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Report Organization Table of Contents

The Chartbook includes four main chaptfiise State Profile of Sadilndicators, County

Profile of Social IndicatorsMunicipal Profile of Social Indicators, and Municipal Charts of
Social Indicators The organization of the Chartbook aligns with the work that many coalitions
and agencies are undertaking within the 8tiat Prevention Framework (SPFJhese domains,
such as consequences and root causes, are elements of the SPF and other public health or
sciencebased models guiding substance abuse prevention efforts.

Selected indicators are displayed using thematjgsmeharts and tables accompanied with brief
descriptive text. The maps display patterns of specific health indicators of each county and the
tables provide recent, as well as trend data on selected indicators.

Chapter One: The State Profile of Social Idicators

Chapter 1 provides a summary of the stateods
section reflect statkevel social indicators including: population changes from 1990 to 2013; the
age, gender, race, and ethnicity compositions optipeilation; crime, including alcohcand
drugattributable incidents; and detailed information on substance abuse treatment admissions.

Chapter Two: County Profile of Social Indicators

Chapter 2 provides countgvel information. This chapter providesidar information as
Chapter 1 but at the counligvel. The charts, tables, and graphs in this section reflect county
level social indicators including: population size and household income; crime, including
alcohol and drugattributable incidents; andethiled information on substance abuse treatment
admissions.

Chapter Three: Municipal Profile of Social Indicators

Chapter 3 provides a profile of social indicators at the municipal level, across the state. The
chapter begins with a summary statistidddaf key indicators across the state. The chapter also
includes data on race and ethnicity, poverty, and income; substance abuse treatment admissions
at the municipal level; and alcohand drugattributable crime at the municipal level.

Chapter Four: Municipal Charts of Social Indicators

Chapter 4 is comprised of detailed charts and data for each municipality in the county. The data
presented for each municipality includes population statistics (population density, population
change median householttome, unemployment rate, education rate, cash assistance receipt,
fertility, age distribution, and race/ethnicity) along with substance abuse treatment admissions,
alcohot and drugattributable crime, and alcohol and tobacco retail availability.

Appendix A
Appendix A presents the counrigvel raw data associated with the data summaries presented
throughout the Chartbook. These raw data tables can be used for prevention and treatment

! For more information about the SPF, please see the introduction section on page 1.
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planning and are grouped according to the definitions used by Commmtitiprug Coalitions

of America (CADCA) and the SPF in the types of data that are useful for community coalitions
and prevention agencies to use in needs assessment planning. These include consequences of
substance abuse; substance abuse problems; usatsoaf substance abuse; local conditions; and
demographics.

Appendix B

Appendix B presents the municigalvel raw data associated with data summaries presented
throughout the Chartbook. These raw data tables can be used for prevention and treatment
planning and are grouped according to the definitions used by CommunitfpArgiCoalitions

of America (CADCA) in the types of data that are useful for community coalitions and
prevention agencies to use in needs assessment planning. These include cassefjuenc
substance abuse; root causes of substance abuse; local conditions, family structure, school
environment, substance abuse related problems, and demographics.

Appendix C

Appendix C contains a full list of references as well as descriptions andat@loslifor all of the

data contained within the Chartbook. This appendix is to be used in conjunction with the data
presented in the Chartbook to detail both the source of the data and how indicators were calculated.
Appendix C also provides critical ddsaabout the conceptualization and measurement of the
variables throughout the Chartbook.
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Introduction

Assessing the welbeing of community health through social indicators has been astanding
concern to the Substance Abuse and Mental Health Services Administration (SAMHSA). To
meet this objective, SAMHSA has encouragezsluke of social indicators to assess social and
health risks related to substance misuse in order to inform policy makers. Following the social
indicators core protocol guidelines provided by SAMHSA, the Division of Mental Health and
Addiction Services (DMAS) developed this Chartbook of substance abuse related social and
health indicators in the state of New Jersey. The first set of Chartbooks was published in 2003.
This current edition is an update to the 2012 edition.

The Social Indicators Chartbookirgended to identify social and health problems directly or

indirectly related to substance use and to aid in the assessment of needs for treatment and
prevention services. This is achieved, in part, by using key social indicators outlined in the core
protocol by SAMHSA, and by identifying risk and protective factors affecting health outcomes.
Summary analysis of the core indicators is presented using census data, criminal justice data and
substance abuse treatment admissions data. Additional indicaterglestified using guidance

from three sources: 1.) The U.S. Department of Health and Human Services Substance Abuse

and Ment al Heal th Services Administrationds R
and Behavioral Disorders Across the Life &y@.) The Community AdDr ug Coal i ti ono
(CADCA) Assessment Primer: Analyzing the Community, Identifying Problems and Setting
Goals; and 3.) CADCAOGs Community Assessment N
of Local Data worksheet. These documents| v on t he Center on Subst e
(CSAP) Strategic Prevention Framework to guide the identification of individual, family, and
community factors that are related to substance abskd i t i onal |l y, CADCAG8s A
Guide is specifically @ancerned with aiding community coalitions during the needs assessment

process and in identifying communities to target for prevention initiatives and the organization of
the county and munici pal soci al i ndi cugefubr s f o
in prevention planning.

The specific objectives of the Chartbook are to:

1 Provide information to support needs assessment and prevention, as well as treatment
planning, at the community level.

1 Present a comprehensive profile of New Jersey at tteg staunty, and municipal levels
using key social indicators related to substance abuse. The Chartbook incorporates
indices of core indicators based on historical data sources on population, arrests, and
substance abuse treatment admissions. In additidicaitors of risk and protective
factors that affect health outcomes are presented for each county and the State.

1 Show health and public safety consequences in New Jersey at the state, county, and
municipal levels.

2 Sukstance Abuse and Mental Health Services Administration (2016, Jun&@iying the Strategic Prevention
Framework Retrieved from http://www.samhsa.gov/capt/applystrgtegiepreventionframework/
1



Chapter 1: State Profile of Social Indic#ors
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Criminal Justice Data: Alcohol and Drug Attributable Crime
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Population Profile

Introduction

This section describes the population characteristics of New Jersey in order to provitkxa co
for analyzing and interpreting the social indicators that have potential effects on health status,
treatment needs, and type of treatment services provided. Population characteristics are of
fundamental importance in estimating prevalence ratesnamgleiadjusting data when

comparing indicators across counties. Data on population change, gender, age, race, and
ethnicity are obtained from the 2000 and 2010 decebimiéd States Censasd 2013

American Community Survey-$ear estimates.

