt. 88.9 84.2 100.0 87.5 87.5 94.0 91.5

Residential Hotel, Rooming

House, Dormitory, Group
Home, Military Base 5.6 53 0 12.5 0 1.2 2.8

Jail or Prison 5.6 53 0 0 12.5 1.2 2.1

No Fixed Residence/Homeless 0 53 0 0 0 3.6 3.5
Interview Language

English 94.4 97.4 100.0 100.0 100.0 98.8 98.6

Spanish 5.6 2.6 0 0 0 1.2 1.4
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Percent Positive by Offense for Scottsdale Police Department Arrestees

Domestic
Violent | Property | Drug | Violence | DUI Other Total*
m=18) | n=38) | (n=17) (n=8) (n=8) (n=84) | (n=141)
Any Positive Drug Test 44.4% 52.6% 88.2% 62.5% 25.0% 58.3% 56.0%
Self-report any 12-month use 61.1 50.0 88.2 50.0 50.0 60.7 58.9
| Marijuana
Positive Drug Test 27.8 26.3 58.8 12.5 25.0 27.4 28.4
Self-report 12-month use 44 .4 42.1 70.6 25.0 50.0 429 454
Self-report 30-day use 27.8 36.8 64.7 25.0 37.5 34.5 36.2
Self-report 1-week use 27.8 31.6 52.9 12.5 25.0 313 30.7
Powder Cocaine/Crack
Positive Drug Test 0 7.9 353 37.5 0 11.9 13.5
Self-report 12-month use (crack) 11.1 53 11.8 12.5 0 7.1 9.2
Self-report 30-day use (crack) 0 53 11.8 12.5 0 2.4 5.0
Self-report 1-week use (crack) 0 2.6 59 12.5 0 1.2 2.8
Self-report 12-month use
(powder cocaine) 11.1 13.2 353 0 25.0 16.7 16.3
Self-report 30-day use (powder
cocaine) 5.6 7.9 29.4 0 25.0 8.3 9.2
Self-report 1-week use (powder
cocaine) 5.6 2.6 17.6 0 25.0 83 6.4
Opiates
Positive Drug Test 0 2.6 0 0 0 2.4 2.1
Self-report 12-month use 0 0 0 0 0 6.0 35
Self-report 30-day use 0 0 0 0 0 4.8 2.8
Self-report 1-week use 0 0 0 0 0 2.4 1.4
Methamphetamine
Positive Drug Test 222 21.1 353 25.0 0 35.7 28.4
Self-report 12-month use 16.7 23.7 23.5 28.6 12.5 35.7 28.6
Self-report 30-day use 16.7 21.1 17.6 25.0 0 31.0 25.5
Self-report 1-week use 16.7 18.4 11.8 25.0 0 25.3 21.4
| Risk for Dependency or Abuse
Not At Risk 64.7 65.8 41.2 62.5 62.5 54.2 57.6
At Risk for Drug Abuse 59 2.6 17.6 0 0 10.8 8.6
At Risk for Drug Dependency 29.4 31.6 41.2 37.5 37.5 349 33.8
Ever in Inpatient Drug Treatment 22.2 26.3 5.9 37.5 12.5 23.8 22.7
Ever in Outpatient Drug Treatment 27.8 18.4 11.8 12.5 62.5 16.7 17.7
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Characteristics of Arrestees by Type of Offense from Tempe Police Department

Domestic
Violent | Property | Drug | Violence | DUI Other Total*
(n=30) | (n=50) | (n=20) (n=5) (n=13) | (n=65) | (n=148)

