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INTRODUCTION

This information packet includes excerpts from selected Federal government, or
Federaliy-sponsored publications which contain tnformation on cocaine These data
include production estimates, trafficking patterns, arrests, usage patterns, and treatment
admissions. Information from the following publications is presented in this information
packet:

1996 Drugs of Abuse

National Household Survey on Drug Abuse [996: Preliminary Estimates

National Howsehold Survey an Drug Abuse 1995 Main Findings

Monttoring the Futwre Study: December 18, 1997

National Survey Resulrs on Drug Use from the Monitoring the Future Study, 1975-1997

Office of National Drug Contral Policy, Puise Check: National Trends in Drug Abuse,
Summer 1997

Epidemiciogic Trends in Drug Abuse, Volume 1 Highlights and Executive Summary,
June 1990

Year-End Preliminary Lstimaies from the 1996 Drag Abuse Warning Network

Lirug Abuse Warning Network, Ananal Medical Examiner Data, 1995

1996 Drug Use Forecusting: Anmid Report on Adult and Javenile Arrestees

Drugy aed Jail lumuases, 1989

Survey of State Prison inmates, 1991

Comparing lFederal id State Prison Inmaies, 1991

Drug Enforcemens aird Treatment int Prisons, 1990

Hlegal Drug Price Purity Repars, Uniled States: Jaomary 1993-December 199€

The NNICT Repurt 1996: The Supply of Tilicit Drugs 1o the United Stares

The Cocaine Threat 1o the United Sttt

The South Americws Cocaine Trade: An “Tndusiry” i Transition

State Resources wd Services Relared to Alcobol and Other Drug Froblems for Fiscal
Year 1993

What American Lisers Speod on Hegal Drugs, 1988- 1995

Complete citations and ordering instructions for full copies of publications used in
producing this information packet may be found on the last page.

This information packet was prepared by Frank Pifiol at the ONDCP Diug Policy
Information Clesringhouse  This Clearinghouse is funded by the White House Office of
Nationa! Drug Conirol Policy to suppon drug policy research and 15 a component of the
National Criminal Justice Reference Service. For further information concerning the
contents of this information packet or other drug policy tssues, call {-800-666-3332 or
write ONDCP Drug Policy Information Clearinghouse, PO Box 6000, Rockville, MD
20849.6000. You may also visit us on the World Wide Web at

http:#www. whitehousedrugpolicy.gov.
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& Drug Enforcement Administration

Cocaine

Cocaine, the most potent stimulant of natura! origin, is extracted from the leaves of the coca plant
;Eryzfzmxylon coca), which is indigenous to the Andean highlands of South Americe. Natives in this
region chew or brew coca leaves into & tea for refreshment and to relieve fatigue similar to the customs of
chewing tobacco and drinking tea or coffee.

Pure cocaine was first isolated in the 1880s and used as a local anesthetic in eye surgery. It was
particulary useful in surgery of the nose and throat because of its ability to provide anesthesia as well ag
to constrict blood vessels and Bmit bleeding. Many of’ its thﬂapmc applications are now obsolete due to
the development of safer drugs.

Tilicit cocaine is usually distributed as a white erystaline powder or as an off-white chunky material. The
powder, usually cocaine hydrochionde, is often diluted with a variety of substances, the most. common of
which are sugars such 25 lactose, inositol and mannitol, and local anesthetics such as lidocaine. The
adulteration increases the volume and thus mudtiplies profits. Cocaine hydrochloride is generally snorted
or dissolved in water and injected. It is rarely smoked.

*Crack,” the chunk or "rock” form of cocaine, is a ready-to-use freebase. On the illicit market it is sold in
small, inexpensive dosage units that are smoked. With crack came a dramatic increase in drug asbuse
problems and violence. Smoking delivers Jarge quantities of cocaine to the lungs, producing effects
comparable to intravenous injection; these effects are felt almost immediately after smoking, are very
intense, and are quickly over. Once introduced i the mid-1980s, crack sbuse spread rapidly and made the
cocaine experience available to anvone with $10 and access 1o a dealer. In addition to other toxicities
associated with cocaine abuse, cocaine smokers suffer from acute respiratory problems including cough,
shormness of breath, and severe chest pains with lung trauma and bleeding.

The intensity of the psychological effects of cocaine, as with most psychoactive drugs, depends on the
dose and rate of eniry to the brain. Cocaine reaches the brain through the snorting method in three to five
minutes. Intravenous injection of cocaine produces a rush in 13 to 30 seconds and smoking produces an
almost immediate intense experience. The euphoric effects of cocaine are almost indistinguishable from
those of amphetamine, although they do not last as long. These intense effects can be followed by 2
dysphoric cragh. To avoid the fatigue and the depression of "coming down,” frequent repeated doses are
1zken, Excessive doses of cocaine may lead to seizures and death from respiratory failure, stroke, cerebral
hemorrhage or heart failure. There is no specific antidote for cocaine overdose.

According 10 the 1593 Household Drug Survey, the mumber of Americans who used cocaine within the
preceding month of the survey numbered about 1.3 million; occasional users (those who used cocaine less
often than monthly) numbered at approximately 3 million, down from 8.1 million in 1985, The number of
weekly users has remained steady at around 2 half million since 1983,
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10617 (103A) PRELIMINARY DATA - AS OF JUNE 1997, ADJUSTED 1979-1993 ESTIMATES
Fable IA—Estinsated Nombers {in Thousands) of Lifetime Usera of Bilelt Drags, Alcobol, and Tobaceo 5 the 1.8, Population Aged 12 and Older:, 19791998

| Drug 1979 1982 . 1985 1988 1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 19985 1956
Any Hlicit Drug’ _ 56,414 - 66,172 prAST 68,834 69,256 68,528 78,176 71,935 T2A26 74,390
Marijuena and Hashish 50,322* $3342 36,547 60,7455 B1.206% 61,900 62,0675 64,149 65,229 £5.345 £R 571
Cocaine 15,541 207156 2i,49% 21,658 22617 o 22,482 23169 21,821 21700 22,118
Crack we = o 2670 2947 4,194 1050t 4034 4,042 3855 4,628
Inhalents - - 15,1671 12,546 11,562 12,304 10988 12,240 12,178 13016 s
Hellucinogens 160164 16 989 13229 i5,165% 15925 £7.007 -VROGSE 18,743 18217 pitR s 699
PCP e - 3811 4,143 4019 49356 5,350 3,681 5811 6,718 8.75%
LD : - - 8.889% 11,874% {1.65¢ 13,045 £3 581 ‘14471 1 15852 15,400
Heroin . 1324 i N i 826 {745 I3 YA 2433 {087 2,142 2,083 2,451 2444
Nonmedical Use of Any .

Prychotherapeutic e an 29,285 22,258 ¥kl 405 22,582 21,793 20.926 21446 24,409
Stimulanty - - 14,{39% iE,041 {1156 11,385 10,284 16,007 671 - 10,3650 104575
Sedatives o . 9,260 3,206 5609 6 483 5309 5320 5,460 3,760 4 866
Trangquitizers - o 14,692 8774 8020 10445 9,166 8,751 £,390 8,251 1774
Anslgesios T " 14,693 {1,465 12,748 i3, 7182 §2634 13,24 12,582 Y2806 k1,799

Hbcit D .
Ag« Mmjum .- v 43,138 38,301 19,190 40,228 38,923 40,803 39,383 40,426 43375
Alcohoi 159 525° 159413 163608 166,571 {65410 F69.640 168,572 171,167 176,290 $74,182 176,307
*Binge* Alcohiof Use® - e - e - - - w - - ™
Heavy Alochol Use® - - - - - - - - - - -
Cigarettes - - 150233 153466  1SLE99 151922 150283 ISL936 153,509 151817 153282
Smokeiess Tobacoo - - - 36,558 35,193 5420 37,538 32862 36,042 35,859 36,1369
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0617 (I03B) FRELIMINARY DATA - AS OF JUNE 1997, ADJUSTED 19791993 ESTIMATES

Table 3B.  Percentages Reporting Lifeilme Use of liickt Drags, Alcohol, and Tobscco in the U.S, Population Aged 12 and Older: 1979.15%6

Prug 1979 §9821 1988 1288 1590 1991 1992 1991 15944 19958 1996
Any Hlicit Drug! ny - 34}«4 330 342 341 3313 34.2 344 342 48
Marijuans and Hashish F¥ R 286 29,4 306 385 - 3038 302 31.0 314 310 128
Cocsine 45 1Ly 112 0.6 1t2 115 9 113 104 103 10,3
Crack e v - 13 1.5 .1 1.5 14 19 1.8 22
Inhaiants - . T80 £4 57 6.1 83 35 i3 57 56
Hallucinogens B9 9.1 s 18 A o 84 g1 28 87 95 97
PCP - e &1 2P 29 4 & 7 i8 32 32
LSD \ e v 46 ik 58 6.4 6.7 18 i) 15 17
Heroin L3 19 .9 49 g8 12 08 10 1.6 12 i1
Nonmedical Use of Any )

Psychotherspentic - . 153 1.2 13 Iy [$ % : B 10.5% 100 191 5%
Stimulants - ) o T8 57 55 X 50 4R 4.6 4.3 47
Sedatives e - 48 16 8 2 26 26 26 27 23
Tranquilizers wa . 1.6¥ 44 40 st 41 432 40 32 36
Analgesics e . 16" 58 6.3 (%] 6.1 6.4 Y ¢ 6.1 ) 55

Any Wicit Drug
other than Marijuana' - s 22.4% 19.3 195 {98 1.9 1 4 i8R .l 189
Alcohot B85 855 849 B4.0 822 836 81.9 826 84.2 823 826
*Binge” Alcohof Use? - ~r - -- - - - s . - -
Heavy Alcohol Use® - o o - - - . e - o -
Cigareties - o R0 774 754 744 73 733 733 718 71.6
Smokeless Tobaco - e - 184 i7.5 175 182 159 172 17.0 170
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70617 (104A) IPRELIMINARY DATA - AS OF JUNE 1997, ADJUSTED §979-1993 ESTIMATES

mmmmmmme Tahle dAT Estimsated Niiiahsvi (IF Thousanda) of Paat Year Usess of Flickt Drugs, Alcobiol, and Tobaceo in the U.S, Population Aged 12 and Older; 19721996

[ Drug 1979 1982 1988, 1985 1999 1931 1992 1993 19%4 1555 1996
Asy [theit Drugh 31485 - 11,488" 24577 31449 22642 20,046 21407 22663 32,662 23,182
Mardinans and 1 fashish 29.86% 29685 16,148 X (8931 i8067 16,322 17581 - 1IR3 §7,78% i8,398
Cocaine 8608 10458 3839 1,151 5442 3,284 4,332 1947 3664 3564 4013
Crack -- .- - 1459 1,453 1,451 1,144 1416 3,438 1618 1,375
inhalamis e - 2657 - 2444 Fva ¥ 2,379 1,889 1940 1233 2,308 2411
Haltucinngens 8364 4,149 3198 LUK A5 2,562* 2,530 a0 ENF Y ) 3416 1,602
PCE - - 4558 167 136 2 T 199 ns 322 382
18D - . N . - - - s 1,651 2,108 2,104
Heroin  + - 427 mnm 147 508 441 359 304 10 ol 428 455
Nonmedical Use of Any :