General Prdfile of Census Population Data & Population Estimates

Population Growth (200Q013)

Age Structure

Population Distribution by Age

Population Distribution by Age and Gender
Population Distribution by Race and Hispanic Origin
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Population Growth, New Jersey (19962013)

21

" 13

Total Population:
Density/Sq. Mile:
Median Age:

Age Distribution:
1 0-17 years old
1 1864 years old
1 65years & over

Race/Ethnicity Composition:
One Race

1 White

i African American

1 Asian

1 Other
Two-or-more Races
Hispanic or Latino

Population Profiles, 2013

8,832,40¢
1,201.
39.1

23.19
63.0%
13.9%

69.2%
13.6%
8.69
6.09
2.59
18.2%

No County Total Population Percent Change Density/Sq.Mile
2000 2010 2013 20002010 | 20162013 (2013)

1 | Atlantic 252,552 274,549 274,960 8.7 0.2 494.8
2 | Bergen 884,118 905,116 912,795 2.4 0.9 3,917.4
3 | Burlington 423,394 448,734 449,964 6.0 0.3 563.5
4 | Camden 508,932 513,657 513,512 0.9 0.0 2,320.8
5 [ Cape May 102,326 97,265 96,684 -5.0 -0.6 384.5
6 [ Cumberland 146,438 156,898 157,342 7.1 0.3 325.3
7 | Essex 793,633 783,969 785,853 -1.2 0.2 6,226.4
8 | Gloucester 254673 288,288| 289,098 13.2 0.3 895.3
9 [ Hudson 608,975 634,266 644,605 4.2 1.6 13,731.4
10 [ Hunterdon 121,989 128,349 127,047 5.2 -1.0 300.0
11 | Mercer 350,761 366,513 368,094 4.5 0.4 1,632.2
12 | Middlesex 750,162 809,858 817,026 8.0 0.9 2,621.6
13 | Monmouth 615,301 630,380 629,735 2.5 -0.1 1,344.7
14 | Morris 470,212|  492,276] 495,261 4.7 0.6 1,069.8
15| Ocean 510,916 576,567 578,902 12.9 0.4 920.7
16 | Passaic 489,049 501,226 502,854 2.5 0.3 2,724.1
17 | Salem 64,285 66,083 65,825 2.8 -0.4 198.3
18 | Somerset 297,490 323,444| 326,207 8.7 0.9 1,080.8
19 | Sussex 144,166 149,265 147,924 3.5 -0.9 285.0
20 [ Union 522,541 536,499 540,568 2.7 0.8 5,225.6
21 [ Warren 102,437 108,692 108,150 6.1 -0.5 303.0
New Jersey 8,414,350 | 8,791,894 | 8,832,406 4.5 0.5 1,201.0
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Population Growth

According to the 2013 American Community Survey® ar esti mates, New Jer
population reached 8,832,406 people, which makes it thenbst populous state in the United

States. The increase of 40,512 residents in the state sincelth€@0sus represents a lower rate

of annual growth (0.2%) than that from 262010 (0.5%).

From 2000 to 2013, the state had a slightly slower population growth compared to the national
rate and its share of the natdto@.8%is20p3o0espiteat i on
slower growth during this period, New Jersey remains the most densely populated state in the US
with 1,201 people per square mile.

From 2010 to 2013, six counties in New Jersey
growth: Hudson (1.6%), Middlesex (0.9%), Somerset (0.9%), Bergen (0.9%), Union (0.8%), and
Morris (0.6%).

From 2000 to 2010, northeastern counties in New Jersey experienced modest population
increases. The northwestern rural region, central Jersey, and cegista experienced

population increases. Gloucester (13.2%) and Ocean (12.9%) counties had the highest population
growth rates across the state, followed by Somerset (8.7%), Atlantic (8.7%), and Middlesex
(8.0%) counties. Cape May County and Essex Cowetg the only two counties to experience
population decline in the 2000s, with decrease rates of 5.0% and 1.2%, respectively.

From 2010 to 2013, counties in northeastern and central New Jersey experienced high population
growth. The population in Hudsd@ounty increased by 1.6%, making it the fastest growing

county across the state in the three years. The northwestern rural counties (Sussex, Warren, and
Hunterdon) experienced population declines after 2010, in contrast to their fast population

growth in he 2000s. The population growth in southern and coastal counties also slowed down:
Atlantic, Burlington, Cumberland, Gloucester, and Ocean counties experienced only modest
population increases. Camden, Cape May, Monmouth, and Salem counties experienced
population declines from 2010 to 2013.



Age Structure

In general, differences in age distribution across places reflect differences in death, fertility, and
net migration rates. Differences in age distributions also contribute to differences in social
health, and economic status across population groups.

The population of young adults (33 years old) experienced sharp growth from 2010 to 2013.
The 2024 yearold population grew by 1.4% while the-38 yearold age group grew by 1.2%.
Thus, after te decline in the 1990s and 2000s, the number of young adults show higher growth
in 2013, reflecting the bablyoom echo generation entering into these age groups. These cohorts
may challenge prevention and treatment services in the current decade asethagudtihood

since a large proportion of treatment population fall in these age groups.

From 2010 to 2013, the growth rate of the older adult population (65 years of age &hd over
increased as compared to the 2000s. The average annual growth rate9%agdn®2010 to

2013 compared to 0.65% in the 2000s. Older adults accounted for 13.8% of the total population
in 2013. Between 2010 and 2013, the/byearold group saw the highest growth rate of all age
groups with a rate of 5.4%. The-88 year old grop decreased slightly by 0.5%, while the 85+
year old group increased by 2.5%. The baby boomer generation is largely responsible for this
growth. Older adults are likely to experience problems from substance abuse and have risk for
medication misuse, catig for prevention services that are sensitive teratped or

generational issues (Gold, et al., in press).

The median age of New Jerseyod0s population i
2000, to 39.0 in 2010, and to 39.1 in 2013. Amomgdbunties in New Jersey, the median age is
highest in Cape May (47.7 years) followed by Hunterdon (44 years). Hudson County is the
youngest county (34.4 years) followed by Passaic (36.2 years).

3 This report follows the US census definition of olddults as being age 65 and older. In contrast, SAMHSA

nc

defines older adults as being 60 yeaiSgbstande Alugeeamangnd over

Older Adults.
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Population Distribution by Age, New Jersey

Percent

New Jersey Poulation by Age 19902013

Change
2000 2010 2013
Age Group (20102013)
Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Percent
Total 8,414,350 100% | 8,791,894 100% | 8,832,406 100% 0.5
g"geed'a” 36.7 39.0 39.1
<5 563,785 6.7 541,020 6.2 537,907 6.1 -0.6
5-9 604,529 7.2 564,750 6.4 560,374 6.3 -0.8
1014 590,577 7.0 587,335 6.7 584,130 6.6 -0.5
1519 525,216 6.2 598,099 6.8 593,393 6.7 -0.8
20-24 480,079 5.7 541,238 6.2 548,856 6.2 14
2534 1,189,040 14.1 1,109,801 12.6 1,122,792 12.7 1.2
3544 1,435,106 17.1 1,238,297 14.1 1,216,529 13.8 -1.8
4554 1,158,898 13.8| 1,379,196 15.7| 1,368,983 155 -0.7
5564 753,984 8.9 1,046,165 11.9( 1,078,210 12.2 3.1
6574 574,669 6.8 611,434 7.0 644,366 7.3 54
7584 402,468 4.8 394,948 45 392,802 4.4 -0.5
85 + 135,999 1.6 179,611 2.0 184,064 21 25