Age
18-20 16.7% 6.0% 10.0% 20.0% 0% 9.2% 9.5%
21-25 26.7 32.0 30.0 60.0 7.7 27.7 28.4
26-30 20.0 10.0 15.0 20.0 46.2 12.3 14.9
31-35 10.0 18.0 20.0 0 7.7 15.4 14.2
36+ 26.7 34.0 25.0 0 38.5 354 33.1
Race/Ethnicity
Hispanic (Any Race) 233 12.0 10.0 60.0 38.5 23.1 21.6
White 433 58.0 50.0 40.0 46.2 47.7 48.0
Black 6.7 18.0 5.0 0 7.7 12.3 12.2
Native American 16.7 6.0 20.0 0 7.7 12.3 11.5
Other 10.0 6.0 15.0 0 0 4.6 6.8
Gender
Male 86.7 74.0 85.0 80.0 100.0 81.5 83.1
Female 133 26.0 15.0 20.0 0 18.5 16.9
Current Immigration Status
Born in U.S. 100.0 96.0 95.0 80.0 92.3 93.8 94.6
Citizen, Born Outside U.S. 0 2.0 5.0 0 7.7 4.6 34
Permanent Resident 0 0 0 0 0 1.5 i
Other Legal Documents 0 0 0 20.0 0 0 7
No Legal Documents 0 2.0 0 0 0 0 7
Highest Degree
High School or GED 333 40.0 45.0 20.0 23.1 33.8 34.5
Vocational or Trade School 0 4.0 0 0 15.4 4.6 4.1
Some College/2-Year Associate 40.0 22.0 25.0 40.0 38.5 21.5 27.7
Four-Year College or Higher 6.7 12.0 0 0 0 10.8 6.8
No Degree 20.0 22.0 30.0 40.0 23.1 29.2 27.0
Work Status
Employed 60.0 50.0 55.0 60.0 84.6 70.8 62.8
Not Employed 26.7 34.0 25.0 40.0 7.7 16.9 25.7
Other 13.3 16.0 20.0 0 7.7 12.3 11.5
Current Marital Status
Single, Never Married 58.6 62.0 70.0 100.0 53.8 58.5 60.5
Divorced 10.3 26.0 20.0 0 15.4 26.2 22.4
Legally Separated 10.3 0 5.0 0 0 3.1 2.7
Married 20.7 12.0 5.0 0 30.8 12.3 14.3
Housing Situations (past 30 days)
House, Mobile Home, or Apt. 80.0 78.0 70.0 80.0 84.6 84.6 81.1
Residential Hotel, Rooming
House, Dormitory, Group
Home, Military Base 33 12.0 5.0 20.0 0 3.1 6.1
Hospital, Treatment Facility, or
Extended Care Facility 0 0 0 0 0 1.5 7
Jail or Prison 33 0 0 0 0 0 7
No Fixed Residence/Homeless 133 10.0 25.0 0 15.4 9.2 10.8
Other 0 0 0 0 0 1.5 7
Interview Language
English 100.0 98.0 100.0 80.0 84.6 100.0 97.3
Spanish 0 2.0 0 20.0 15.4 0 2.7
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Percent Positive by Offense for Tempe Police Department Arrestees