Paychotherapeutic? . .- 11,988 g.151" 6,878 7314 6,260 6,336 6,056 . 6,166 6,652
Stimulants - -- 5637 1,698 319 2,010 1,478 1,774 1419 1,656 1,896
Sedstives . -- 2,209 1,316 991 946 802 702 736 666 678
Trangializers v . 6,184 4,424 2316 1,142 2,851 2,380 2405 2216 2430
Analgssics -, . G921 548 4,985 5063 4871} 4,560 © 4,247 4,102 4510

Any Illicit Drug - )
other than Mm;uam o -- 18,725 14,854 12,153 12624 10315 10,968 1L1Y? 11,393 11644
Alcchot 111,442 b26,534" 140G 394 E35,044 112859 138,313 133096 B31TH b 13 138314 138912
*Binge" Alcohol Use! - - - - - - - e - - -
Heavy Alcahol Use? e - .“ - - - - - s - -
Cigarettex o -~ TRP26 TEASE 72622 TIAIS 2409 6883 66475 67639 69,098
Smokeless Tobacco i - “- 11,140 H3 924 10,704 11,416 89,168 17 4667 100310
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70617 {1045) PRELIMINARY DATA - AS OF RUNE 1997, ADJUSTED 1979- 1593 ESTIMATES

Table dB,  Percentages Reporting Past Year Use of Hicit Brugs, Alcohol, and Tobares b the U8 Population Aged 12 xnd Oider: 19791996

Drug 19719 1982 198% §988 1990 © 19t 992 1993 1994 198 zm
Any llicit Drug' | 17.5* - 16.3" 12.4 1.2 18 9.7 103 10.8 107 10.8
Marijuans and Hashish 168 AR 1560 98 94 19 79 85 8.5 84 86
Cooging 4% 56* L3 LI 15 p L 26 24 1.9 1.7 1.7 19
Crack o - o 87 87 a7 D4 07 {46 6.5 06
inhiniants v - i4 1.2 1! 1.2 a9 89 1.3 1. 11
Halucinogens FA 22 {7 . 18 $.2* 1.3 1. 1.2 Ly 16 17
PP - - 9.2 01 .t &1 Dt 6.1 04 ¥ 0%
L3D - - - - - - - - 131 1.0 LK
FHevain 0.2 62 0y c3 02 0.2 0.1 ¢ o1 g2 032
Nonmedical Use of Any
Psychotherspeutic? o - 6.2 46 14 16 3.0 3.1 29 2.9 3.1
Beirrmdants - - 19¢ 19 £.2 10 0.7 0.9 07 08 0.9
Sedntives - -- 8 27 0% 5] 0.4 03 0.4 03 0.3
Tranquilizers v . k B g 2.3 1.2 15 14 R 11 1.0 il
Ansigeaiey . - 16 27 15 2.3 24 22 10 i3 21
Any [Hlicit Drug ==
other than Marijusna' - - 9.7 7.5 6.0 6.2 5.3 53 53 54 54
Alcohol T2 6579 72.9* 6%} 6.0 68.1 4.7 $6.5 .9 654 4.9
*Hinge" Aleohol Use? o - - g .- - - - e - -
Hesvy Alcohol Use’ - . - - . - - . - - -
Cigureting - 405 s.5» 3461 36.2 L3852 332 317 320 103
Smokeless Tobscoo - - < 56 54 5.3 5.5 4.4 48 456 4%
’ifvm. s, 18 wported
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70617 (10SA)

PRELIMINARY DATA - AS OF JUNE 1997, ADJUSTED 197%-1993 ESTIMATES

Fable $A.  Estimaled Numbers éln Thousands) of Past Month Users of Tllickt Draps, Alcohol, and Tobineco in the U.S. Population Aged 12 and Otder: 1979-1996

.

-

Dimg i 1973 1982 1985 - 1988 1990 1951 1993 1993 1994 1995 1996
Any Hlicit Drug! 18,399 - 23,272 15,192 13,526 13,368 12,633 12,256 12,553 12,823 13,035
Masijuens and 1 feshish 21,9900 21507 186414 12,353 10,913 10,366 9,676 9,610 10,142 9842 10,085
Cocaine 4,743 4,491 5686 3140 1,720 2,032 1,402 1,404 1,382 1,453 1,749
Crack - - - 673 686 668 416 579 520 420 668
Inhaiants .- - 1,156 810 781 804 586 589 79¢ 896 21
Hallucinogens 3,382 1608 2,257 ),245 887 111s B42 %26 950 1,469 1316
PP ” - ¢ . * ¢ 16 29 34 40 120
£.SD . - o w " - i - 436 548 482
Heroin 128 162 137 79 4 ik 92 68 117 196 246
Nonmuedicat $Jse of Any . ‘
Psychdherapeutic’ . 731" 4,076 3433 1,514 3,124 1,189 2,566 2,501 3082
Stinulants - - 1407 2.38% 1,300 905 688 976 §78 798 763
Bedatives - - 964 458 339 468 430 315 223 421 232
Tesnguilizers o 4,282 2512 1218 2,232 1,646 1,223 967 809 952
Annlgesics - . 2,657 1,36 I 816 1,723 {828 1,675 - 1,542 1,264 1,884
Any it Drug . '
sther than Marjusns® - - 11,830 6,768 5,436 6,187 4909 4,873 4,907 5,574 5,808
Alcohot 114,065 105,613 1I59%4  1OS8BRZ  I0SB6% 105938 100789 105,351 112,804 110,501 109,149
*Binge™ Alevhol Use? - - 38,545 29,599 28837 3119 29,493 79,984 33,409 32,415 31,878
Heavy Alcohot Use’ - - 157357 11,468 12,535 13,540 12,685 13,681 12,650 11,319 1,215
Cigareties “ - 45455 69531 5,540 67,030 65,695 61,386 $9,955 60,202 . 61759
Smoketess Tobeeco - - - 7,969 7810 7,562 8,283 6,694 6,538 8,907 6,813
o PRI, 0 LN gt
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Table 58,  Percentages Reporting Past Month Use of Hiicit Drugs, Alcohol, and Tobaceo in (ke U.8, Population Aged 12 and Older: 1979.199%6 -

PRELIMINARY DATA - AR OF JUNE 1997, ADJUSTED 19791993 ESTIMATES
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‘I Prug 197 1982 198% \ $988 1990 19491 1992 1993 1994 195% 1996
Any [icit Drug! 14,1 - 12.# 13 6.7 686 58 39 &0 61 6.1
Murijuans and Hashis’s 132 115 2.7 6.2 54 51 47 4.6 48 47 47
Cocaine 26 2.4 kK1 8 09 1.0 8.7 6.7 07 L 88
Crmck - - e 03 (% 0.3 02 9.3 D2 02 83
inhatandy - . 06 g4 04 N4 03 83 04 04 04
Hallucinogeny 19 49 B2 (2] a4 G3 04 .4 45 0.7 0.6
| e .o * " * * 00 Q.0 00 8.0 ol
1.5 - - - e - - - ~e a1 81 Q.2
Heroin o1 21 a3 g oor 480 a8 g .1 a1 .1
Nonmedical Use of Any ’

Psychotherapeutic? - - 18 21 17 1.9 L5 1.5 12 .2 14
Stimulasds v o 1.8 1.2t 6 g.4 03 0.5 4.3 G4 04
Sedstives o - 0.5 .2 2 0.2 0.2 0.2 &4 6.2 0.1
Tranquilizers - - 22 Ly .6 1 o {4 .6 Q.5 g4 04
Analgrsics - - 14 0.7 09 68 4% a8 07 o6 09

Asry Hiieit Drog
other tan Marijuens’ - - ar 34 27 30 2.4 2.4 23 26 21
Alcohol 63.2 56.6' 60.2* 54.9 526 52.2 49.0 508 Sier 522 51.0
"Binge” Aloohol Use’ - - 202 150 t4.4 5.5 14.5 14.6 165 158 15.5
Heavy Aloohol Use! - - 83" 58 6.9 68 62 6.7 5.2 55 5.4
Cigerettes - -- k7. 3¢ A k-3 1 326 e ns 296 286 282 pi &
Smwokeless Tobacco - .- e 3% 3.9 37 48 32 i3 13 32

”%@Mnmw
" s g s b ekt 8 e, et bt e SO e 8 S 7 e

mmﬂmmﬂwmwwwm Any it Deog D G Mot ndicaics i ak beast ooos of any of

Mummmwmm&admw«yhhﬂww &e

Tt i o o8 4k v e on within » sovgic hows of seek other. Hlopvy Alonbok et in defree s indiog e o vee Arrke e i s S
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Table 6. Percentapges Reparting Lifetime; Fast Year, and Past Month Use of ¥iHiclt Drugy,Akcohol) sind Tobaeco In the 1.8 Population Aged 12
and Dlder: 1998 and 1996
TIME PERIOD :
Lifetime Past Year ‘ Past Month
Druy 1995 1996 1998 1996 1995 1996
Any it Drug! «34.2 48 197 1.8 &1 6.1
Marijusna and Hashish 30 2o : 8.4 85 47 4.7
Cocaine 0.3 Hik) 1.7 1.9 07 0.8
Crack 1.8 2.2 0.5 (£33 0.2 03
inhislants 57 C 58 i} it 84 04
Haliucinogens 9.5 9.7 R Y 0.7 6
PCP 32 32 0.2 0.2 00 ' 0.1
I.SE3 15 13 10 o £3 02
Heroin 1.2 1.1 03 02 0.1 i
Meremedical Use of Any
Psychotherspeutic’ 04 2.5 29 1 12 $.4
Stirnulants 49 47 08 _ 0.9 0.4 04
Sedatives 271 ‘ 23 03 03 0.2 0.1
Tranquilizers 19 16 1.0 £ 0.4 0.4
Analgesics 6.k 55 1.9 21 LT 6.9
Any {licit Drug .
Other thay Marijusns’ 19.4 189 s4 54 26 27
Alcohol 82.3 82.6 654 649 522 51.0
“Binge” Alcohol {se’ - - - - 158 15.5
Heavy Abcohot Use? n e - - - 55 54
Cigaseties ' 758 THE 320 : 323 - 288 28.%
Smokeless Tobacco 17.0 1.0 46 I N 3.3 32
*Low percinion; o extimats reparsed.
Nk wtgble,

* Ay Tiicht Dsg indiatos me st feast onee of masdjuana or hashdek, cocsine (inchuding crack?, ihatnats, huflucinogrrs {incheding PCP end 15D, heroin, or sny preseription-type peycholles spcatic wed
w&cdly mmmm;mmmjwMmumawmawommimmnmﬁmmmmﬁwmmmmmwo{mmz@mm,m

’M&wa{ sny prewcription-type stinle, wedstive, trencuitizer, or anatyesie; dous not instids sece-theroonter-dry g.
mﬁwmnﬂm&a&w&mﬁwum&%ml&cmmwdkﬂm&}mﬁwml’to&tg& Yocuetion” is meer st the s Lome oF witdén s couple oy of cach wihey. Henvy
UlewWDMm‘ﬁnuMMWWmmwmﬁdfm«m&”mﬂngmj&&maﬁ&mmmt}mmdw“ﬁmg& Adgobod Usen,

Difference briween 1995 mnd 1596 i matixSeully significent of e 83 fevel
YDiffcrmos betercess 1998 and 1998 jx stutictically significant o the 0F fevel,

Sovroe: SAMMEA, Offive of Applivd Studies, Nationad Houschold Survey on Dirag Abase, 1995 st 19006,
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' Any Hiwlt Drog indicetos sae s fomt once of masrijosns o¢ hahish, cocaine Goclading ormck ), &dulm&,ﬁhﬁmw(iummML?D},ME&«&}M“&WIWMWN et normedivally,