Source: US Bureau of the Census

18
16
14
12
10

New Jersey Population by Age Group 213

N b O

0
<5

=—2000 6.7
2010 6.2

2013 6.1

5-9

7.2 7 6.2
6.4 6.7 6.8
6.3 6.6 6.7

5.7
6.2
6.2

141 171 138 8.9 6.8
126 141 157 119 7
127 138 155 122 7.3

~_

™~

4.8
4.5
4.4

10-14 15-19 20-24 25-34 35-44 45-54 55-64 65-74 75-84 85+

1.6
2
2.1



Population Distribution by Age and Gender, New Jersey

Population Distribution by Age and Gender, New Jersey 2013
Both Sexes Male Female
Age Population % Total Percent of Percent of Total Percent of Percent of
Counts Male Male Total Female Female Total

All ages 8,832,406 100 4,304,817 100 49.0 4,527,589 100 51.0
0-4 537,907 6.1 274,712 6.4 3.1 263,195 5.8 3.0
5-9 560,374 6.3 283,917 6.6 3.2 276,457 6.1 3.1
10-14 584,130 6.6 301,103 7.0 3.4 283,027 6.3 3.2
1519 593,393 6.7 305,860 7.1 3.5 287,533 6.4 3.3
20-24 548,856 6.2 283,660 6.6 3.2 265,196 5.9 3.0
2534 1,122,792 12.7 563,205 131 6.4 559,587 12.4 6.3
3544 1,216,529 13.8 597,695 139 6.8 618,834 13.7 7.0
4554 1,368,983 155 667,786 155 7.6 701,197 155 7.9
5564 1,078,210 12.2 515,277 12.0 5.8 562,933 12.4 6.4
6574 644,366 7.3 293,128 6.8 3.3 351,238 7.8 4.0
7584 392,802 4.4 160,297 3.7 1.8 232,505 5.1 2.6
85 + 184,064 2.1 58,177 1.4 0.7 125,887 2.8 1.4
Source: US Bureau of the Census

New Jersey Population Distribution by Age and Gender 2013

Percent

6.0
5.0
40
3.0
2.0
1.0 ‘
0.0

0-4  5-9 10-14 15-19 20-24 25-34 35-44 45-54 55-64 65-74 75-84 85+

m Male 3.1 3.2
mFemale 3.0 3.1

34 35
32 33

32 64
30 63

6.8 | 7.6
70 | 7.9

58 33
6.4 4.0

1.8 07
26 14




Population by Race and Hispanic Origin

New Jersey has historically been one of the U
immigrants. According to the 2013 American Coumity Survey 5year estimates, the foreign

born population is approximately 21.2%, an increase from 20.3% in 2010. The proportion of

foreign born population in New Jersey is far greater than in the 1970 (9.0%) but still below that

of 1910 (25.0%). The nediversity of immigration observed during the last 45 years

demonstrates that the dominance of the European foreign born population has been replaced by

the foreign born population from Latin America and Asia. As shown in the table below, the

greatest popakion growth rates are among Asians (4.3%) and Hispanics (3.1%), compared to a
0.5% growth rate for the total popul ation fro

increased by 1.3%, while the population of African Americans decreased by 0.6%.

Asiars are the fastest growing racial group in New Jersey. More than one in two (53.8%) of New
Jerseybds Asians are concentrated in three cou
Hudson (89,164). Among Asians, Asian Indians were the largest suligraQp3 (41.3% of the

Asian population), followed by Chinese (18.4%), Filipino (15.2%), and Korean (12.1%). Since

2010, the growth of the Asian population slowed down. Compared to the annual increase rate of
5.1% in the 2000s, the annual increase ratepdrpo 1.9% from 2010 to 2013. The total

population of Koreameven decreased from 2010 to 2013.

Hispanics are the second fastest growing group, increasing by 3.1% from 2010 to 2013. More
than a third (39.1%) of t héludson @TI361)k Pasbaisc pani ¢
(189,842), and Essex (163,713) counties. Newark City, Paterson City, Elizabeth City, and Union
City had the largest Hispanic populations in 2013 in terms of gross numbers while Union City,
Perth Amboy City, West New York Town, NbrBergen Township, and Passaic City had the

largest percentages of Hispanic population in 2013. Fourteen out of 565 municipalities in New
Jersey had Hispanics as their majority populations (>50% of total population).

2000 2010 2013 Change 20162013
i 0, 0, 0,
Ra‘.c? and Ethnic Number % of Number % 0f Number % 0f Number %
Origin Total Total Total
Total 8,414,350 100 | 8,791,894 100| 8,832,406 100 40,512 0.5
One Race
White 6,104,705 72.6| 6,029,248 68.6 | 6,108,784 69.2 79,536 1.3
African 1,141,821 13.6| 1,204,826 13.7| 1,197,753 136 -7,073 0.6
American
Q'Relil'cf‘” Indian 19,492 0.2 29,026 0.3 20,482 0.2 -8,544 -29.4
Asian 480,276 5.7 725,726 8.3 756,668 8.6 30,942 4.3
pove fawalan| 3329 <1% 3043  <1% 2610  <1% 433 142
Other 450,972 5.4 559,722 6.4 528,846 6 -30,876 -5.5
Two-or-more Races 213,755 2.5 240,303 2.7 217,263 2.5 -23,040 -9.6
Hispanic or Latino 1,117,191 13.3| 1,555,144 17.7]1 1,603,510 18.2 48,366 3.1
* Alaska Native
** Pacific Islander




Criminal Justice Data: Alcohol and Drug Crime Indicators

Introduction

This section presents alcohol and dratated crime indicators drawn from the New Jersey State
Policeds Uniform Crime Report (UCR). 't shoul
respect to cosrage and with respect to the accuracy in reflecting the amount of alcohol and drug
involvement in reporting crimes. Alcohol and drug attributable crime is calculated by applying
alcohol and drug attributable fractions (ADAF) to the counts of arrestshaimifenses. The

ADAFs were ceveloped by using data collectéaiough interviews and surveys of inmate

populations on the use of alcohol and drugs in concert with criminal agtiatyvood et al,

1998) The drug attributable fractions are drawn from a12Bational Drug Intelligence Center
Reportand alcohol attributable fractions are drawn from Harwood and colleagues.f1998)

Crime data attributable to alcohol and drugs, New Jersey, 2013

1 Number of alcohetelated arrests and arrest rates by type ohe#en New Jersey
1 Number of drugrelated arrests and arrest rates by type of offense in New Jersey

4 Detailed information about attributable fractions is available in subsegeetins of this Chartbook.
10



Criminal Justice Highlights
There were 39,119 alcohmlated arrests and 68,449 dmadated arrests in New Jersey in 2013.

The alcoholrelated arresrate for New Jersey in 2013 was 442.9 arrests per 100,000 inhabitants.
The major contributing factors to alcobh@lated crimes were larceny (291 per 100,000), Driving
under the influence (282 per 100,000), and other assault (261 per 100,000).

The drugrelated arrest rate for New Jersey in 2013 was 775 arrests per 100,000 inhabitants. The
major contributing factors to druglated crimes were drug law violations (608 per 100,000),
larcenytheft (291 per 100,000), and other assault (261 per 100,000).

Among New Jerseyods counties, the top 5 alcohol
per 100,000), Salem (1,137 per 100,000), Cumberland (820 per 100,000), Atlantic (810 per
100,000), and Monmouth (630 per 100,000).