Domestic
Violent | Property | Drug | Violence | DUI Other Total*
(n=30) | (n=50) | (n=20) (n=5) (n=13) | (n=65) | (n=148)
Any Positive Drug Test 63.3% 70.0% 80.0% 80.0% 53.8% 67.2% 66.7%
Self-report any 12-month use 533 74.0 80.0 80.0 38.5 61.5 64.2
| Marijuana
Positive Drug Test 36.7 36.0 45.0 40.0 23.1 32.8 354
Self-report 12-month use 40.0 53.1 60.0 60.0 23.1 44.6 46.9
Self-report 30-day use 333 46.0 55.0 60.0 23.1 39.1 40.1
Self-report 1-week use 26.7 32.7 45.0 40.0 23.1 29.7 315
Powder Cocaine/Crack
Positive Drug Test 26.7 26.0 35.0 40.0 38.5 31.3 29.9
Self-report 12-month use (crack) 16.7 26.0 30.0 0 7.7 24.6 20.9
Self-report 30-day use (crack) 16.7 18.0 25.0 0 7.7 21.5 17.6
Self-report 1-week use (crack) 16.7 18.0 25.0 0 7.7 20.0 16.9
Self-report 12-month use
(powder cocaine) 16.7 20.4 26.3 20.0 23.1 20.3 19.2
Self-report 30-day use (powder
cocaine) 6.9 4.1 10.0 20.0 23.1 10.9 10.2
Self-report 1-week use (powder
cocaine) 6.9 4.1 10.0 0 23.1 9.4 8.8
Opiates
Positive Drug Test 33 8.0 5.0 20.0 0 7.8 6.1
Self-report 12-month use 33 12.0 10.0 0 0 7.7 6.1
Self-report 30-day use 33 10.0 5.0 0 0 6.2 54
Self-report 1-week use 33 10.0 5.0 0 0 6.2 5.4
Methamphetamine
Positive Drug Test 20.0 24.5 30.0 0 7.7 27.0 21.2
Self-report 12-month use 20.0 28.0 35.0 0 23.1 26.2 23.6
Self-report 30-day use 20.0 26.0 35.0 0 15.4 23.1 20.9
Self-report 1-week use 16.7 20.0 25.0 0 7.7 16.9 16.2
| Risk for Dependency or Abuse
Not At Risk 60.0 42.0 35.0 60.0 61.5 44.6 48.6
At Risk for Drug Abuse 6.7 14.0 5.0 0 15.4 10.8 10.8
At Risk for Drug Dependency 333 44.0 60.0 40.0 23.1 44.6 40.5
Ever in Inpatient Drug Treatment 20.0 26.0 45.0 40.0 7.7 33.8 27.7
Ever in Outpatient Drug Treatment 10.0 20.0 25.0 40.0 23.1 15.4 18.2
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Characteristics of Arrestees by Type of Offense from DPS in Pima County

Domestic
Violent | Property | Drug | Violence | DUI Other Total*
(n=4) (n=8) (n=17) (n=0) (n=9) (n=32) | (n=53)
Age
18-20 25.0% 25.0% 11.8% 0% 11.1% 12.5% 13.2%
21-25 25.0 0 17.6 0 0 28.1 17.0
26-30 0 25.0 23.5 0 11.1 18.8 17.0
31-35 50.0 12.5 11.8 0 222 21.9 18.9
36+ 0 37.5 353 0 55.6 18.8 34.0
Race/Ethnicity
Hispanic (Any Race) 100.0 37.5 41.2 0 44 .4 62.5 49.1
White 0 62.5 47.1 0 44.4 31.3 41.5
Black 0 0 0 0 0 3.1 1.9
Native American 0 0 11.8 0 11.1 3.1 7.5
Gender
Male 100.0 62.5 76.5 0 88.9 81.3 81.1
Female 0 37.5 23.5 0 11.1 18.8 18.9
Current Immigration Status
Born in U.S. 75.0 100.0 82.4 0 66.7 84.4 84.9
Citizen, Born Outside U.S. 0 0 0 0 11.1 3.1 3.8
Permanent Resident 0 0 11.8 0 11.1 6.3 5.7
Other Legal Documents 25.0 0 59 0 0 3.1 1.9
No Legal Documents 0 0 0 0 11.1 3.1 3.8
Highest Degree
High School or GED 50.0 75.0 47.1 0 55.6 37.5 45.3
Some College/2-Year Associate 0 12.5 23.5 0 11.1 18.8 18.9
Four-Year College or Higher 0 0 59 0 11.1 0 3.8
No Degree 50.0 12.5 23.5 0 222 43.8 32.1
Work Status
Employed 75.0 37.5 64.7 0 66.7 56.3 54.7
Not Employed 25.0 12.5 23.5 0 333 31.3 30.2
Other 0 50.0 11.8 0 0 12.5 15.1
Current Marital Status
Single, Never Married 75.0 50.0 35.3 0 333 50.0 45.3
Divorced 0 12.5 41.2 0 222 18.8 18.9
Legally Separated 0 0 0 0 11.1 3.1 3.8
Widowed 0 0 0 0 0 6.3 3.8
Married 25.0 37.5 23.5 0 333 21.9 28.3
Housing Situations (past 30 days)
House, Mobile Home, or Apt. 75.0 87.5 82.4 0 88.9 90.6 86.8
Residential Hotel, Rooming
House, Dormitory, Group
Home, Military Base 25.0 0 0 0 0 3.1 1.9
Hospital, Treatment Facility, or
Extended Care Facility 0 0 59 0 0 0 1.9
Shelter 0 0 0 0 0 3.1 1.9
No Fixed Residence/Homeless 0 12.5 11.8 0 11.1 3.1 7.5
Interview Language
English 100.0 100.0 88.2 0 88.9 93.8 94.3
Spanish 0 0 11.8 0 11.1 6.3 5.7
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Percent Positive by Offense for DPS Arrestees in Pima County