Tabie 7. Prreentages Reporting Lifetime, Past Year, and Past Month Ure of ilicit Dragy, Alcoliol, and Tobaceo in the 1.8, Population Aged 1210 17:
1995 and 199¢
TIME PERIOD
Lifetime Past Year Past Month

Drug 1995 1996 1995 1996 1595 1996
Any {ticlt Drug! 222 221 180 16.7 0.9 EAL
Marijuans and Hashish 6.2 168 14.2 1310 8.2 1.1
Coceine 20 1.9 17 14 08 06
Cesck 0.9 o7 05 0.4 02 0.2
Inhsients 74 59 4.5 40 21 17
Hallucinogens 5.4 55 4.6 43 1.7 20
yCP 16 12 0.8 0.7 0.1 02
LSD 41 43 2 28 0.9 L
tesoin 67 0.5 06 13 9.2 0.2

Neonmedical Uise of Any {

Peyohotherapeutic’ 6.1 5.8 39 47 L 19
Stimulanis 22 22 L5 1.5 0.3 g3
Sedatives 07 i 05 HE 43 0.2
Traraguitizers 1.3 1.7 &8 18 83 0.2
Amigesics 50 5% EX¢ 37 13 | ]

Any Hiicil Drug .
Other than Marijuans' 139 £39 9.7 9.3 4.9 46
Alcohol 40.6 388 351 327 ar 188
“Binge"” Alcohod Use’ - = - 19 7.2
Heavy Alcohol Use® = - - - 28 23
Cigarettes 1R 363 266 24.2 207 183
Smokeless Tobucco {16 0.0 6.0 4.6 28 1.9

et P

Any Biieit Drog Other than Bariiosnn indicates e # foat once of wry of Seewe Hrted diagy, rogardions of gurijuane are; mariiue wrors who el hese wied sy of (he ofles Bned drogs soe incloded.
: ; : - ) ' A

* Noownedicsl uw of sy

proscription-type timuaiand, sedative, banguilizer, oo snalgosis; doey ot Iclade over. dregs.
* Hinge™ Ahobed Une s dofincit w drinking five or sore drinks on U saime scuenion on o St see day B the pat 36 days, By “acemion” i meent 2t e same time: or within & souple hours of tch other. Hesvy

Adsohol Use is Scfincd ma drinding fiva or mows drinks on the sase socasinn on each of Five o aaoee dayw in the past 30 days; alf Heavy Aloobwd vers we alio “Bings™ Alcohol Lrery.

Drifforeon Deswoen 1993 and (996 is dativtioally significent st the 85 dovel.
“Differurcn brtweens 1999 and 1996 i ististically cignibeant ot e 81 feved,

Soarcs: SAMUEA, Office of Appfied Stadics, Natiomd Houschold Sarvey vo Drog Abue, 1993 and 1956
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Table B, ?emi;;n Reporting Lifethne, Past Year, snd Past Month Use of Hllcl Drugs, Alcohol, sid Tobacco in the 1.8, Populntion Aged 18 10 25: 1995

wasd 1994 .
TIME PERIOD
Lifetime Past Yenr Past Month

Bray 1998 1936 19598 1996 1958 1996
Any 1Hicit Deug 458 480 255 268 142 iss
Marijusria and Hashish a8 440 - 218 238 120 132
Cocaing S8 . 102 4.3 47 iy 20
Crazk 19 10 | R £3 3 8.6
Inhxlants 1.2 108 12 390 0.7 . 190
Hallucinogess 14.¢ 163 53 69 2.3 23
PCP 10 23 04 a5 {0 4.1
LsD e 13.9 18 4.6 i2 0%
Heyain 6.7 1.3 0.3 09 1 94

MNonmedical {ise of Any \

Psychotherapeutic? 2.1 127 6.5 6.7 25 19
Stimulants 3.9 4.3 20 20 1.0 - 0.6
Sedatives 1.5 1.3 05 07 0.2 0.3
Trenquilizers 50 50 28 26 0.7 09
Analgesics &1 89 42 49 L 20

Ay [lhieit Diug
Otbser than Marijuans' 25.3 26.6 12.5 12.7 5.7 6.3
Aloohol 844 3318 765 753 61.3 60.0
“Binge” Alcohol Use! . a - - - L2299 120
Heavy Akohol Use’ as “ - - B X1 129
Cigareties 677 68.5 42.5 447 353 38.3
Smokeless Tobaccs 247 214 g8 8.2 S4..- 6.1
*ow grecision; no citinets repocted.
~ ok seaiteble,

;m:zmmﬁs&ammwaﬁmm«w&,m{mm;mw{wgmmmmmwwmp&wymwhmamﬁwh,
Ay Bhict Diewy Onher Som Ml indicatos vee 3t Jowt vece of sny of these tisted drogy, reperdioss of manjuans gie; manjuans seers who 8150 have wsed sny of the other Hirted duge e neluded.

¥ Nowmnedica mt of any poseoripln type stimidat, sedtive, franeuiliser, o snalgoic; docs not include over

¥ ~Hinge™ Adcebvol U o dufinod ot deobing five on tmore deiniie ot the aame oooasion on ot Teart one day Ia the pant 30 duyy, By “eosrion™ ix nvannt i S asme thme o0 within s soupls Sours of each other, Eeavy
Alootust Ui i Sufived me dridohng Hive o teore drinka on the tamc pocmion on cach of five or more days in Ow past 30 days; ail Heavy Aloobo Uners aes sing “Singe™ Aleobnd Ui,

Dilfveence hetwron EPDF and 1000 in afativiieaily signilicas o Gue 3 fased.
Exflerenne: bevwono 199Y snd E996 b statistionlly significand ot tee 08 fevel

Sowve: SAMHSA, Offics of Applisd Sudis, Huthowal Houschold Survey on Dvag Abuse, 1995 and 1996

i
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Table 9. Prrcentapes Reporting Lifetime, Past Yenur, snd Past Month Use of THiclt Drags, Alcohol, and Tebaceo in the V.S, Popuolation Aged 26 t0 34: 1998

aud {995
TIME PERIOD
1
Lifetime Past Vear Past Month
Drug 1958 1996 199% 1996 1995 1996
Any INicit Drag’ 548 %3.1 14.6 146 83 8.4
Manjnans and Hashish 518 05 18 113y 6.7 53
Coesine U6 0% 33 15 iz i.5
Crack 4.2 44 4.3 i1 0.3 0.5
infialants 87 33 0.5 0.7 03 03
Hallucinogens 15.2 15.4 L3 11 0.3 62
PCE 46 42 8.3 06 66 ¥
LSD 17 3 03 05 .1 0.
Heroin 1.5 1} 0.2 G2 01 6.
Nonmedical 1ise of Any . ,
Peychotherapeutic! 146 134 9 432 16 19
Stimulants 9% 6.5 12 .3 05 ' 4.4
Sedatives kN 29 o3 (133 G 0.2
Trenguiiizers 60 8 1.4 16 0.5 05
Anslgesics 8.6 15 25 25 o3 11
Any Hiicit Dyag
Other than Manjusna' 314 362 &8 7.2 PR ) X1
Aleohol 920.1 90.3 710 712 630 616
"Binge" Alcohol Use! - - - - 240 28
_ Heavy Alcoho) Use? . - - - 14 .1
Cigsrettes 75.8 738 3184 39.2 T MY 3590
Smokeless Tobsogy 24.0 244 6.2 7.2 4.4 49
‘Low miﬁm@ 0 extimalie reporied

* Ay Iicit Drng ndicates se o lewt once of cosrijwars o Rashith, socsine {incinding crack), inhafunts, heilocinogens (incloding PCP end LED), heroin, or sy pesacription type preychother fe wed movenedically.

mmmmmmmm“mmmmmwamwmwammmmmmmmmmawmwawm torded.

deiﬂmoinym«wmmﬂm%ﬁmm!m.amﬂmdo«mmm

! “Hinge” Alcobal Use i daftned 2 drinking five of moee dotks oo S s oncasion o ot font one day in the past 36 dayx. By WhanzmmeaWIemwm&m Heavy
W&*ﬁm&uMMmmM«sd&meMdﬁw«mﬁyk%wmwmmmummw‘%w Adsobok Usern

Tilferccn dotwern §995 wad 1996 s stutistjoulty significant 1 the 03 level.
*EEfororce bettworn £993 st 1998 i statisticadly rigrifioant w Uve 01 fovedl,

Sowve: SAMEISA, Office of Appliod Smdies, Nativna) Hovschald Snevey on Deng Alwna, 1992 and §5995,
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Tadle. 10, Percentages Reporting Lifetime; Paat Yexr; snd Past Month Uin'sf DIER Divgs, Alcohol, and Tobscio In the U.S, Population Aged 38 and
Older: 1398 and 1996 .
; TIME PERIOD
¥
Lifetime Past Year Past Month
Brug 1598 1996 . 995 - 1995 1995 1996
Any Hilicit Deog! 9 199 50 53 2.8 29
Marijusns and Hashish 253 270 34 g 18 2D
Cocaine 8.6 8.9 08 039 04 o4
Crack 11 X 82 D4 02 G2
Inhaianix 33 i6 3.2 .3 .1 0.1
Hallwemogens 146 7.3 A4 0.2 0.3 . 0.t
ree 3t 14 . 0.1 * 4.8
LD 5.8 v 5.8 0.1 * . -
Heroin 1.2 E2 o1 a0 8.1 44
Nomgnedical Use of Any .

Psychotherapeutic? 9.1 83 17 1.8 (t1: S 0.9
Stimulants su 4.7 3 0.4 - 02 ' 0.3
Sedstives 1 25 .3 0.2 0.2 (51
Traaguilizers 15 LN LE ) 0.7 4.3 g4
Anslgesics 50 4.2 i i} 8.3 4.5

Any Hiicit Drug 1

Other than Marijuena’ 182 151 16 27 1.5 1.4

Aloohot 8.1 ) £78 (5.0 64.9 526 517
“Binge" Alcohol Lz’ . - o - 118 113
Heavy Alcohol Use? - - - - S 1%
Cigarettes 1S 118 287 9.1 ’ 212 0
Smokelesx Tobacco 142 18 29 " 29 2.6 23
v srecision; po orisnme sepovied, .
~ Mgk availzhle. .

t Any thisie Prvg indicalos oae st bedat once of manijusm or hasbish, coesine (incinding crack), indufanty, Baltucinogers {sacluding PCP sand LSI3S, horoin, or sny prescription- hotherepentin vand somedioally.
E:QE“Y‘

Any Hiicit Dvog Other than Marijowa indicatey v of beadt once of sy of thews Finted druge. regirdlon of mernijfoees vee; majuoa wers whs sl have wred eny of th aliwe drugs nre nchoded

" Nonmadical we of any prescriptiontype stimudent, wedative, trnquilizer, or waslgevic, does aol iclode ovirahe §

! Binge™ Adoohel Use i defined as deinking five or moes drinks oo e zame ocssrtve on ot least one day in the past 35 dayn. By “ocension™ i meant af the same time o within o soupls houes of tach other. Heavy
Alcohat Liae it delinod s deinking five ov more drinks on thes sate vocacion o owch of Bve or moee days in the pest 30 days; all Hoavy Aloolol Users s sl “Binge™ Alcobod Haers,

$ifference betwaen 1997 snd (996 in siatintically significant ol (he 03 Jevel.
Wfferance bebweon 1993 and 1996 is statisticotly signilicant ot the 0! feved,