The top 5 drugelated arrestates in 2013 were in Salem County (1,603 per 100,000), Cape May

County (1,329 per 100,000), Cumberland County (1,240 per 100,000), Camden County (1,207
per 100,000), and Essex (1,142 per 100,000).

11



Alcohol and Drug Attributable Arrests, New Jersey, 2013
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Alcohol Attributable Arrests, 2013

Drug Attributable Arrests, 2013

Adults Juvenile Total Adults Juvenile Total
County Rate per Rate per
Count Rate Count Rate 100,000 Count Rate Count Rate 100,000
Atlantic 2,141.6| 1,010.9 86.5 40.8 810.3 2,667.3| 1,259.0 273.7 433.8 1,069.6
Bergen 3,184.2 448.9 341.5| 167.8 386.2 5,432.5 765.9 581.1 285.6 658.8
Burlington 2,064.4 594.2 134.0| 130.7 488.6 2,856.9 822.4 399.4 389.4 723.7
Camden 2,341.2 600.2 173.2] 140.3 489.6 5,845.0 1,498.4 461.1 373.6 1,228.0
Cape May 1,098.9| 1,394.9 104.8| 585.6 1,245.0 1,162.7 1,475.9 133.0 743.0 1,340.2
Cumberland 1,232.4] 1,029.8 58.1| 154.2 820.2 1,813.8 1,515.6 156.0 414.0 1,251.9
Essex 2,047.8 345.8 171.1 88.3 282.4 8,446.5| 1,426.2 742.7 383.6 1,169.3
Gloucester 1,507.4 685.6 62.8 90.7 543.1 2,579.6 1,173.2 193.7 279.8 959.3
Hudson 1,491.5 291.1 83.3 63.0 244.3 3,582.9 699.2 310.3 234.7 604.0
Hunterdon 565.7 576.3 17.7 61.3 459.2 569.6 580.3 57.8 200.2 493.9
Mercer 1,498.9 524.7 128.6| 156.1 442.2 2,455.6 859.6 3001 364.2 748.6
Middlesex 2,723.6 430.9 95,5 51.6 345.0 3,715.2 587.7 368.9 199.5 499.9
Monmouth 3,768.9 780.7 198.1| 134.8 629.9 5,188.4| 1,074.8 523.5 356.1 907.0
Morris 1,833.0 483.0 142.1| 122.8 398.8 2,146.3 565.6 286.7 247.6 491.3
Ocean 2,771.6 625.4 149.7| 110.3 504.6 3,570.0 805.6 319.5 235.4 671.9
Passaic 1,796.1 474.3 158.1| 127.3 388.6 3,340.8 882.3 340.3 274.0 732.0
Salem 509.9 1,007.0 28.0| 184.6 817.2 752.9 1,487.0 76.0 500.3 1,259.3
Somerset 975.8 395.7 61.7 77.5 318.0 1,086.6 440.7 157.7 1980 381.4
Sussex 610.6 537.2 22.6 66.0 428.1 602.5 530.1 74.6 217.8 457.7
Union 1,904.1 465.1 93.3 71.1 369.5 4,685.0 1,144 .4 368.2 280.7 934.8
Warren 541.6 650.1 20.3 81.6 519.6 574.1 689.1 83.0 334.3 607.6
New Jersey 37,015.7 545.5 2,348.0( 114.7 445.7 63,749.2 939.5 6,250.3 305.3 792.5
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Alcohol Attributable Arrests, New Jersey, 2013

New Jersey Alcotlated Crime
Alcohol Attributable Arrests, 2013 (#)
Type of Annual Annual arrests &ibutable to alcohol use*
Arrests in Alcohol Attributable
Offenses New Adults Juvenile All Ages Arrest Rates /
Jersey 100,000

Homicide 238 66.3 5.1 71.4 0.8
Aggravated Assault 7,026 1,866.0 241.8 2,107.8 23.9
Sexual Assault 296 57.2 9.5 66.6 0.8
Otha Assault 23,029 6,249.3 659.4 6,908.7 78.2
Robbery 3,698 91.8 33.9 125.7 1.4
Burglary 5,754 178.3 28.8 207.1 2.3
Larceny 25,679 639.9 79.2 719.0 8.1
Auto Theft 694 20.0 4.3 24.3 0.3
DUI 24,876 24,710.0 166.0 24,876.0 281.6
Liquor Laws 4,257 3,137.0 1,120.0 4,257.0 48.2
Total 95,547 37,015.7 2,348.0 39,363.7 445.7

* Attributable fractions used in this stydre adapted from Harwood (1998

Alcohol Attributable Arrest by Age
18 Years & Over 0-17 Years All Ages
Number Rate** Number Rate* * Number Rate**

New Jersey 37,015.7 545.5 2,348.0 114.7 39,363.7 4457

** Arrest rates are computed per 100,000 population
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Drug Attributable Arrests, New Jersey, 2013

New Jersey Pelgged Crime
Drug Attributable Arrests, 2013 (#)
Type of Annual Annual arrests attributable to drug use*
Arrests in Drug Attributable
Offenses New Adults Juvenile All Ages Arrest Rates /
Jersey 100,000
Homicide 238 15.9 1.2 17.1 0.2
Aggravated Assault 7,026 317.2 41.1 358.3 4.1
Sexual Assault 296 9.4 1.6 11.0 0.1
Other Assault 23,029 1,583.2 167.0 1,750.2 19.8
Robbery 3,698 756.3 279.2 1,035.4 11.7
Burglary 5,754 1,664.2 269.1 1,933.3 21.9
Larceny 25,679 8,935.1 1,105.4 10,040.5 113.7
Auto Theft 694 100.9 21.9 122.8 1.4
Stolen Property 3,329 741.4 125.6 867.0 9.8
Prostitution 1,168 142.6 2.2 144.8 1.6
Drug Laws 53,719 49,483.0 4,236.0 53,719.0 608.2
Total 124,630 63,749.2 6,250.3 69,999.5 7925

* Attributable fractions used in this study are adapted from The National Drug Intelligence Center (2011)

Drug Attributable Arrest by Age

18 Years & Over 0-17 Years All Ages
Number Rate* * Number Rate** Number Rate**
New Jersey 63,749.2 939.5 6,250.3 305.3 69,999.5 792.5

** Arrest rates are computed per 100,000 population
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Substance Abuse Treatment Admissions

Introduction

Substance abuse treatment admission indicators prdsertes section are based on data from
New Jersey Substance Abuse Monitoring System (NJSAMS) maintained by the Division of
Mental Health and Addiction Services (DMHAS), New Jersey Department of Human Services.
Profiles of clients served are presentegbsgnary substance of abuse, by modality, and by
demographics.

Treatment Admissions

1 Treatment admissions by substance of abuse and modality of care
1 Demographic characteristics of substance abuse treatment clients
1 Treatment admissions rate by primaruygirby county
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Substance Abuse Treatment Admissions Highlights

Heroin/Other Opiates (46%) and Alcohol (25%) were the primary substances of abuse for those
presenting for substance abuse treatment in New Jersey in 2014. Since 2011, tivegaecofe
admissions for heroin have increased (from 42%) and those for alcohol have decreased (from
32%).

Outpatient treatment accounted for 47% of all substance abuse admissions for New Jersey in
2014, a decrease from 58% in 2011. Among outpatient tezattypes, general Outpatient
Treatment (47%) and Intensive Outpatient (35%) were the primary treatment modalities.