Domestic
Violent | Property | Drug | Violence | DUI Other Total*
(n=4) (n=8) (n=17) (n=0) (n=9) (n=32) (n53)
Any Positive Drug Test 75.0% 50.0% 76.5% 0% 44.4% 71.9% 62.3%
Self-report any 12-month use 50.0 50.0 82.4 0 44 .4 78.1 69.8
| Marijuana
Positive Drug Test 50.0 37.5 471 0 333 40.6 35.8
Self-report 12-month use 25.0 37.5 58.8 0 44.4 62.5 54.7
Self-report 30-day use 25.0 37.5 52.9 0 44 .4 51.7 48.0
Self-report 1-week use 25.0 14.3 37.5 0 333 48.3 38.8
Powder Cocaine/Crack
Positive Drug Test 25.0 25.0 23.5 0 22.2 34.4 32.1
Self-report 12-month use (crack) 25.0 12.5 294 0 11.1 21.9 17.0
Self-report 30-day use (crack) 25.0 0 17.6 0 11.1 16.1 11.5
Self-report 1-week use (crack) 25.0 0 11.8 0 0 12.9 9.6
Self-report 12-month use
(powder cocaine) 25.0 25.0 353 0 333 25.8 25.0
Self-report 30-day use (powder
cocaine) 25.0 12.5 23.5 0 222 20.7 16.0
Self-report 1-week use (powder
cocaine) 25.0 12.5 23.5 0 22.2 20.7 16.0
Opiates
Positive Drug Test 0 0 0 0 0 9.4 5.7
Self-report 12-month use 0 0 5.9 0 11.1 6.5 7.7
Self-report 30-day use 0 0 6.3 0 0 6.9 6.0
Self-report 1-week use 0 0 0 0 0 6.9 4.0
Methamphetamine
Positive Drug Test 0 12.5 29.4 0 0 21.9 15.1
Self-report 12-month use 0 25.0 353 0 0 22.6 17.3
Self-report 30-day use 0 12.5 29.4 0 0 17.2 12.0
Self-report 1-week use 0 12.5 29.4 0 0 17.2 12.0
| Risk for Dependency or Abuse
Not At Risk 50.0 50.0 353 0 77.8 433 471
At Risk for Drug Abuse 0 0 17.6 0 0 10.0 9.8
At Risk for Drug Dependency 50.0 50.0 47.1 0 22.2 46.7 43.1
Ever in Inpatient Drug Treatment 25.0 12.5 353 0 333 313 28.3
Ever in Outpatient Drug Treatment 0 12.5 23.5 0 0 15.6 15.1
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Characteristics of Arrestees by Type of Offense from Pima County Sheriff’s Department