Sonaron: SARHSA, Offios of Applicd Studics, Nationsl Houschold Sarvey on Drug Abose, 1993 and 1996,
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Aged 15 10 44, by Pregnancy Statas atd Farental Status: Anonal Averages Bused on £995 and 1996 Samples

) PRELIMINARY DATA - AS OF AINE 1997
Table 32A.  Estimated Numbers {in Thousanda) of Lifetinse, Past Year, sod Past Month Users of Dlickt Brugs, Aleohol, and Tobacro In tke U.8, Population of Females

Freviales Aged 15.44
Lised in Liletimee inet by Past Year Used it Part Month
Nod Pregrut Not Pregnani Not Pregnast
Has A . ™ Al Has AR
Ne £hisd Children Neo i ChiMren: Ne Chitd hiidren
Drug Proguant | Childress  Aged <! = Aged >3 Chfidren = Aged <3’ Aged2} | Preguund | Chdren Aped <t Agedot
Any Tt Doy’ 3087 118 8 3,002 {1,149 2 ¥4 4441 &9 2,327 80 3488 434 1,081
Muziivrns and Harhish 1 9,953 2,178 19,312 234 304 309 E A48 40 2,000 s 8
Coesineg kr2 1069 842 3415 3 733 97 L2 i 260 35 17%
Track, 93 99 5% ne s T 2 0 14 s 14 b1
inhalamts - 104 2013 s 1,062 n 83 *7 40 7 h 4] 15 i3
Halleoivogens 244 3210 ¥ 2,538 43 958 13 126 3 ¢ a“ 64
POP &4 713 pALd 37 6 b % 7 * % ¥ 3
LD 5.4 2522 83 1,836 Fal 623 23 " .2 i7h & 6
Herora 44 82 5¢ .3 i W * i 7 ¥ * 0
Nonsnedicat $5ve of My
P;}tﬁa@smm 25 L 712 2858 6% an 129 T 3 b3k} 124 2
138 §.24e 251 £ £4 Kby 43 1% > 3 46 i 2
m 7% £3% it el ] s 111 S 9 3 * ™ ] %
Franegiifizers 115 pa%e 3% o0 k2 456 m 54 4 147 34 57
Anslpesicy 15 133 £13 1,564 as w3 1" 459 24 309 11 b
Asny tilicit Dimy .
other than Manioana’ 543 6,233 1,543 3600 136 2444 354 $114 58 £33 314 454
Aleohol 2075 2,239 3,545 20 645 1469 11,896 £ 455 16,569 a2 13,536 3.0 2,358
“Binge"” Alcohol {e* - o - - - . - - - n .18 k% 004
Heavy Adcohol 11e* - e e - - - -~ - L 1050 138 e
Cigareties 140 16,443 4617 17497 TES 9239 RS ¢ 1,660 b1 1261 N Lite
| Smokebess Tobwoio 23 1,894 337 1] ki 338 (* 11 4 132 i .
‘l}xz;m 10 ttimate eeported.
{al) restde i thee snasm houmchoit.

e I Do i i ot

mm;mmuwmmwn&umdmywmmmmm

* Horwretionl e of wry

LN

WMMWI&&&WM“WM«W
* Bl Aloohol Lise i defined i3 drmking five or ere drinks ors the sne socasion o # et oo duy ir the past 30

ne by definwd ax deinkiing Fve or mors deifis o U same ocsnsins o each of five or reors dxys i e past 30 Ay, o3

Bomroe; SAMHSA, Offics of Appliod Studies, Nationsl Hovodwid Survey on Drog Abuse, 1993 st 1956,

plwmw
mmmmmgmmorwmmmwm

iri

oy of enaejaans or Mashish, seciine (ncisdg orack}), Mmm{m&gw?w L3I0, berotn, of wiry

ie naed povrvedically. Any
ch y

ay OOCasioN”™ i sveant wt thi sam (e or within & couple hours of aach other. Henvy Afoivd
vy Aloobiol Placis wrs aise “Binge” Aloobo! Usary. .
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Table 328,  Percentages Reporting Lifetime, Past Vear, 20d Past Month Use of Hilicit Drags, Aleohol, and Tobueco in the U.S. Population of Ferostes Aged 1510 44, by
Pregnancy Status and Pareotal Siatus: Anncs) Aversges Based on 1995 and 1996 Sampley
w = Femsles Aged 1544
Used by Lifetinm Used in Pasl Year Haed In Past Month
Mot Preguent - DNut Pregast Not Pregnant
Hxa Al Hay Al [ £ AR
Mo Chity Childrery Ko €hild (hitdren No Clihx Chldren
Dirag Pregnant | Children  Aged <2  Aged>2’ | Pregnant | Children  Aged<3' = Aped >3 | Pregrant § Chideen = Aged <2’ Aged 32
Any Hicit Diog? 41.% 434 3.3 A7 0.4 193 00 $.1 3z 100 L 4 44
Marijuss and Hashish e 489 38 4.4 o isa 73 41 (K] 88 46 32
Coxaine 132 13.4 11t 143 2.1 i i4 1.6 0.5 0 0.5 ¥ |
Crach’ 19 FE 24 L7 14 it 0.3 .3 0.5 . b &2 42
inhslens £2 LR 44 4.5 0.9 21 o4 82 03 6.1 8.2 0.1
Haltyeimogens %7 i19 165 e 1.} 4.8 1o o5 ©2 16 o7 93
PP 26 13 K 28 .2 44 o4 48 . o8 04 Lk
LSD 64 i LR 1.9 £ 2.5 B3 ot o1 4.7 &1 LR
Heroin 16 i LN 8.7 04 04 * 0.t G3 61 . 8.0
Mowenedical Lise of Any .

Prychotherapeuts® (FR+ 2.3 w2 1.2 A 5.3 13 XA L3, .3 1.7 1.t
Stimulunts 53 54 3z 47 % 1.4 £:%.3 Lk} 02 6 0.3 D4
Sedptives 3 ] 23 i9 1z 6.4 0.3 al o4 . 03 ot 4.2
Tranguilizrs LE 5 46 14 i5 is 1.6 i 02 1 ¥ 18 ] 04
Asdgesics &3 17 3% &7 1% % x5 2.0 5% 2 L2 0.4

Anvy llicit Drug
oiber than Musdjunna® iLs 250 o 1R 54 E 2 24 43 33 43 21 20
Abcobed 830 (N 510 x4 3.8 703 84.1 726 1.1 38.1 8¢ 538
*Ringe"® Akohol Use® - - - - - - - - 18 17.1 19 0.2
Heswy Alcohot Upe! - - - o - - o - 0.5 4.3 20 9
Cigrretios LAR 639 663 Y e 318 309 K %{},3 ns i 2 .1
Smokelexs Tobace 34 16 43 is 83 14 02 &3 0.2 43 8.1 92,
*Low pescizion; s eatimats peported,
w ot wvailable.

¥ The sevpoesdont xnd D childiren} both (all} rexide in the rame fouschold,

' Any et Drog indicates mﬁkﬁmd‘mﬁwwmﬁmmm

Hich thrgg Other than Musibiane indicstes use of foast omiosn of any of tweae

* Monmedicaf use of any pe

Aregs, regar
eacription-type stiemalant, sedative, tranquiliser, or analgesic; does not icfude over-fhe-countey .

¥ e’ Alcobal Use ix defined 2 donking five o more deinka o the sime occasion on &t foust one duy bn the past 30

crecky, inbalanty, fslinciyogen (inchuding PCF st L2D), heroin, or nny peescriptiondype prychotbrrapeutic wsad nonmedicatly. Any
dirsy of marijoans use; manjaens veors who kito have vred any of the other listed drags ree hwladed,

. . By *oenstion™ is mocamt af the sxmme lime or within s couple hours of rach ot Heawy Afookol
Ute ix defined we deinking Trve se miore drirdo on the ssve sceaston on eadh of fve of riore days in the padl 10 dayy; 3ff Heavy Alcohol Uners are niso “Hhyge™ Alsobad Uters.

Fource: SAMHIA, OMFice of Applizd Studien, Hational Huuwhold Survey on Dreg Abore, 1935 wred 1996,
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‘Table 38,

PRELIMINARY DATA - AR OF JUNE 1997

Brags, Alcohal, and Tohseeo, by Levely of Past Month Cigarette and Afcoho! Use: 1995 and 1995

Percentapes of Past Month Users of Clgarettes ar Alcohol In the U.8, Population Aged 11 and Older Reporting Past Month Use of IHlelt

‘ USE OF CIGARETTES OR ALCOHOL IN PAST MONTRH
Cigarette Use In Past Month Level of Alcobof Uise In Past Month
. “Binge” Use But Usze But Not
Any Use Ko Uee Heavy Use’  Not Henvy Use’ “Binge” Use No Use
Prug 1993 1996 198 1998 1995 1956 1994 1996 1395 1996 1958 1996
Any fiicit Drug! 136 147 30 26| 249 308 173 161 55 53 49 19
Marijnann anct Hashich i1.2 121 28 17 218 57 5.1 137 4.1 44 LAY i1
Cocking 13 2.2 a3 0.2 4.2 6.3 18 24 4.6 8.5 0.} 0.1
Cenck 0.5 0.9 0. {1 L2 i6 43 G6 0.2 03 6.1 8o
Inhalants [X1) 0% 62 g2 17 29 e 13 83 43 C 3 0.1
Hallucisogens is i7 0.1 0.2 38 45 19 17 G4 03 0.i 6.4
PCP 0.8 0.2 Go * 9.2 i) * .2 Y a1 44 ¢
LSD 0y a1 a1 1 2.0 22 20 07 LA 42 0.1 00 @i
Heroin 0.2 6.1 1. 0.8 0.3 0.5 A 0.4 06 0.4 4t a0
Nonmedical Use of Any '

Psychotherapeutic’ 11 32 46 9.1 kR 1.8 23 Z.1 1.3 1.5 0.7 0.7
Stimufants 0.9 0.9 0.2 0.1 14 1.4 0.1 a? 04 {3 4.1 8.2
Sedatives 0.4 2.3 ot a0 94 0.7 04 G.1 82 .1 9.2 0.1
Teanqguilizers 1.0 t.3 6.1 0.1 i4 2% 4.8 o7 .4 0.5 04 0.2
Amalgesicy 1.3 18 6.3 a5 iy 53 1.2 11 04 LR 4.9 0.3

Any Hlicit Dyog ,
Other than Marijusns’ 58 6.4 13 L2 1038 1438 7.0 683 232 23 12 to
Alcohol 664 674 46,5 44.3 A NIA NiA N/A NIA NA N/A, N/A
“Binge” Alcshol Use? 302 301 10.1 97 NA  NA  NA NA NA NIA A NA
Heavy Alcohad Use! 12.6 128 23 2.5 M/A NIA N/A N/A N/A NIA /A N/A:
Cigarettes NIA N/A N/A NA | 645 678 487 48.9 282 306 203 192
Smokeless Tobaceo 42 50 29 25 90 103 65 - 68 3.0 23 2.3 22
*Law precivion; io extisnate reported.
HIA: Net appficabife. -
¥ ey Hedt indical lenst { ] ok PP sped 15D, hero used
sty Chi oot (vies o e e £ 4 e of s of D Tened g, e o o sy s o D E e o e

mcdiy Any ol Drug Oxher Guan bariiuase indicates ure of Jeaat once of sy of these fisted

t; does st includs over-theooonter
o o Lenst cese day in the past 30 days,

¥ Noemnedizal wse of sy pr

wscrikion-type stismulwot, sedative, trengnifiver
¥ “Binge” Alovhol Use u&fwu drsik g Tive or sorn Mx«ll!mm

e

Heavy Alcohol Use iy defined sy deinking flve or move deinks un the mmmmmawaffm«m&ﬁnmdwmm&ygm Hewvy Afcohol Usces are sty “Binge” Alooho

“Difference between 1595 anct 1996 iy eiatistically significant ot e 83 Jovel.
M Berence lsetwenn 1999 andt 1996 is satistically sigrilioan &2 the 0F level

Soewe: SAMHSA, (ffive OF Applicd Studics, Nationsl Houschold Survey oo Dvag Abuse, 1995 and 1956,

g “ocerpion” ssMﬂﬂuemhmawmﬂamamp&emﬁzmm
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Tahle 37.  Percentages of Past Montl Ueers of Cigareites or Aleohol in the U.S, Population Agest 12 to 17 Reporting Past Mouth Use of 1llicit Drogy,
Alcahol, and Tobacco, by Levely of Past Month Cigarelie and Alcohol Use: 1995 snd 1996 .