Among people receiving residential treatment services in 2014, among residential treatment
types, Residential Detox and Shddrm Resideridl were the primary treatment modalities, with
33% and 34% of residential treatment services, respectively.

Substance abuse treatment clients in New Jersey in 2014 were 61% White, 22% African
American, and 15% Latino. About half were high school graduate the majority (60%) were
unemployed. Just over three quarters were single and 55% were between ages 25 and 44 at the
time of admission. Only about 1% reported problematic gambling behaviors.

Among New Jerseyodos count i &3%),Esséx¢se4dsnh Canen2 2 9) ,
(5,052), and Middlesex (4,075) had the highest total substance abuse treatment admissions. In
terms of the rate of substance abuse treatment admissions per 100,000 residents, Cape May
(2,171), Atlantic (1,386), Cumberland (1,200cean (1,071), and Camden (986) had the highest
rates of substance abuse treatment admissions.

For treatment admissions with alcohol as the primary substance of abuse, Monmouth (1,586),
Ocean (1,325), Middlesex (1,095), Essex (1,076), and Camden)(hddhe highest total
admissions. In terms of the rate per 100,000, Cape May (579), Cumberland (301), Atlantic (278),
Monmouth (252), Hunterdon (240) and Warren (240) had the highest rates of admission with
alcohol as the primary substance of abuse.

Fortreatment admissions with any drug as the primary substance of abuse, Ocean (4,904), Essex
(4,399), Monmouth (4,017), Camden (3,898), and Atlantic (3,051) had the highest total
admissions. In terms of the rate per 100,000, Cape May (1,592), Atlanti8)1CL0nberland

(901), Ocean (844), and Gloucester (774) had the highest rates of admission with any drug as the
primary substance of abuse.

16



Substance Abuse Treatment Admissions by Substance of Abuse and

Modality of Care, New Jersey, 2014

Primary Substance of Abuse

Heroin and . .
Total Alcohol Other Opiates Cocaine/Crack Marijuana Other Drugs
N 62,297 15,680 28,607 3,317 9,374 5,319
% 100 25 46 5 15 9
Modality of Care
Residential Treatment Services
Partial Short-term Extended Halfway Long-term Residential Hospital
Hospitalization Residential Care House Residential Detox Detox Total
N % N % N % N % N % N % N % | 20,495
1,460 7 7,048 34 19 0 1,955 10 3,234 16 | 6,754 33 25 0 100%
Outpatient Treatment Services
Outpatient Opioid Detox Detox
g Intensive Outpatient | Opioid Maintenance P Outpatient, Outpatient Total
are Maintenance, IOP
Non-Methadone  Methadone
N % N % N % N % N % N % | 44,142
20,929 | 47 15,362 35 7,176 16 402 1 47 0 226 1 100
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Demographic Characteristics of Substance Abuse Treatment
Clients, New Jersey, 2014

Race/Ethnicity

White African American Other Hispanic
N 40,017 14,632 842 9,969
% 61.1 224 1.3 15.2
Education: Highest Grade Completed
High School Graduate | Some College Cou?—?iéh?r}g. Or Other
N 30,602 11,285 548 18,177
% 50.5 18.6 0.9 30.0
Employment Status
Unemployed Student Other Employed Ful/Part Time
N 35,994 2,309 3,896 17,415
% 60.4 3.9 6.5 29.2
Marital Status
Single Married Separated/Divorced Widowed
N 49,498 7,108 8144 818
% 75.7 10.8 12.4 1.2
Age at Admission
Under 1824 2544 4554 | 5549 | 80N
N 1,657 13,192 35,799 10,873 2,596 1,440
% 3 20 55 17 4 2
Problematic Gambling
N 918
% 14

*percentages may not add up to 100 due to missing data




Treatment Admissions Rate by Primary Drug, New Jersey, 2014

Treatment Admissions Rate byPrimary Drug - New Jersey 2014
County Primary Drug Population | Rate Per 100,000 Population
Alcohol | Drugs | Total 2014 Alcohol | Drugs | Total

Atlantic 765 3,051 3,816 275,325 2779 1,108.1 1,386.0
Bergen 901 1,631 2,532 920,456 97.9 177.2 275.1
Burlington 650 1,821 2,471 450,155 144.4 404.5 548.9
Camden 1,154 3,898 5,052 512,632 2251 760.4 985.5
Cape May 557 1,533 2,090 96,286 578.5] 1,592.1] 2,170.6
Cumberland 474 1,418 1,892 157,429 301.1 900.7|] 1,201.8
Essex 1,076 4,399 5,475 789,616 136.3 557.1 6934
Gloucester 568 2,243 2,811 289,705 196.1 774.2 970.3
Hudson 761 2,947 3,708 654,878 116.2 450.0 566.2
Hunterdon 304 427 731 126,746 239.8 336.9 576.7
Mercer 580 1,616 2,196 369,526 157.0 437.3 594.3
Middlesex 1,095 2,980 4,075 824,046 132.9 3616 494.5
Monmouth 1,586 4,017 5,603 629,702 251.9 637.9 889.8
Morris 858 1,478 2,336 497,103 172.6 297.3 469.9
Ocean 1,325 4,904 6,229 581,413 227.9 843.5|] 1,071.4
Passaic 776 2,716 3,492 505,403 153.5 537.4 690.9
Salem 138 432 570 65,501 210.7 6595 870.2
Somerset 601 975 1,576 328,704 182.8 296.6 479.5
Sussex 336 806 1,142 146,888 228.7 548.7 777.5
Union 782 2,216 2,998 545,236 143.4 406.4 549.9
Warren 258 639 897 107,624 239.7 593.7 833.5
New Jersey 15,545 46,147 61,692 8,874,374 175.2 520.0 695.2




Chapter 2: County Profile of Social
Indicators
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Introduction

The County Profile of Social and Health Indicatsrslerived fromarchival sources pubh&d by

the U.S. Bureau of the Census and New Jersey governmental agencies, including the

Departments of Human Services, Health, Education, and Law and Public Safety. Data are also
obtained from DMHASGOGs Substance Abudsteattlo ni t or
county level for the substance abuse indicators summarized in this chapter and includes more

data on consequences of substance abuse, root causes of substance abuse, local conditions, and
demographics.

