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30.8 years

511 47.4 % 64,042 1 77.0 %
152 14.1 4,900 1 5.9
332 30.8 4,843 1 5.8

25 2.3 617 1 0.7

19 1.8 3,701 1 4.4
40 3.7 1,839 1 2.2

* — — 3,236 1 3.9

1,079 83,178 1

1,060 92.3 % 78,977 1 94.9 %
88 7.7 4,201 1 5.1

1,148 83,178 1

39 3.4 % — —
1,118 96.6 239,005 2 91.8 %

1,157 — —

553 47.8 % 19,731 3 24.6 %
118 10.2 — 3

228 19.7 29,317 3 36.5

36 3.1 23,681 3 29.5
223 19.3 7,569 3 9.4

1,158 80,298 3

485 41.9 %
91 7.9

1 0.1 7,073 5 7.3
12 1.0
90 7.8

293 25.3
94 8.1

8 0.7
11 0.9

3 0.3
64 5.5

6 0.5 — —

1,158 88,031 6

713 61.6 % 32,052 7 32.2 %
177 15.3 11,102 7 11.2

41 3.5 1,768 7 1.8
16 1.4 1,217 7 1.2

210 18.2 50,493 7 50.7
* — — 2,862 7 2.9

1,157 99,494 7

*
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Range

18–59 years

Race

Figures for current work status (except active military) based on 2000 U.S. Census figures for males in the
Anchorage Municipality aged 16–59 years (N=87,851).

15.0413,201

6.145,328

%71.1462,429

Table 1. Demographic Characteristics of Male Arrestess in ADAM Project 
Compared with 2000 U.S. Census Data for Anchorage

Male arrestees in ADAM 
project, 2000–2003

2000 Census data for 
Anchorage Municipality

PercentN

Age

N Percent

Mean

White
Black or African American

Alaska Native or American Indian
Native Hawaiian or
other Pacific Island

Asian
Other

Multiracial (2 or more races)

Total

Hispanic origin
No
Yes

Total

U.S. citizenship
No
Yes

Total

Highest educational attainment
High school or GED

Vocational or trade school
Some college or 2-year

associate's degree
Four-year college degree or higher

No degree

Total

Current work status
Full-time (35+ hours/week)

Part-time
Active military

Employed but out due to 
Seasonal work, not working

Unemployed, looking

Widowed

Unemployed, not looking
Full-time homemaker

In school only
Retired

Disabled for work
Other

Married (including common law)
Other

Total

See notes for basis of 
figures.

Category not included in ADAM statistics.

Total

Current legal marital status
Single, never married

Divorced
Legally separated

Source of data:  ADAM data; 2000 U.S. Census

Figures for age and Hispanic origin based on 2000 U.S. Census figures for males in the Anchorage
Municipality aged 18–59 years (N=83,178).
In U.S. Census data, U.S. citizenship is not broken down by sex. Hence, figures given here represent all
U.S. citizens, both male and female, in 2000 U.S. Census, representing 91.8% of the total Anchorage
Municipality population (N=260,283).
Figures for highest educational attainment based on 2000 U.S. Census figures for males in the Anchorage
Municipality over 25 years of age (N=80,298).

Total for current work status based on 2000 U.S. Census figures for males in the Anchorage Municipality
aged 16–59 years plus males on active military status of 60 years or older.

Figures for active military status based on 2000 U.S. Census figures for males in the Anchorage
Municipality 16 years of age  or older (N=97,287).

Figures for current legal marital status based on 2000 U.S. Census figures for males in the Anchorage
Municipality 15 years of age or older (N=99,494).

Drug use
(continued from page 7)

Rather, ADAM’s unique contribution was 
the use of a calendaring methodology to 
capture detailed month-by-month informa-
tion on the intensity of drug use by arrestees 
for the entire 12-month period preceding 
their arrest.  Because of its use of drug use 
calendars, ADAM was unique in its ability 
to capture critical information on individual 
drug use patterns prior to the crime event that 
precipitated an arrest.  This data collection 
strategy enables researchers to better contex-
tualize crime incidents and to examine the 
drug use-crime connection developmentally, 
as a dynamic process.
 From a methodological standpoint, the 
use of a calendar is benefi cial because it 
improves the reliability and validity of ret-
rospective data.  Calendaring accomplishes 
this by helping respondents to accurately re-
call events through the use of visual cues and 
related life events, and to sequence events 
over time.  Researchers have successfully 
gathered drug use data going back as far as 
fi ve years using this technique.
 The ADAM drug use calendar (see 
Figure 1) was administered to all arrestees 
who reported using illicit drugs within the 
past year.  At the outset, respondents were 
asked to note signifi cant life events in the 
calendar—for example, religious holidays, 
birthdays, anniversaries, and major happen-
ings in their life that occurred in the past 
year.  These signifi cant life events were then 
used as reference points by respondents to 
aid with recall of their drug/alcohol use.  
Arrestees were fi rst asked if they had used 
a particular drug in a particular month, then 
if they responded in the affi rmative, they 
were asked to provide their best estimate of 
the frequency of their drug use (see Figure 
1 for use level defi nitions).  Interviewers 
then recorded an arrestee’s use level for 
each month.  Interviewers worked through 
the calendar from top to bottom, from left 
to right.  Arrestees were asked about each 
drug singly and in sequence.
 In addition to providing self-reported 
drug use, arrestees were also asked to pro-
vide a urine sample.  (Across the four-year 
period 2000–2003, an average of 86.4 per-
cent of arrestees who were asked for a urine 
sample provided one.) These urine samples 
were immediately sent to an independent 
laboratory for enzyme multiplied immuno-
assay testing (EMIT), a technique designed 
to detect the presence of drugs or drug me-
tabolites in urine.  Separate immunoassays 
were designed to detect one particular drug 
or class of drugs.  Although the ADAM pro-
gram tested for ten drugs in all, this article 
focuses on arrestees’ use of four of the fi ve 
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