B et

— ) | USE OF CIGARETTES OR ALCOHOL IN PAST MONTH
Clgarette Hse In Pnz;t Menth Lavel of Alcohol Use In Past Manth
. “Bioge” Use Bt tse But Not
Any Use No Use Heavy Use’ Not Heavy Use? “Bings” Use’ No the
Prug 1998 1994 1995 1956 | 1995 1996 1995 1996 1995 1996 1995 1996
Any HHlieit Drug’ 353 325 41 3.8 543 511 4.1 a4 210 353 4y 3.2
Masijusns and Hashish - 292 278 29 25 * 448 43 411 211 198 2.4 20
Cocaise 32 24 0.2 52 . & 4.9 18 * 0.8 0.2 0.
Crack 0.9 1 » 00 £ - 50 0.8 * 0.2 ¢ 0 08
Inhalants 7.4 6.7 0.9 06 131 13.4 8.5 140 45 42 1ot 04
Hallucinogens 69 832 o4 06 20.8 165 95 155 18 48 04 0.5
PCP 02 07 o1, ou 14 * * * ’ 0.3 090 *
L350 35 34 02; 03 » 8.1 39 53 ¢ 19 17 0.2 02
Hesoin 09 03 00 0.1 * * ', . 02 e 0.2 80
Nonmedicst Use of Any
Paychotherapeutic’ 4.3 5.7 0.9 1.0 66 1.3 422 127 ‘29 37 10 08
Stimulants 17 21 0.2 0.2 . 53 14 63 06 8.7 0.3 o
Sedatives 10 06 0.1 0.1 * 22 . * 0.9 * 0.2 0.1
Teanguilizers 0.6 08 0.1 o1 * 16 * * 0% * 81 00
Analgesics 31 40 08 0.9 49 6.6 2.8 8.9 23 3.4 0.9 07
Any Hlicit Drug . :
Other than Marijuana* 158 16.3 21 20 * 317 19,7 296 100 1.0 2.3 1.6
Alcohol 54.6 559 125 104 NA - NA N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
“Binge” Alcohot Use® 2148 2832 32 26 NA N/A NIA.  NaA ~ NA WA N/A WA
Hesvy Alcchol Use? 102 127 0.9 0.8 N/A NA NA~ MNA N/A NIA N/A N/A
Cigareties * NiA NA O NA NAL T 714 647 848 43% 460 116 28
Smokeless Tobecro 9.2 64 1.2 09 1 203 15.9 139 15 46 3.7 1.3 a3
“Low pencizion; no extiresit repored, '
NiA: Nt applicxh
¥ Any Bicis Deoy tndicates jeast anoe uf marij faskish, opusine (inchading cracks, ivbuianty, kal {inciuding POP 30 £.309), heroin, prescripti prychutherapeutic uwed
m@yx fﬁny IMicit mﬁm«m M@ﬁ%@u u’:‘; o least ;E:; of sty dlhz;e Eistend Mﬁm O?Cmsji!!?@x B, mﬂiﬁi‘n‘w mmmf&a have wg;dﬁu wiher i;‘lf:icMQ wee'

inciuded.
: Nmn@cﬂmﬁwpeﬂk&gw stimptant, vedutive, tranquiticer, ¢ ansigesic; does sot includo aver-the-cougteradmgy,
“Hinge” Aleoket Use 1 defined w9 ing five or more drinks g e sy ocoazion oa w least oos dey i the part 30 deye. By “occasion” i3 men al the pione Giene o withiin & couple houes of sach other.
Heavy Afoobol Use is defined xs drinking five or meve drinks on he samw avcasion on each of five or more days i the past 30 days, adf Heavy Alcobnd Users we siso "Binge” Alvohol Lisers,
'D%ﬂ'mm 1993 and 1998 is eintistically sipulicant st the G4 level,
*Differensn beaween 1993 and 1996 by imtinlivally eignificen o the .0 fovel

Soarce: SAMUSA, Office OF Applied Studias, Nativasd Houshotd Survey on Drug Abuse, 1923 and 1596,




TABLE 1a

Trends in Lifetime Provalence of Use of Various Drugs for Eighth, Tenth, and Twelftk Graders

{Entries nre percentagen}

Lilime . )
43T ‘K191
IB9E 1982 1DU3 904 1005 196 1097 chanxe chanse
Any Hlielt Doy
Bih Qrade AT 06 225 287 2AH L2 $HE FB 1073
wz Lrnde ME 98 A28 Yi4 J0T ABE 4T3 0B 118 Taen
{24h Usede At 40T 429 480 dA4 208 K49 +ABs 10 %pm
Any Hlicht 13 -
(i’l her ?‘Bﬁr‘;ﬁ orfusna®
Bl 4.3 166 168 11§ e 177 -18 3 dxxy
{0¢h Grudo 9.1 I1P2 2889 217 D BSOSO 08 8 Sany
21h CGende 269 %% 257 16 ¥ RE 0.0 +E5 (3%
Ay Pticit Hrgy
haetuding ng ¥nfta|lnls
Sih fizade ¢85 206 373 ALk 354 3R1 .47 [T 3: 737
il Lirade 251 362 BT 41T A59 408 MO +LF 1468y
h firade 4.8 &42 488 490 8} 855 560 28 By
Me: ?anﬁhshh};
th {lradn .2 112 1268 167 D9 134 2RE AL <1245y
$6th Crads 234 24 244 334 84 39R 42.3 1By 1B D
t2th Lirnda T OB326 388 82 ALY d49 ANA +4.Tax + 18 Bam
tnhntnnt .
8tk Grndy 198 174 104 Y 218 QL2 G A2 $3dses
§0th Camda 8.7 168 746 1Y 190 153 1538 4.0 [} %0
$i1h Crade 176 168 174 1LY 114 E 51 .08 -LE
Nitritws?
8sh firads B T T - - —_ .
ik Lrwde — e — . o — - -_ —=
§2th (lrade i85 s 14 17 L8 EX 99 402 <84
Hellucinogens .
Bl Sremdn 22 88 39 43 52 69 B4 .BE +1. 2885
ok Grade 1 #4 B8 #£1 83 {05 % 99D id.dess
fth Urnde 84 92 2 14 127 1485 151 +k0 BAgs
£330
Ath firnde 23 82 35 33 44 FE A7 04 2w
Fouh Lrade 58 &8 82 T.& 84 g4 95 +o01 LR & PTY
$2th Ermde 38 A8 ID3F 185 1Y 126 31as +4.Angs

{Table centinurd on aext page)d

Source: Moniloring The Futire Study, The University of Michigan



TABLE ih

.

Trends in Annual and 30-Day Prevalence of Use of Various Drugs
for Eighth, Tenth, and Twelfth Graders

Apnusi . 204y
NG BT B G G887 011Gy
Any HHiicit Drug? 1981 1882 JoM) fug 1908 IROB 18SY shunxe cheoss BB 1992 1993 1994 1008 1808 1887 chanes chanke
n

”sz:maa 1.3 129 I8Y 188 204 236 22% -1 +)0.8eax ST &R A4 109 1346 146 12D Llws +T.2uss
$th Crude 214 204 4% 390 N33 IVE L 418 4117 iz 1.6 138 140 185 202 21.2 230 -BZF «if.dsne
$2th CGynde 294 27 M4 NBA AR 4BZ 424 422 13 8sm Hd 44 183 o 298 248 208 18 +8 Anxs

An mm% 3 . .

L 1 ?ﬁun]umm

) 8;1& Trade £4 899 o4 18 176 191 18 18s sBism 38 47 L3 58 BB 48 B0 0695 $2was
10th (Grmde 2 143 138 182 118 84 1B .02 8 feny £ & &8 1% 89 89 a8 0.3 +3 548
2th Urode 1F2 tx% LY 180 194 188 207 09  s4%uxs T} 43 18 KA HHE O OBE DT 132 15 Basy

Any |Bleit Hryg

factuding Inhataniett
&ih inde 1 M2 Rt MHZ OV OIAM z 1.5 +4i0 5sas 88 106 128 K3 161 178 40 -1Ba 72w
tih Crade 288 Y4B FI4 O HIR 6B 396 403 0.7 928 £5ea 1.5 1268 5 206 216 %8B 241 .84 +ffsa
§2th {irade .2 MR LS NTR 40Y 449 433 14 s823mmy VLB 48 123 200 248 %06 268 si4 49 igm

M wfHealyisl . '

e Treda 62 12 82 135 ISH 183 137 .06 +1l6eve 32 37 53 TA 91 L3 163 01 +7.0ees
$0th Crade 168 152 182 237 A7 A4 S48 12 iM% 27 81 5 B8 112 294 108 01 1Y Bens
b Gewde Y 259 2/a BT 4T BB IRE 217 1 fass 148 1:D 155 190 212 ZI9 737 18 +9. 9581

inhuleptat*
Kih tlrade 3¢ 85 110 11y 38 122 HE .8 2 Byny 44 47 B4 &5 41 B2 &4 .02 +1.2x0s
jeih Grnde 1.1 8 B4 81 94 98 £7 44 s 7T 27 38 28 a4 33 3y .0A 0.3
12th Crmde 58 82 % 17 A0 T8 ) S +3.1 24 23 28 27 3% 5 4K G0 0
Ririrer .
8k . - Jr— —_ — - —_ - o -_— - — —_ s -
iRth Grado - - — — — - _ e — " — - _ - _ - e -
Fith Gruda 48 G5 09 33 L f€ 12 .04 40 ) 04 03 B8 G4 D4 DT 07 DO 403
Hal ony IRTIN -7 T
Bih Crads 19 28 36 27 368 41 37 -Gé¢ siBam 88 S| 1.2 .43 1.3 1.9 E2 217 4l teas
Hth Gmde 40 48 47 S8 1% T4 98 .43 +30ass 18 18 19 24 23 2B 33 05 i faxe
1oth Giade 58 8% T4 s 83 101 98 .25 44052 22024 -27 81 44 A5 53 vBAd 4itens
i8h
Aih Urads 17T %F 23 24 32X 38 A2 &1 Snes G 93 KD it 14 LB LB GO 40 Gane
Tdth Lrnde 31 44 A2 B2 65 H3 6.7 .2 30 i 18 18 25 39 &4 2R 804 11.9ems
E2th Grade £ £85 B8 #H 84 83 B4 04 HB2am %20 24 284 40 LA R 0Bx o1 Zses
1istiucinogans

{Hler Then LS .