Population:
Population size, growttend crime rate by county amdunicipality
County demographic characteristics (age, race, density and poverty level)

Criminal Justice Data:
Alcohol related dme by age and by type of offees
Drug related adme by age and by type of offess

Substance Aduse Treatment Admissions Data:

Substance abuse treatment admissions by primary substance of abuse
Substance abuse treatment admissions by modality of care
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SussexCounty Demographic and Social Indicator Profile

14

17

22

Sussex County

General Profile

Demographics 2013

1 Population Size: 147,924
Density/Sq. Mile: 285.01

Median Income: $87,335

18 Years and Younger (%): 18.1
65 Years and Oldef%o): 12.7

1 Cash Assistance Receipt (%): 1.5

1
1
1
1

2 10 2 s " Substance Abuse Treatment Admissions/1,000
20 16 1 Alcohol: 2.3
. ), 1 Drugs: 5.4
! Crime Rates/1,000:
g 2  Total: 10.2
N 4, Ji& 9 Violent: 0.4
A 19 0 225 45 9 Miles
T T T T -
_ Tr_ea_tment Crime Rate Per
Median | Admissions Rate 1.000
No. | Municipality | Population | Income Per 1,000 ’
(€)) Violent | Total
Alcohol Drug Crime | Crime
1 | Andover 735 80,556 | 19.0 32.7 17 10.1
Borough
g [ 2ndover 6254 |108750 * * 0.2 5.4
Township
3 | Branchville 915 | 66,063| 6.6 361 | 1.2 | 242
Borough
4 | Byram Township| 8,283 103,906 * 1.2 0.0 4.3
5 | Frankford 5546 | 98,699| 07 1.8 0.0 6.7
Township
g || CHEY 5025 | 60,586 | 3.6 9.8 1.0 20.4
Borough
7 | Fredon. 3372 | 108,795 * 0.6 0.0 1.2
Township
8 | Green Township| 3,569 115,625 * 1.1 0.3 2.8
g | Hamburg 3242 | 64,846 | 6.2 11.1 0.3 8.1
Borough
(|| 2EER 5147 | 79,837 * 0.6 06 | 17.4
Township
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Treatment

Crime Rate Per

Median | Admissions Rate 1.000
No. | Municipality | Population | Income Per 1,000 ’
(%) Violent | Total
Alcohol Drug Crime [ Crime
11 | Hardyston 8131 | 88887| 04 1.4 06 | 138
Township
|| CIZEEEIE 15,053 | 87,300 | 1.7 48 0.9 9.2
Borough
13 | Lafayette 2424 | 96,894 33 41 04 | 92
Township
A | HEEEIE 3,829 | 63,036| 0.8 2.9 0.8 18.1
Township
15 | Newton Town 8,043 47,885 7.7 13.6 0.9 14.6
o Qleensag 2323 | 77583 o009 56 04 | 101
Borough
Sandyston
17 Township 2,044 75,662 2.9 2.0 0.5 5.6
18 | Sparta Townshigf 19,621 125,549 1.9 2.8 0.2 7.6
19 | Starnope 3580 | 86477 6.1 123 | 03 | 107
Borough
g0 | Stillwater 4072 | 81,776| 0.2 1.0 0.2 57
Township
21| Sussex Borough 1,988 42,375 20.1 57.3 0.5 23.7
Vernon
22 Township 23,450 84,162 1.6 4.2 0.2 13.3
23 WalpaCk 6 * * * * *
Township
gl DEIIERE 11272 | 89,352| 0.9 2.8 0.4 7.3
Township
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Sussex County Population Distribution by Age, Race & Gender (2013)
gﬁggg{:ﬁ;‘;s Sussex County New Jersey
Total Population 147,924 8,832,406
Population Density 285.0 1,196
Median Age 42.3 39.1
Gender Distribution
Male 49.7% 48.7%
Female 50.3% 51.3%
Age Distribution
Under 5 5.1% 6.1%
5-9 6.4% 6.3%
10-19 14.2% 13.3%
20-24 5.3% 6.2%
2534 9.6% 12.7%
3564 46.8% 41.5%
65+ 12.6% 13.8%
Race/Ethnicity
One Race
White 93.6% 69.2%
African American 2.0% 13.6%
American Indian 0.1% 0.2%
Asian 1.8% 8.6%
Other 1.0% 6.0%
Two or More Races 1.4% 2.5%
Hispanic or Latino 6.7% 18.2%

50.0%

45.0%
40.0%
35.0%
30.0%
25.0%
20.0%
15.0%
10.0% I|II
5.0%

Under 5

10-19 20-24

B Male HFemale

25-34

County Population by Age and Gender

35-64

65and
older
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Criminal Justice Data: Alcohol and Drug Attributable Crime

Alcohol related Crime SussexCounty, 2013

Arrests Related to Alcohol Use

Type of Offense el 20 . Arrest
Arrests Adults | Juveniles| All Ages

Rate*
Homicide 1 0.3 0.0 0.3 0.2
Aggravated Assault 50 13.8 1.2 15.0 10.1
Sexual Assault 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Other Assault 308 89.1 3.3 92.4 62.5
Robbery 1 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Burglary 99 3.4 0.2 3.6 24
Larceny 272 6.7 0.9 7.6 51
Auto Theft 8 0.3 0.0 0.3 0.2
DUI 456 454.0 2.0 456.0 308.3
Liquor Laws 58 43.0 15.0 58.0 39.2
Total 1,253 610.6 22.6 633.2 428.1

Drug related Crime SussexCounty, 2013

Arrests Related to Drug Use

Total 2013

Type of Offense Arrests Adults | Juveniles| All Ages Al

Rate*
Homicide 1 0.1 0.0 0.1 0.0
Aggravated Assault 50 2.3 0.2 2.6 1.7
Sexual Assault 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Other Assault 308 22.6 0.8 23.4 15.8
Robbery 1 0.3 0.0 0.3 0.2
Burglary 99 31.6 1.7 33.3 22.5
Larceny 272 934 12.9 106.4 71.9
Auto Theft 8 14 0.0 1.4 1.0
Drug Abuse Violations 503 444.0 59.0 503.0 340.0
Stolen Property 25 6.8 0.0 6.8 4.6
Prostitution 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Total 1,267 602.5 74.6 677.1 4577

*Per 100,000
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Map: Alcohol Attributable Arrest Rates, New Jersey, 2013

M LT IMiles
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Map: Drug Attributable Arrest Rates, New Jersey, 2013

Drug Attributable Arrest Rate
Per 100,000
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Substance Abuse Treatment Admissions

Sussex County Treatment Admissions by Sex, Age Group, Race, and

Ethnicity
N %
Total Admissions 1,172 100
Primary Substance of Abuse
Alcohol 336 28.7
Heroin and Other Opiates 653 55.7
Cocaine 24 2.0
Marijuana 72 6.1
Other Drugs 57 4.9
Gender
Male 791 67.5
Female 381 32.5
Age at Admission
12-17 7 0.6
1824 288 24.6
2544 671 57.3
4554 149 12.7
55+ 44 3.8
Race and Ethnicity

White 1,102 94.0
African American 16 1.4
Other 3 0.3
Hispanic or Latino 51 4.4

* Percentages may not add up to 100 because of missing intake data
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Map: Alcohol Treatment Admissions as Peraat of Total Substance
Abuse Admissions New Jersey 204

Substance Abuse Treatment

Percent of Total Admissions
Alcohol
| 19.65-21.27
] 2128-24.21
B 2422-26.87
B 2688- 2042
B 2043- 4159
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Map: Heroin and Other Opiates Treatment Admissions as Percent
of Total Substance Abuse AdmissionsNew Jersey, 204

-

0 5 10
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Substance Abuse Treatment
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Map: Cocaine/Crack Cocaine Treatment Admissions as Percent of
Total Substance Aluse AdmissionsNew Jersey, 204

Substance Abuse Treatment

Percent of Total Admissions
Cocaine/Crack
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I c.13- 1088

31



Map: Marijuana Treatment Admissions as Percent of Total
Substance Abuse AdmissionsNew Jersey, 204

Substance Abuse Treatment
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Map: Other Drugs Treatment Admissionsas Percent of Total
Substance Abuse AdmissionsNew Jersey, 204
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Chapter 3: Municipal Profile of Selected
Social Indicators
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Introduction

This chapter provides detailed municitelel data across all counties in New Jersey. The first
section provides a discussion of selected aspects of the palrdata from a broader, statewide
perspective. For some of the key indicators, a summary statistics table shows the municipalities
that had the maximum and minimum values, the median or central value, along with the
statewide total or average values.