Domestic
Violent | Property | Drug | Violence | DUI Other Total*
0m=34) | 0=47) | (0=42) | (n=63) | (n=19) | (n=121) | (n=244)
Age
18-20 14.7% 14.9% 16.7% 11.1% 5.3% 14.0% 13.5%
21-25 23.5 21.3 23.8 20.6 10.5 25.6 23.0
26-30 14.7 17.0 11.9 15.9 26.3 12.4 13.5
31-35 8.8 21.3 21.4 17.5 53 19.0 16.8
36+ 38.2 25.5 26.2 34.9 52.6 28.9 33.2
Race/Ethnicity
Hispanic (Any Race) 52.9 34.0 38.1 34.9 31.6 38.8 36.9
White 38.2 48.9 50.0 50.8 42.1 48.8 49.2
Black 2.9 6.4 7.1 1.6 0 2.5 33
Native American 59 6.4 2.4 4.8 26.3 5.8 6.6
Other 0 43 24 7.9 0 4.1 4.1
Gender
Male 97.1 68.1 73.8 75.8 73.7 79.3 77.8
Female 29 31.9 26.2 24.2 26.3 20.7 22.2
Current Immigration Status
Born in U.S. 97.1 89.4 87.8 90.5 94.4 90.9 91.8
Citizen, Born Outside U.S. 0 2.1 0 32 0 33 2.5
Permanent Resident 2.9 6.4 9.8 4.8 5.6 5.0 4.5
No Legal Documents 0 2.1 24 1.6 0 .8 1.2
Highest Degree
High School or GED 324 51.1 40.5 38.1 57.9 421 40.2
Vocational or Trade School 8.8 43 7.1 1.6 53 6.6 6.1
Some College/2-Year Associate 11.8 21.3 19.0 28.6 53 19.0 21.7
Four-Year College or Higher 11.8 6.4 0 9.5 0 33 5.7
No Degree 353 17.0 333 22.2 31.6 28.9 26.2
Work Status
Employed 73.5 63.0 63.4 73.0 84.2 67.8 69.1
Not Employed 14.7 26.1 26.8 143 15.8 22.3 20.2
Other 11.8 10.9 9.8 12.7 0 9.9 10.7
Current Marital Status
Single, Never Married 50.0 553 56.1 44.4 72.2 51.7 50.0
Divorced 23.5 19.1 14.6 143 16.7 20.8 18.2
Legally Separated 0 2.1 12.2 11.1 5.6 6.7 7.0
Widowed 2.9 43 0 0 0 .8 1.2
Married 23.5 19.1 17.1 30.2 5.6 20.0 23.6
Type of Residence (past 30 days)
House, Mobile Home, or Apt. 90.9 83.0 95.1 93.7 88.9 90.0 91.3
Residential Hotel, Rooming
House, Dormitory, Group
Home, Military Base 0 43 2.4 1.6 0 .8 1.2
Hospital, Treatment Facility, or
Extended Care Facility 3.0 0 0 1.6 0 0 4
Jail or Prison 0 0 0 0 0 2.5 1.2
Shelter 0 2.1 0 0 0 1.7 .8
No Fixed Residence/Homeless 6.1 10.6 2.4 3.2 11.1 5.0 5.0
Interview Language
English 94.1 97.9 100.0 100.0 94.7 97.5 98.0
Spanish 5.9 2.1 0 0 5.3 2.5 2.0
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Percent Positive by Offense for Pima County Sheriff’s Department Arrestees