#:h Crade 0.7 1} K8 13 317 20 18 .02 i i 13 g4 06 07 88 48 07 B2 i
101k zads 1.3 1 4 18 24 28 33 a3 B3 +20a33 o4 05 0 16 148 1.9 12 92 10 Bean
1%th Grada 28 fY 22 31 8 44 48 82 2 Guey 8% 0% 68 12 13 18 17 .01 ) fass

{Volle cnatinued an pex) page)

Seurce: Monitoring The Future Sludy, The University of Michigan



NOTES:  fwvel af sipnificnnre of diflevence between thie Lwo years: & = 08, 95 = 91, ss = 001, " indicates data pot available. ¥ indicates tem
thasgy 6 peroent. .
Any apparent incssistency betwaen the vhnoge extimate nnd the prevalence sutimates for the two years ix duw ta rounding srror,

SGURCE: The Mastioring the Felure Study, the University ol Mirhigen,

Approximate Wai&llted Ny 188] 1902 1093 1G94 1986 1998  igod
Bth Grade . £7,500 13660 18,200 17,390 17,500 17800 18600
10th Crmle 14,800 (4800 15300 18800 17000 15,800 14560
1%th Grade 15,0060 (5800 18300 16400 15480 14,300 35400

*For 12th grrdders onty: Use of "auy llicil drog” includes any use of marijuana, L8D, other hollucinegens, crack, other cocaine, o beroin, gr any
usn of other spiates, stimulants, barbifurates, or teanquilizers not under o doctor's orders. For 8th and 10th graders: The use uf other opiales
and barbilarntes Yins beeo srcluded, breause these younpes respondenly sppear to pverreport use {parhaps because they includs the use of
nonpreseription drugs i their answery},

YFar 13th graders only: Daln bnsed on five of six forms; N is five sixths of N indicated. .

‘fnhalonts sre unedjusted for underreporting of amyl and buty! ritrites; halluginegens rre unadjusted for undemeporiivg of PCP,

AFgr Bth sud 10th graders ondy: Smokelese data based on sna of lwo forms for 1991-96 and or two of four forms beginning i 1597; N is oue-
half of N indicated. MBMA data based or ane thied of N indicated due lo changes on the gquestionnaire foraig, For 12th graders only: Pats
hased on one foras N is one-gixth of M indicated,

*For 12th graders only: Dats hased on four of six forms; N is four-sixths of N ndicated.

"In 1995, the heroin guestion way changed in 1iee of six forma for 12th graders and in one of two forms for Sth and 10th grader. Seramw
1sestions wers askesg fur wse with injection and without injection. Dala presented here represent the combined data from all forms. In 1998,
w heroin question was changed in the remaining 8th and 10th grade form,

*0nly drug use which was nob under a doctor’s orders ie included bere, .

*For 12th graders only: Data baged on two of six forms; M is two-sixths of N indicated.

'For all grades: In 1393, the question lext was changed slightly in hall of the forms to indicate that a “drink” meant "more than a few xips”

The dats in the upper line for alcohol came fram forms using the sriginal wording, while the dala in the lower Hne came from forms using the

revised wording. In 1993, each Yine of data was based on sne of two forms for the 8th and 10th graders and on three of gix forms for the 124}

graders. N ts one-half of N indicated for sll groupy, Pata for 1994-97 wers based on s} forma for sl grades.

For Bth, 10th and 12th graders: The changes in the '81-'97 change columng for aleohol are aclually the "93-'97 chonges.

*For 12t graders only: The changes in the '91-'97 change columns for smokeless tobaceo sre actuafly the ‘9297 ehanges,

'Daily usn iy defined as use on twanly or more oceasions in the past thirty days except for 5+ drinka, cigareties, and smakeless tohaceo, for which
actual daily use is measured.
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- TABLE.3

Approc, ¥ =

Any Hlicit Brug™*
Any flicic Drug (}I&vr
Yhon Marijprane®®

MarijunnatHushish

Inholsniy
Iuhalants, Adjualed ¢

Percent gver used

Llnu Ciwn {..}:ms Cias: Q%Ms {.Iass {,lass é‘fm« {‘Iaa« {fim Clnas (‘!ass {lass Ciopa Class {}i:tfm (ﬂ:{w Cl:{xs Cloxs Claxs Clasx {2]!}33 Clags

of of = of of

of

of

of

mm&mmmmmmmgm&ﬁzmmmﬁmﬁmmwmmm
Q00 L5 12100 17RO F5508 15900 17500 F770¢ 1EID0 18900 18000 15200 16206 16300 18700 15200 15000 13800 8300 15400 15450 14300 15400

B2 EB3I 615 641 561 854 650 604 5L B16 606 K78 566 808 B0B 479 44}

IR2 8% I5H IAE 374 3RT 42R 41t 404 403 387 277 A5A 325 914 Y84 2089
173 S3H AR4 592 £04 ROY 895 BRT 878 548 542 AR08 502 412 437 407 387

e O EEE 120 127 119 920 128 36 144 154 59 170 187 ITE 180 178
- —_— . = - ER2 OITI 172 YL7? B2 B0 IR} 21 186 TR IBE 1BS 180

AmyUButyl Nitsites™?  — — e . 131 JLI 1801 88 A4 B1 7O AR 4Y7 32 133 2% 18
Hollucinogens M3 Ind 100 13 161 123 133 126 11f 1Y 103 87 103 A% 84 84 98
Holtycinogens, Adjusted® - 11T 454 1IR3 1A 138 1274 43 L9 106 B2 8B 0.7 1D

iz 113 116 #9891 9% &3 BH ¥& BN AL IH TT H4 P B3 B7?7 BE

pop? — s - - 2B BNh TR 80 &8 86 49 48 34 29 348 &8 29

MM A (Ecstuny? T T
Cocalne 86 9.7 108 129 154 {57 165 1RO 182 141 173 189 182 121 103 P s

Crack® e e — e N 64 48 47 3% 3%

Qthar Cocalne —_— — - - — — — - - - T T I 4 88 70
Herotrd 22 fA 1& t& 11 KLY LY 1.2 1% K3 02 it 12 i1 318 13 8%
Other Opiates® an 98 183 99 (0} 98 J01 B8 94 g7 02 98 92 RBE B8] 83 4§48
Brimolants*® 220 2248 530 220 242 284 Q2.2 219 269 S 26% 234 214 168 IO YIS 154

Crysini Meth, {feo) - e e e e e e —_ e - e — = 21 3
Hedatlver*™ B2 17T 74 180 M8 469 180 152 344 133 118 W4 BY 7B T4 '_1‘,5 87

Barbiturates* 189 {62 1846 a7 18 110 113 3 49 499 92 64 74 €67 G656 £8% 42

Mothagualone®™ #1 tB 88 7% 13 9% 188 07 10% B3 84T B2 49 233 2t 32 13
Tmnguiimn‘ }7.0 188 180 170 83 182 147 140 133 124 119 168 108 B4 & 12 1%
Aleghol" 904 SL9 925 %1 B30 532 V2.6 9%E G824 G246 BEE 913 922 828 807 R S8AD
Been Brunk! - e e e e e e e e e e — 854
Cignrettey 116 TH4 T IR MO H1e TINH 70% TOAR 6LY BRR &7 B77 684 B5Y 644 633
Hmokeless Tobwcco® —— - - — — o — o - —_ e 34 F22 A4 202 .. -
Stersldy’ s - — e e — e B p— - 30 20 2

0.7

261
328
4.6

-
-
-4

| wzow :
LR F 0 -

I8 ~on B p o~ ane
MO B es DY s A Lk DD e

ot
]

m o
-
=

4
2t

429

481
A6.3

114
7.7
id

16.9
119
103

&9

4.1
2.8
54

1.1
£4

i
a1

04
83
08

6.4

K10
s6.0

62.5
ARy

310

2.0

458

294
mg

111

182
1.7

114
L7
322

28

5%
30
h.2
1.2

LR

16.7
34

73
190
1.4

4.8

80.4
2.9
f2.0
30.7

24

48 4

28.4
417

14
7.4

807
#3.2

4.2

ans
24

A8

288
449

J1:%:)
£2.8
18

14.0
£4.5
igs
440
6.1

20
1.2

42
618
61k
288

19

BA-BY

L&&ﬁmﬁm

B4 436

"300 +1 8

45,8 +4. 723

8.1 48
5 .00
20 +02

it W11
154 403
I8 1.0
39 81
88 408

B7 +1.0s
A9 +04¢s
82 +18»

4.1 s043
9.7 +1.6mn

186 1.2
44 60

BT 408
B.1 +28
1.9 53

18308

Bdl-i'i‘ 4%?55:
$4.2 s2.4
654 415
263 45
24 +05

NOTES: Level of nignificance of difference betseren the Gy most vecont claxsen. 8 = 05, 88 = 01, vas = 401, "—

BOURCE: The Monhturing the Future Stody, the Univeraity of Michigan.

"indicates dute not availabils
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TABLE 4
Long-Term Treands in Annuai Prevalenee of Uge of Various Drugs for Twelfth Graders

Pervent wha used in last owvelve manihs

Clnsn (inas Crass Cfass Ciaos Crass Class Cinam l’“m« Clasy Tinse Cinau. € !sww i‘*lasq Clags Cliags Ginss Clase Claws Class Clags Class Clans
of of of of of af of of uf of uf Gl of ol of of of af of of of ‘BR-87
A8 MBU3 )904 1995 feRe 1§§2 chonge

1975 1816 1837 1078 1979 1980 1881 1382 1983 (8N4 085 048 1.%1 1&&& 1989 19d¢ 199}
Approx. N = 5300 155643 17 1R L7800 18500 (5868 17500 $7M0 FEAGH TR TRUON 5800 16300 1RI08 (K700 15200 (5006 16800 18300 15400 18400 14200 15400

Any Hlicet f}mg" 450 JAY K1Y B3H 542 R1] Rt 484 474 €HF 48 43 17T ARS 3% 4 AZE 204 TF1 310 ABE 390 4072 24 4273
Any Hlwit Drug € iﬂwr ‘

Thon Marijeena®® .2 54 40 2F.F 2RZ O4B4 D 301 M4 RO 24 250 2l #3208 KO O I82 149 1t 140 194 1845 207 09
Marijuanaitloshish - A0 445 ATH K09 KGR ARR AR 443 423 4053 400 ARA O3 3D 96 210 239 219 30 0T 341 SRA A5 407
Inkalants' 40 3% 4% K% 406G 41 4% 43 B1 H57 #i €9 £B8 K8 §% 64 82 16 1T H£0 18 61 08
tehulants, Adjusted * . - - - A8 % AL B& H£% 12 5 8% B 711 89 TH8 69 §d 4 82 Bs A5 13 18

AmyiButy) Nitsitea*! - . &% K7 3% 18 348 48 dH 4T 24 1.7 [ 14 #8 OE 9% i 11 16 12 64
Hallucinngona k2 %4 RR 7S 00 91 89 BI TR 65 €3 &0 ©4 KH 52 58 58 58 74 T6 93 101 pR 03
Hatlucinagmns, Adgestnd® - - - — tEg 184 3§04 80 #3 T I 78 &K% 58 82 &4 6t $.2 8 *8 87 0T w5 HY

18D T &4 6F A3 &% B4 68 61 54 47 44 45 52 18 49 44 £2 48 HB 49 H£4 BE A4 -84

poper - e - - T 44 3.2 2% 26 23 28 24 1.3 1.2 ¢4 1.2 i4 L | 1.4 Lg in 28 23 .93

MDMA (Ecstony) iU I L
Covsine 66 £0 T2 WO 170 123 x4 115 ft4 11H 131 127 181 T8 68 53 85 41 33 368 40 48 8h 08