As can be gauged from the table on the next page, there is significant variation among the
municipalities on each of the indicator variables. A statewide value for an indicator significantly
different from the median value suggests a notable skew in théod#tat indicator variable.

For instance, the median value for drug attributable criminal offenses/1,000 population is 5.1,
while the statewide rate is 7.2. This indicates that the statewide average is being strongly
affected by relatively few municipéis. In other words, even though half of the communities
have rates of 5.1 or lower (by definition of the median value), there are a few communities with
rates high enough to raise the statewide average almo$blivé\nother indication of this data
skew can be inferred by the distribution of total number of drug arrests among the municipalities
above the median. For example, almost half of all the drug arrests (31,472 of the total 63,798)
were made in 45 out of the total 565 municipalities in the sfdiew Jersey.

Some care should be taken in interpreting the data presented in the chartbook. Some of the

extreme values listed are found in very small communities where small base numbers or small
populations can yield high rates. For example, the Betermunicipality has a high poverty rate
(50.0%) for individuals aged 65 years and ol d
population of two individuals who were aged 65 years and older, one of whom was living in

poverty.

The rest of ths chapter reviews noteworthy variations and highlights for different indicators.

This municipalitybased perspective is very useful in understanding the dynamics of the wide
crosssection of communities in the State of New Jersey.

35



Statewide Summary $atistics for Key Municipal Social and Health Indicators, 2013

Summary Statistics for Key Municipal Social Statewide
and Health Indicators Maximum Median Minimum Values
. 277,357 3
Population (Newark City) 8,057 (Pine Valley Borough) 8,832,406
. 75.0 -80.0
Population Growth 2012013 (%) (Tavistock Borough) 09 (Walpack Township) 05
. . . 57,596.4 0.3
Population Density/Square mile (Guttenbeg Town) 2,135.7 (Walpack Township) 1,1955
. 44.0 4.4
Population under 18 years (%) (Lakewood) 22.3 (Surf City Borough) 23.2
. 58.7 11.0
0,
Population over 60 years (%) (Manchester Townsh) 19.1 (Passaic City) 13.8
Householder Living alone and over 65 years of age (%) ?\%;pack Township) 3.6 ?Ntw Hanover Township) 3.8
198,966 2336
Median household income ($) (North Caldwell 79,490.5 ' . 71,629
Borough) (Salem Township)
39.8 0.0
Poverty, all ages (%) (Camden City) 6.0 (Multiple) 10.5
. 62.2 0.0
0,
Child poverty, under 18 (%) (Paulsboro Brough) 6.6 (Multiple) 14.9
. 68.8 0.0
Child poverty, under 5 (%) (Salem City) 6.3 (Multiple) 17.7
50.0 0.0
Poverty, ove65 (%) (Teterboro Borough) 52 (Multiple) 75
28.9 0.0
0,
Unemployment (%) (Salem City) 8.6 (Multiple) 10.1
Households receiving cash assistance (2P3z;\%lsbor0 Brough) 15 ?Moultiple) 23.1
Single, Femalddeaded Households with Children (%) (1g£em City) 2.7 ?Moultiple) 4.4
Child to Adult Ratio (Children per 100 adults) ?S3u ity Borough) |35 ?féﬁewoo 4 Township) |68
) ) 32.7 0.0
Violent crime rate/1,000 (Margate City) 0.8 (Multiple) 2.9
) ) 174.1 0.0
Non-violent crime rate/1,000 (Avalon Borough) 13.2 (Multiple) 18.9
) 175.7 0.0
Total crime rate/1,000 (Avalon Borough) 14.7 (Multiple) 21.8
214 0
Birth rate 1550/1,000 (Wildwood Crest 45 (Multiple) 51
Borough) p
347 0
Birth rate 1519/1,000 (Neptune City 0 (Multiple) 12
Borough) P
High school graduates, persons 25 years and older (%) |100.0 02.4 61.1 880
(Multiple) ) (Bridgeton) )
o 100.0 0.0
College graduates, persons 25 years and older (%) (Pine Valley Borough) 34.8 (Walpack Township) 35.8
. . 63,220 762
School Budget per Pupil (K2) (482 reporting) (Stone Harbor Boro) 15,715 (Wood Ridge Borough) 15,789
School Completion Rate 20@09 (%) (198 reporting) ?gign Rock Borough) |02 (1§ife Ridge Boroughy |81
Alcohol Attributable Criminal Offenses/100,000 (zF?ine valley Borough) 0.6 ?Moultiple) 11
391 0.0
Drug Attributable Criminal Offenses/100,000 (Buena Vista 5.1 (Multiple) 7.2

Township)
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Race and Ethnicity

From 2000 to 2013, the percentage of Whites decreased by 4%. The percentages of Hispanic or
Latinos increased by 5.0% @ the percentage of Asians increased by 3.0%. The percentages of
people who are African American or Black, other, or two or more races, remained the same.

While the State, as a whole, is racially diverse, there are some municipalities with populations
that are dominated by a single race. For example, the populations in three municipalities (East
Orange, Lawnside, and Irvington) in the state are at least 75.0% African American or Black.
Meanwhile, the populations in Pine Valley, Lavallette, and Walpazlklhd 00% White and the
populations in 94 (17.0%) municipalities are at least 95.0% White.

In terms of ethnicity, fourteen municipalities had Hispanics as the majority of their population.

Racial and Ethnic Composition, New Jersey, 2002013 (%)

80

73 69
70 69
60
50
40 m 2000
m 2010
30 2013
1818
20 141414 13
9
3 3
: l =
White African Asian Other* Two or More Hispanic or
American Races Latino
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Poverty

The statewide poverty rate in 2013 was 10.4%, compared to 8.9% in 2000. The New Jersey
poverty rate compares positively to the national rate of 15.4%. The poverty rate is the percentage
of people who were living in poverty (below the federal povéntgshold, specified for family

sizef in a calendar year. For example, in 2013, families with one child were considered to be
living in poverty if their annual income was below $18,751. Hiftyr municipalities in the state

had a poverty rate above thational average. The number of municipalities with poverty rate

less than 3.0% decreased from 139 municipalities in 2000, to 107 in 2010, and 97 in 2013.

Additionally, the poverty rates vary significantly between the various races and ethnicities. The
poverty rates by race/ethnicity for the years 2@003 are shown in the figure below. Poverty

rates have increased for all races and ethnicities other than Asians since 2000. About a fifth of all
New Jersey residents who are African American, some otheraaélispanic and Latino live in
poverty, compared to 8.0% of whites and 7.0% of Asians.