Domestic
Violent | Property | Drug | Violence | DUI Other Total*
n=34) | 0=47) | n=42) | (0=63) | (n=19) | (n=121) | (n=244)
Any Positive Drug Test 58.8% 68.1% 85.7% 42.9% 42.1% 68.6% 59.4%
Self-report any 12-month use 60.6 63.8 85.0 48.4 55.6 70.8 63.3
| Marijuana
Positive Drug Test 38.2 48.9 52.4 31.7 31.6 479 39.3
Self-report 12-month use 47.1 51.1 70.0 40.3 38.9 56.7 49.8
Self-report 30-day use 39.4 51.1 65.0 33.9 333 55.7 46.2
Self-report 1-week use 36.4 48.9 62.5 26.3 22.2 47.8 40.1
Powder Cocaine/Crack
Positive Drug Test 29.4 36.2 35.7 19.0 26.3 314 27.0
Self-report 12-month use (crack) 8.8 21.3 20.0 6.5 16.7 17.5 14.5
Self-report 30-day use (crack) 2.9 15.6 17.5 1.7 11.1 11.9 9.3
Self-report 1-week use (crack) 2.9 15.6 17.5 1.7 11.1 11.0 8.9
Self-report 12-month use
(powder cocaine) 32.4 27.7 27.5 16.1 27.8 26.7 24.9
Self-report 30-day use (powder
cocaine) 27.3 20.0 23.1 13.3 27.8 18.8 18.4
Self-report 1-week use (powder
cocaine) 21.2 13.3 17.9 11.7 11.1 14.5 13.7
Opiates
Positive Drug Test 8.8 6.4 11.9 1.6 0 4.1 4.9
Self-report 12-month use 8.8 2.1 2.5 1.6 0 42 2.9
Self-report 30-day use 59 0 2.5 0 0 1.7 1.7
Self-report 1-week use 59 0 2.5 0 0 1.7 1.7
Methamphetamine
Positive Drug Test 14.7 8.5 21.4 7.9 0 13.3 9.9
Self-report 12-month use 8.8 19.1 30.0 11.3 5.6 22.5 17.8
Self-report 30-day use 8.8 8.9 23.1 8.3 5.6 17.8 11.9
Self-report 1-week use 8.8 8.9 23.1 5.0 0 13.6 8.9
| Risk for Dependency or Abuse
Not At Risk 65.6 57.4 40.0 69.5 55.6 50.0 56.6
At Risk for Drug Abuse 6.3 21.3 15.0 13.6 27.8 14.4 12.8
At Risk for Drug Dependency 28.1 213 45.0 16.9 16.7 35.6 30.6
Ever in Inpatient Drug Treatment 26.5 23.4 29.3 14.5 27.8 24.0 22.7
Ever in Outpatient Drug Treatment 20.6 8.5 19.5 11.3 22.2 14.9 14.0
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Characteristics of Arrestees by Type of Offense from Tucson Police Department

Domestic
Violent | Property | Drug | Violence | DUI Other Total*
(n=111) | 0=197) | (n=174) | (n=186) | (n=23) | (n=396) | (n=757)

Age

18-20 19.8% 16.2% 16.1% 12.9% 4.3% 10.9% 14.9%

21-25 18.0 15.7 16.1 24.2 17.4 20.2 19.3

26-30 17.1 18.8 17.8 18.8 21.7 16.7 17.4

31-35 13.5 11.2 14.4 11.8 26.1 13.6 12.3

36+ 31.5 38.1 35.6 32.3 30.4 38.6 36.1
Race/Ethnicity

Hispanic (Any Race) 39.6 39.6 345 49.5 60.9 39.9 41.7

White 34.2 421 37.9 30.6 30.4 36.6 35.7

Black 13.5 8.6 19.5 8.6 43 11.6 11.8

Native American 6.3 7.6 5.2 54 43 8.1 6.6

Other 6.3 2.0 2.9 5.9 0 3.8 4.2
Gender

Male 89.2 82.7 78.6 82.3 95.5 76.6 80.4

Female 10.8 17.3 21.4 17.7 4.5 23.4 19.6
Immigration Status

Born in U.S. 91.0 91.4 92.0 88.1 87.0 94.4 91.1

Citizen, Born Outside U.S. 1.8 3.6 34 43 43 2.5 33

Permanent Resident 4.5 1.0 1.1 4.9 0 L.5 2.5

Work or Other Visa 9 1.0 .6 .5 43 3 7

Other Legal Documents 0 5 .6 1.6 43 5 1.1

No Legal Documents 1.8 2.5 23 .5 0 .8 1.3
Highest Education

High School or GED 34.2 41.1 443 35.5 56.5 40.3 38.8

Vocational or Trade School 1.8 1.5 2.3 54 0 2.8 3.0

Some College/2-Year Associate 18.9 19.3 20.7 21.0 26.1 18.7 20.8

4-Year College Degree or Higher 4.5 7.6 1.7 43 43 3.8 44

No Degree 40.5 30.5 31.0 33.9 13.0 34.4 33.1
Current Work Status

Employed 55.0 48.7 49.1 66.1 82.6 50.8 55.1

Not Employed 333 38.1 42.8 23.7 13.0 37.6 34.0

Other 11.7 13.2 8.1 10.2 43 11.7 10.9
Current Marital Status

Single, Never Married 56.8 58.4 61.5 52.7 65.2 61.8 58.6

Divorced 18.9 21.8 16.1 134 13.0 14.4 16.1

Legally Separated 54 4.1 7.5 3.8 0 4.8 5.0

Widowed 1.8 1.5 1.1 2.2 0 2.0 1.7

Married 17.1 14.2 13.8 28.0 21.7 17.0 18.5
Type of Residence (past 30 days)