Crack® : B e - e o— -~ &F 38 A1 81 B tB I8 B 1B 3) 21 24 08

Gther Cormine' - — —_ - —_ — — — - - - e 98 T4 B2 48 3% 28 249 36 34 42 40 08
Heroin? 14 68 o8& 0@ 05 0F 65 08 406 68 08 08 05 &85 08 O8 O4 68 @5 8.6 i.x 1.0 12 D2
Othor Cpiste® 51 &3 0.4 80 42 "s.a 59 A3 5% 2 -89 82 B3 Ad8 4.4 ¢ 38 .83 38 3B 47 B4 #£2 08s
Btirulnats** 182 158 183 171 183 208 260 203 179 7T 188 144 22 109 108 81 82 71 B4 94 53 38 102 407

Lrystal Meth, (fee? — —_ — o e - - s o o - - - — — 1.3 1.4 L3 1.7 18 %4 28 %3 0%
Sedativas™ . 117 LT DR 99 99 195 105 21 B 88 68 B2 41 37 47 38 %4 28 94 42 48 53 54 01

Barbiturstes® 107 98 %3 Af 78 48 84 5HE 62 40 48 42 368 37 353 34 34 28 a4 41 47 4% BI 02

Methaguatane®™ &3 47 652 4%, K% 72 78 6B b4. 48 28 2} 3% 1 1.3 19 8% 06 98 €2 nE 07 | {0 B}
Tronguilizers* 08 303 108 98 B6 RT A5 T8 &F 8% 8.} 58 B& 48 3B B X8 4B A48 47 44 48 47 0.0
Alcahol® H48 BAT HT0 877 883 878 BL0 B8¥ A7T3 BEO BHE B4E ART K5I BT ROS TIT T8 M4 - — p—

) TR T340 ‘IAS.‘Z 125 148 +23a
Been Drunk! — = e e e e e e e e —e e e BT B0 488 51T 52K KL K32 s13
Cignysites = - — - - — - — — — — — e o s — — - — - —
Briokeless Tobageo™* - - - - o _— o - o - - - — — —_ — — e . s . o - —
Sirroids’ - - — o - o i s — — — — e - 1.9 i7 i4 1.1 1.2 i3 1.8 14 i4 DB
NOFES:  Level of significanee of difference betwenn the two most vecent clagyen: 3 = .05, 33 = 01, sax = 001 — indicatea dats aot available, Sce Tahie 3 fin relovant fotaniog

SOURECE: The Monitoring the Future Study, the University of Michigan.
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Any Nlicie Drug Other
'f‘km& Mariana'®

Majijuonafiashivh

Fohasfanty
Fuhalanrs, Adpsted?
AmglButyt Nitsites'!

Haflucinugens
Hallucinegens, Adpusted®

L8D
e

pc .
MDBMA (Bestasy)

Cacnine
Crack®
Other Cocalne'

Heraln
Other Oplatos*

Simulsoty*®
Cryztal Meth, {ica?

Sedstivoshe .
Barbiturstes
Methagunlene®®

Trasoquilizers®
Aleohol®

Besn Drunk®
Cigsreties
BraSoless Tobiacos**
Steroids’

TABLE.G

Perecrt who used b last thivty duyy

Class Cluss Ci:}a! Clias Ulnes {fln{sx Claxa Clesy Clogs Closs Clasy Class Clasy Class Clasy Class Cloga Clanx Clasy Clasa €lass Clogs Cloay
! B 1) ul £ & o
1976 1876 1877 1979 1973 Iase’ 1981
Approv. N o« BHID 15408 17100 17800 155300 16900 17508 §7700 J8300 15880 16000 15200 18300 16200 16700 15208 1506¢ 15800 15300 [5400 15420 14306 15450

307 32
164 139
211 3212
0
7 34
23 19
5 20
04 02
21 20
85 9.7
84 45
i1 ag
21 18
i1 40
682 68.3
367 388

KPR

1nz2
a5 4
13

41
21

T2

264

159
3r.t
I &

3

21

39

0.3
21
87

4.2
3z
18

a4
733

389 34y 372
{AH M4
wms 11

i1 14
32 17
24 i#
48 1%
1 44
T4 23
4 4
81 42
02 o2
a4 24
88 121
44 48
3z 3
23 33
3 21
718 720
3¢4 308

6.7

369

58
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4.1

27
787

29.4
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1.8
1.7

3
20
24

24
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5.1
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i.9
2.5
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32
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W a2

L
2
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.
i

66.3

25.6
115

24.%

{19

B W O [ S R
T D am s £ M R e ta

o

284
i3

@

218 197 $72 184 144
e 9y &8 11 813
IO 67 148 138 19
258 23 27T 24 23
30 ZTY B9 38 256
08B DB OH B4 073
29 2% %z 22 24
23 28 %3 24 23
i3 18 1% 19D 28
03 14 B84 65 46
34 B tY 14 11
14 14 071 81 8é
A2 1% 17 1.2 1o
62 03 02 ¢2 83
18 18 & 1t 2
48 43 37 a2 38
- — 08 08 05
t4 18 14 16 1%
1.2 4 13 & 11
68 ‘08 02 #2°2 04
18 13 12 14 10
€35 680 B11 %40 513
w— e — 3F8 W9
287 206 ©94 283 MR
13 R4 — - 114
- 08 16 B8 48

{ ‘98-'97
L‘k thange

IRA 214 238 244 252 +1i8
18 88 106 0F 107 +13
185 199 212 210 237 +18
25 2% 3z 2.8 25 60
28 28 A5 29 %3 00
(.8 6.4 8.4 n7? QT 89
21 31 44 386 39 W04
59 32 46 38 41 03
24 26 40 25 31 +08s
10 8F DB 13 071 08
2 2 28 18 .04
13 5 18 20 23 09
[ (4 4.8 18 g 08 -4t
12 13 13 8 20 04
02 63 o6 08 05 00
14 (5 18 %0 23 08
37 40 1.0 43 48 +}. 7=
0n.e 8.7 1.t it g8 03
124 18 23 23 21 .02
13 17 22 21 3t b@
01 04 04 06 03 03
12 1€ 18 20 18 02
£ K J— — - — w—
406 581 KLY RBOR 827 <19
2RE N8/ 312 313 2 28
2989 312 335 40 35 +L8»
1971 1t 122 88 87 04
0.1 ¢a 67 57 18 +82

NOTEH:  Lave! of sigoifivance of dilference between the tevo mowt recent clasaes: 3 = 58, a8 » 8L, san = 001
SOURCE: The Manftaring the Future Siudy, the University of Michigen,

. et Indicatey data not avaiiable.

Bee Tahle § for rodevant fintpates,
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TABLE ¢
Long-Term 'I'rends in Thirty-Day Prevalenee of Daily Use of Various Drugs for Twelfth Graders

Percesnt win wsod daily i Yast Urrty days - " " .
Clans Cinse Class Ulass Clasa Class Clazs Class Class Clazs Clags Class Cians Class Class Class Class Class Class Class Cluny Class Clsas

1k of uf of of w4t of ¢ of © G o o e o af of o uf  of
1015 1976 i8Y1 19%B 1973 980 1OAi §887 SRR 1984 1988 AR 10A7 IBER SORO 1880 1891 1397 1u8g 1804 1906 iSB8 1992

Apprus, N« 408 15400 (2106 17ROG 15800 15900 17600 17704 16300 15900 16000 15200 16308 16100 16700 13200 15000 16800 16308 15400 15400 14300 15400

9897
gchenge

MarijusnaHashish £8 A2 23 {8Y 103 913 tH 63 &K &HO 49 48 33 2T 28 a2 2¢ 19 24 3€ 48 49 58 +08s
Inbinfonts” | -— % [ I gt 0} @¥ 01 o¢3 62 902 ¥ g2 02 0¥ 92 0F €@ &% QF 92- #1010
Hunhalonts, Adjasted” 4 - — s I X | 0.2 0% 2 0 87 04 04 04 03 0 83 6 0% o2 - — B4 02 4.3
Amy/Buty! Mitvitea’ o — a — ¥ g 831 00 02 £T 03 45 a3 0! a3 01 02 4f #1 02 02 064 0.4 0B
Hallucinagens 43 01 o0t £31 01 ot 0% 0% a8 ¢ 0P #I 01 ¢ ¢ o1 ©1 03 01 8% 4% 01 S3 e
Haltucinogens, Adpusted®  — —_ wer — 02 82 9§41 82 908 0% 63 83 02 * 0.3 03 4% 4.1 0.} — — C4 g4 -0}
1.8D * v ¢ * * 0t b 0.t ¢.1 &1 b g1 * * 6.1 8. [+ 8 ] 4.4 &1 8.1 * 0.2 +i)s
POPH e we = . ®1 WY OF ©1 OF 51 03 02 @3 a1 ©2 6! 61 ©£1 61 03 .03 063 0j .03
MDMA {Ecstusy) i X T X QY X
Cocsine .4 0} 10 &4 02 4% 03 8% 4% 082 404 84 0O 8% 0% 0% 6.1 4.1 0.1 41 62 o2 8% 01
Crank® .. - - - s - e - - 93 8F B2 89t 81 0} 3 ¢F D1 £72 91 U9
Othar Cacaing' - - - . - — - — -— g% 62 041 o 01 * 8¢ Q) 01 D 04 0.1
H!I‘Gln’ 6.1 ] 1] * L] + * L ¥ .1 * + L] » » .1 ¥ L - . - 0.1 0.1 0.1 ‘Ql
{ther Oplates® a4 0.1 8% &1 * g.1 .1 g1 g1 138 ] 6.1 a1 9.1 6. 8.2 .1 .4 * . g.1 G 82 92 00
imulsntat® [+ N1 a4 65 1] 08 a.? 1.8 8.7 LR, 0.5 g4 0.3 0.3 8.3 0.3 8.2 0.2 0.2 8.2 8.2 63 .83 §3 00
Ceystoal Math, (er¥ — g — e —_ - — s o = o _ o — — 8.4 0.1 0.1 o * g O 81 fa
Bedatives' ™ 43 032 b2 92 0 % 62 02 62 #1 6f 8 H1 91 83y o1 4F ©&F 01 ¢ 21 01 4 80
Barbituratey gt 01 03 L ¢ gy Of 03 61 ¢ gt 01 91 81 ot oi ¢ i N ot 41 &1 990
Methaquslone'™ * * d * $ o1 0% 83 * d * . - 4 * » * 0t 40 a4 01 &8 41 401
Tranquliizers 8.t H2 03 41 £} 0 0y oF 0F By ¥ * Br 6f 4t Q1 * ’ 0% ¢+ gy . Ol
Aleohol .
Batly® §7 B8 £} 57 €9 5 80 B7 B3 A8 A0 48 48 42 42 311 38 34 2% - e - - —

- 34 .9 38 37 319 02
feen dronk duily VI - —— e — — — e - - — - — 85 08 29 K2 13 18 20 B4
B¢ drinks in s vow -

i tank 2 wepks AGA ST N4 403 413 412 414 405 408 IRT 387 388 AT6 M7 B3O 322 MGR 2T O2TA O OSRE OMEB 402 313 s+l
Clgaraites :
Dally 2.8 URA 288 UFA 254 213 204 234 212 87 136 187 (B7? Bl 188 181 125 172 18548 194 218 222 240 +2.4»
Hatf-pack or more
petr day 179 1672 184 88 186 4.3 135 342 138 123 1285 114 $14 108 112 b3 107 10O K09 112 124 130 143 1%
Smokelons Tobneen'™ - — — —- — - — — — - —_ 47 61 43 313 e — 43 33 3% 3% 313 44 10
Steraidy’ waw —_ - —_ — — —_ - — s -— - - - 0.1 032 6.1 41 [ 8.4 2 6.3 g1 04
NOTES:  Loevel of significance of difference hotween the twa most rocent clesses: = = Of, sx = OF, svs = 00{. " indicates detn not gvaifable, ™ indicatos losg than D% porcent,

Any apparent incongistenty hetwasn the change estimate and the prevaience estimutes far the two most recent closses is due to ruunding ersar,

Hee Toble 3 fur relevant fooinotes.