Poverty by Race, New Jersey, 2062013 (%)

m 2000
m 2010
m 2013

White African Asian Other Race Two or More Hispanic or
American Races Latino

5 For a detailed discussion of measures of poverty, please see this information sheet from the Institute for Research
on Poverty at the University of Wisconsin: http://www.irp.wisc.edu/fags/faql.htm
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Median Income

The median household income of New Jersey in 2013 was $71,629 in 2013, compared to the
national medin income of $53,046. It is worth mentioning that 341 municipalities (out of 562)

had median household incomes above the state median level. Also, only 66 municipalities in
New Jersey had a median income less than the national median household income. The
percentages of municipalities above and below the median household income for New Jersey are
shown in the figure below.

Percentage of New Jersey Municipalities Above or Below Median Household
Income, 2000, 2010, and 2013

70
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10 +

Above NJ Median HouseholdBelow NJ Median Household
Income Income
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Substance Abuse Treatment Adhissions

Alcohol and Drug Treatment Admissions are an indirect measure of the substance abuse problem
at a community level. As the data within this chartbook will demonstrate, substance abuse
problems are not exclusively limited to a few communities al®he top 10 municipalities with

the highest substance abuse treatment admissions represented 16% of all statewide substance
abuse treatment admissions in 2014. Newark City (n=2,868), Jersey City (n=2,039), Paterson
City (n=1,820), Camden City (n=1,681)pdAtlantic City (n=1,135) were the five municipalities

with highest treatment admissions in terms of raw numbers.

In 2014, the total number of substance abuse treatment admissions was 58,863 with 15,673
alcohol treatment admissions and 43,190 drug treati@dmissions. As illustrated in the chart

below, all substance abuse treatment admissions trended upwards from 2006 to 2012, peaking in
2012 and then declining through 2014. Statewide trends in admissions are shown below in terms
of the rate per 100,008f total admissions, alcohol admissions, and drug admissions.

Substance Abuse Treatment Admissions Rate per 100,000: 2006
2014
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Map: Municipal Level Alcohol Admissions as Percent of Total
Substance Abuse Treatment Admissions, New Jersey, 2014
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Map: Municipal Level Heroin and Other Opiates Admissions as
Percent of Total Substance Abuse Treatment Admissions, New
Jersey, 2014

Substance Abuse Treatment

Percent of Total Admissions
Heroin and Other Opiates
" 1 0.00-20.00
[ | 2001-3688

i B 3689- 4062

I 4063-66.23
B 6524 - 1000

42



Alcohol and Drug Attributable Crime

Another indirect measure of substance abuse dependence and problems is the amount of crime
that can be attributed to use of alcohol and drugs. Note here that these values are impacted by the
intensity of enforcement and should be considered as only a partial indicator of drug abuse
prevalence. Alcohol and Drug Attributable crime reflect crinmas$ 6ccur as a direct result of
substance use (i.e., DUI, liquor law violation, drug abuse violation) as well as by calculating the
percentage of other crimes (i.e., homicide, larceny, motor vehicle theft) that can be considered
attributable to substanceel These fractions aim to attribute crime to alcohol and drugs only for
crimes that were committed by a person who was currently intoxitated.

The National Institute on Drug Abuse established the Alcohol and Drug Attribution Factors
(ADAF) through survgs with inmates to estimate the percentage of crimes that were associated
with alcohol and drug use. The ADAF is applied to the total counts of crime to produce estimates
of alcohol and drug attributable crime. Updated drug attributable fractions com&h&om

National Drug Intelligence Center (2011). Alcohol attributable foastiare drawn from

Harwood et al. (1998~hich continue to be used in recent literature.

Despite the limitations of these indirect measures, they are helpful tools for gaugextgtiteto

which collateral problems are associated with substance abuse. In the tables that follow, it is

clear that communities with high numbers of alcohol and drug attributable criminal offenses are

al so suffering from s o/mates. Bhis stitorigeonergemdeefé s hi ghe
different indicators could be useful in making informed policy interventions and undertaking

resource allocation decisions.

6 The attributable fractianonly measure crime directly attributed to alcohol and drug use, not crime that occurs in

thelongt er m trajectory of alcohol and drug use. For exampl
nonusers to commit crimes, these crimes are natated for in these fractions. Additionally, if a person is unable

to find employment because of previous alcohol or drug use, and resorts to illegal activity, these activities are not
included in the attributable fractions though they are indirectly chlog@lcohol and drug use.
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Highest Alcohol Attributable Criminal Offenses and Poverty Rates,

2013

Total Alcohol

Municipality ~ |County |Attributable fa‘;;’e(%
Offenses, 2013 (#
Newark City Essex 978.8 29.1
Camden City Camden 492.2 39.8
Jersey City Hudson 463.1 18.4
Paterson City Passaic 370.2 29.1
Trenton City Mercer 278.3 26.5
Elizabeth City Union 272.1 18.4
Atlantic City Atlantic 195.7 34.3
Irvington Twp. Essex 164.5 22.2
Passaic City Passaic 124.8 30.3
Plainfield City Union 123.3 21.9
Total Alcohol
TR Attributable Pover
SITIERE7 S Offenses, 2013 |rate (fytzl)
(rate per 1,000)
Pine ValleyBoro |Camden 28.0 0.0
Egg Harbor Twp. |Atlantic 12.2 8.0
Teterboro Boro  |Bergen 8.7 10.9
Gloucester Twp |Camden 7.8 7.0
Wildwood City Cape May (7.4 27.1
Camden City Camden 6.4 39.8
Sea Isle City Cape May [6.1 8.4
Atlantic City Atlantic 4.9 34.3
Seaside dights |Ocean 4.6 19.7
Asbury Park City [Monmouth (4.4 34.2
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Highest Drug Attributable Criminal Offenses and Poverty Rates,

2013

Total Drug

Municipality County Attributable POV
rate (%)
Arrests, 2013 (#)
Newark City Essex 3,572.4 29.1
Jersey City Hudson 1,984.1 18.4
Paterson City |Passaic 1,645.0 29.1
Camden City |Camden [1,438.0 39.8
Elizabeth City |Union 1,369.2 18.4
Atlantic City Atlantic 1,236.7 34.3
Toms River Twp|Ocean 1,054.1 6.3
Trenton City Mercer 997.2 26.5
Millville City Cumberlang911.7 16.9
Vineland City  |Cumberlan¢903.6 16.0
Total Drug
VT Attributable Pover
el ey CRumy Arrests, 2013 (rate |rate (fytzl)
per 1,000)
Pine Valley BorojCamden |391.0 0.0
Egg Harbor Twp|Atlantic 82.4 8.0
Sea Isle City Cape May |71.1 8.4
TeterboroBoro |Bergen 69.3 10.9
Stone Harbor 8.2
Boro Cape May |54.7 '
Wildwood City |Cape May |50.1 27.1
Gloucester Twp.|Camden |47.4 7.0
Avalon Boro Cape May |45.7 4.9
Beach Haven 41
Boro Ocean 41.1 '
Brooklawn Boro [Camden |38.1 9.2
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Map: Municipal Level Alcohol At tributable Crime, Rate per 1,000
Residents, New Jersey, 2013
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Map: Municipal Level Drug Attributable Crime, Rate per 1,000
Residents, New Jersey, 2013
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