House, Mobile Home, or Apt. 80.2 69.2 65.9 94.6 87.0 71.1 77.5

Residential Hotel, Dormitory,

Group Home, Military Base 2.7 3.6 4.6 1.6 0 53 3.8
Hospital, Treatment Facility, or
Extended Care Facility 9 1.0 .6 0 4.3 .8 .8

Jail or Prison 9 1.5 1.7 5 0 .8 1.1

Shelter 1.8 1.0 1.7 .5 0 2.0 1.2

No Fixed Residence/Homeless 13.5 22.6 243 2.7 8.7 19.2 15.1

Other 0 1.0 1.2 0 0 .8 5
Interview Language

English 94.6 93.9 97.7 95.7 95.7 97.5 95.9

Spanish 5.4 6.1 2.3 4.3 4.3 2.5 4.1

60




Percent Positive by Offense for Tucson Police Department Arrestees

Domestic
Violent | Property | Drug | Violence | DUI Other Total*
(n=111) | 0=197) | (n=174) | (n=186) | (n=23) | (n=396) | (n=757)

Any Positive Drug Test 64.9% 83.1% 90.1% 56.5% 52.2% 79.5% 74.2%
Self-report any 12-month use 71.2 81.5 93.6 59.5 56.5 78.9 75.0
| Marijuana
Positive Drug Test 459 45.6 46.5 39.2 34.8 45.1 429
Self-report 12-month use 56.8 61.7 67.4 45.2 47.8 56.3 55.0
Self-report 30-day use 48.6 51.4 58.5 41.1 43.5 49.2 48.5
Self-report 1-week use 43.8 44.4 50.6 383 21.7 41.8 42.1
Powder Cocaine/Crack
Positive Drug Test 38.7 54.9 64.0 31.7 34.8 49.6 46.0
Self-report 12-month use (crack) 31.5 47.4 58.1 19.9 13.0 42.4 37.3
Self-report 30-day use (crack) 25.7 38.1 51.6 12.2 13.0 35.1 29.8
Self-report 1-week use (crack) 22.9 36.1 46.9 9.9 13.0 30.1 26.1
Self-report 12-month use
(powder cocaine) 37.8 45.6 50.9 28.5 13.0 38.1 37.6
Self-report 30-day use (powder
cocaine) 25.7 31.8 33.8 229 8.7 29.0 27.2
Self-report 1-week use (powder
cocaine) 18.3 249 28.2 17.3 8.7 21.7 20.8
Opiates
Positive Drug Test 9.0 17.4 22.1 3.8 8.7 11.4 12.2
Self-report 12-month use 9.9 21.5 26.3 3.2 0 14.7 13.8
Self-report 30-day use 5.6 14.3 20.9 2.7 0 9.9 93
Self-report 1-week use 4.7 12.7 18.1 2.2 0 8.6 8.1
Methamphetamine
Positive Drug Test 9 6.7 7.6 2.7 0 4.8 4.8
Self-report 12-month use 13.5 20.5 22.8 7.5 8.7 14.2 14.5
Self-report 30-day use 7.4 8.8 13.5 4.4 0 9.3 8.3
Self-report 1-week use 3.7 6.1 9.9 3.9 0 6.6 5.8
Risk for Dependency or Abuse
Not At Risk 38.3 31.9 20.2 56.8 65.2 355 39.6
At Risk for Drug Abuse 8.4 9.6 10.4 8.2 13.0 11.6 10.7
At Risk for Drug Dependency 533 58.5 69.3 35.0 21.7 52.9 49.7
Ever in Inpatient Drug Treatment 333 42.1 43.6 20.4 34.8 354 33.6
Ever in Outpatient Drug Treatment 234 22.8 24.4 14.0 17.4 20.5 20.5
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