Briiy e in defined 22 use on twenty or more oocenions in the past thirty deys except for B» drinks, tigurettns, and smokeleas tohacca, fur which actual doily vse §s mensurnd,
S0URCE: Tha Monltoring the Future Study, the University of Michigan,



Footnates for Table 32Tablv 6

-+

*Ugs of "any et drug” inchades any use of mavijaans, 18D, nl.iler hatlucinogens, erack, other cocsine, or herain, or any use of other opiates, slimulants,
tarbiturrtes, methanualone texchulad since 19501, or Uranquilizers not under a doctor's orders,

*Bepinaing in 1982 the question about stimslant use (i.e., amphetamines) was veviged to get mspﬁndenw to exclude the inappropriate reporiing of non-
prascriplion stinustanta, The prevalence rale dropped slightly ra a result of this methodological change.
*Date haged on four of Hve forms ks 1076-88; N is fourfifths of N indieated. Dain based on fve of six forms In 1888-97; N is five-sixthis of N indicated.

‘Adiusted Tor underseporting of amyl aud buty] nitrites.  See text for detnils.

ain bazed o one form; N is sne Bith of N indicaled ta 197988 and one.gixth of N indicated in 1982.97,

‘Question text changed sliphtly in 1987, ‘

“Adjusted for widerreporting of POP. See text for details, .

*Bota based on one of live forms in 1986; N is ane-fiilh of N indicated. Data based on lwo forms in 1987.-89; N ig two-fifths of N indicated in 1987-88 and
two-sizihis of N indlicates #it 1989, DDadn based oo six forms e 1890-97,

"Datn based o ove form in 198789, M is one filth of ¥ indicated in 198788 and one-sixth of N indivated in 1989, Dats based on four of six forms B 1380-97;
N ia four-sixths of N indicated,

IIn 1985 the herain guestion was chaaged in hall of the gquestionnaire forms. Separale questiona were asked for nse with injeclion and without injection. Dals
presanted here regresent the combined datn from all forms.

Ymly drug suse which was not under a doclor's orders is included hers,

'Dats based on two of six farms; N ia two-sixthe of N indicated. Steroid data based on one of six forms in 1989-90; M is one-sixth of N indicated in 198980
Steraid data based on Lwo of six forms gince 1991 N iy two-sixtha of N indicated since 1991,

*Sedatives: Dais based on Bre forma in 1976-88, six forms in 1884, one form in 1990 (N is ong-sixih of N indicated in 1998), and six formna of dats adjusted by
one-form data beginning i 1991, Methequalone: Dala based on five farms in 1975-88; aix forms in 1989, and one of six forms bepinning in 1999 (N is one-

sixth of N indicated beginning in 1990},

*Date baved on five lorms in 1975-88 and on gix forma in 108592, 1o 1993, ths question text wes changed slightly in thres of six forma lo indicate thal a

"drink” mennt "more than o few sips.” The dita in the upper line for slm?wi came from the Uuee Torms using the original wordiag (N i three.sixths of N

indicntad), while the data in the lower line came from the thres forems cordaining the reviged wording (N'is three-sixihs of N indicated). Dats for 190497

were hased on oll pix forms. .

*Prevelence of smokeless tobarco was not asked of Iwelfth graderg in 1998 and 1991, Prior to 1999 the prevalence question on smokeless lobaces wos loeated

near the end of one twellth-grada questionnaire form, whereny afler 1891 the questivn was placed earlier snd in a differend form, Thiz shifl could gxplain the

discontinuitles belween the corresponding dats. .

SOGURCE: The Monitoring the Future Study, the University of Michigan.
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TABLE 7
Trends in Harmfulness of Drugs as Percelved
by Eighth, Tenth, and Fwelith Graders, 1991-97

Howe much do yau think ‘ Percentuge saying "great risk™
prople risk haroung
thersseloea tphynically ar in fth Syndx 10th Ginds it Grade

esther toays) , of ihey . ., G987 38. 87 8601
. 1981 1382 1993 1984 1895 |98 1957 chapge 1891 1807 1999 1804 1098 1986 1887 change 18P) 1892 1903 1894 1885 1398 1997 chanse

Try marifusns sace or tiviee 484 391 36323 314 289 275 263 -Udess 300 JLO 297 244 215 2040 188 12 27% M5 219 183 182 166 49 0%
Smuke marijuann peeasinnstly 8709 563 §38 448 4588 440 L1 42 488 4BO .1 389 354 28 319 L5 08 306 358 301 256 2B 247 42
Smnks marijuann reguimily  HIP 828 THE 43 TG T LT iR A2.1 #1% M5 113 878 659 659 OO 738 768 725 650 €06 S0 5L 18

Try inhalanty pnce or swice® 458 370 U685 170 1364 408 401 .97 378 87 409 427 416 412 475 63— - — —_—
Try inhatonts regalarly’ 6h8 G4d4 H48 858 G4H 682 687 05 638 478 M98 TES V1A BB HME AR — e e e e — e —
Take L33 oewo v bwice” — . 421 383 367 385 170 45 o —~  4BRT 488 44T 451 446 04 488 429 395 388 264 82 T 1B
Take L,50 regulacly’ - .- 643 A58 644 H38 FAA 85 — - 188 59 TBH 752 798 15 M3 BLE B4 TRI YR 778 THE -1.2
Try veack ance or 1wies* RIB 612 572 544 502 B1G 4985 1% TJo4 638 666 R4T 6459 609 E8E 1.7 8086 624 874 584 548 580 R40 2D
Take crack nccatiunally®, B2 498 TGR T4 X1 ME 712 04 B74 854 AR44 KRII R12 603 787 .18 745 183 738 TAR 728 TL4d TOR 1.3
Try cocsing powder nace nr .

iwice® B B4 ST 4B4 A 452 4A0 B2 B8 B02 BI5 M4 BIO 838 522 14 K34 K7L BNZ K4 BRO B3Z BIU 18
Toke cooning gowder T

eccasiorsafly 0 43 FLA 6D 684 BT BHH 0} A2 R4 749 TTR 8 THO Myp L1 8hB 708 S8E 08 6.1 BRE 677 11
Try horoin enve or twice ’ )

without using » ncedle’ — - we ww  BO1 BEZ 830 417 e - e MY T2 M LB e — e BES BBE BDS 418
Take harain ccesatanally

without uaing & needis® P - o — MR 788 792 +28 - - -— - B8F BEE 888 #+07 — ~ .~ — TL2 %LG 74.3 +2.9s

Try one or {wa drinks of an
slcoholle breverags thenr,

wrine, liguar} P8 ¥24 124 18 MG HIE 104 14 26 101 108 B4 93 8% 80 ) 81 8¢ B2 T4 B T3 67 88
Take one or two drinks nearly )

svery day JEB 394 328 MY 305 WE 291 458 A6.Y 388 3BY IS5 AF 312 218 «+B58 827 0.6 202 270 249 2RY 248 03
Have five or move drinks once

ar twice msch weekend fig.1 680 BTT 847 541 618 658 +38wes BAT G50 649 838 520 609 518 00 JABEE 490 469 4856 457 485 430 Afam
Smoke une or more packs of '

clgarsites por day B1E BOBR E27 S5DEB 498 504 B4 4258 833 £93 607 590 670 518 A00 3.0 654 602 BOK 674 858 68 887 +0.8
1fae smokeleas tobaces - .

reguisrly 351 351 388 L5 335 340 E8% +12 433 398 4.2 422 MY 410 4272 82 274 355 389 6N $42 374 3HH 12
Take steroids’ 642 8%6h 702 #1484 — o — e 871 21 ti4 125 .. — we —  BB.6 70T 6D) BRI B84 576 6.2 04

Approx. N » 17437 |BERY 18366 FRIG4 17501 17286 18765 713 14808 15298 L5880 17008 15676 15640 2540 26R4 L7ES BSBT 2600 2449 3BYY

HOTEY.  Lavel of significance of differencs hetwenn the Livo most recent claases: 8 =08, w8 =01, sxx =001 " indicaten dats sot availshle.
SOURCE: The Monitoring the Puture Study, the University of Michigan,

*Answer alternatives were: (1) No risk, £33 Blight vish, 13} Moderate risk, (4} Gerar risk, (8] Can't say, drug enfamifior,

*gth and 10th grade: Data bssed ia 1397 on two-thirds of N indicated dae to changes In questionnalre fyms.

"Bth and 0tk grade: Data baved on one of twa forms fn 1993-86; N iy one.hall of N indicated. Date besed fn 1997 on ane-thivd of N indicated due to changes in gunstinninire farma,
‘th and 10th grade: Dois basad no two forms in 1981 and 1932 Data hoxed on one of two fams in 1882 and 1984 H g une-half of N indiested.



TABLE 8
Trends in Digapproval of Drug Use
hy Eightls, Tenth, and Twelfth Graders, 1981-97

Percent wha “disapprove” or “styongly disapprove™

8th Grade 19th Grade : 12th Grade® -
B you stixapprove nf geople ’ a6t Ba-"07 BR-GYE
wha. .. 1881 1802 1993 1584 1005 1896 i897 change 10DL 1992 1807 1994 1995 1896 1937 chapge 1061 1802 1993 {904 1830 1009 1907 shane

Try marijuana nnee ur twke  B46 821 7837 718 W7 /75 674 »0.1 746 TAB 703 624 588 655 G641 -14 887 895 633 7.5 567 625 510 .18
Sraoke merliuans occasinnally 885 HET #3T RIS Y07 TEK TR s1Bs  A3Y BAG 794 LI 0.0 KG9 482 07 T4 MY 785 8BY 667 BLY 837 D3
Smuke marijaann reguloely $2.1 S08 HEE ASY 850 H2E B46 +18r H504 000 874 B2 BI1 MH7 157 D0 853 B0 B7E $23 18 8590 YBE .12

Try inhaiznin oove or bwice® B4F H4Q AZAE ASG BER A29 841 12 BG.2 B5E B48 BET BLS P60 BH9 08 v e e e e e e e
Tako inhadanis regularly’ 80§ B00 BAN AR1 BER £33 903 30 . 810 915 908 B0 839 8E7 ALY 00 - e em e e e -
Try 1.5H once o twice” v we  PELOIRE OTES TOR TN 102 o — BZ} M3 MIB 88 Y86 .02 901 881 A5H% BIZB S1.F 198 896 09
Take LSD repuinly’ o o TR TRAM TEH TH3 143 +1.0 s — BOR A5G AN BAE R34 .10 U84 055 ANB 943 U8 BE2 925 08
Try crack onee oy wice” | 9t 00¢ 891 REF AE® RRD 857 107 056 2% 8314 K58 BB BR2 BYTd 08 921 53 899 695 Hi4 Y4 8T0 B4
Take crack oceaninnaliy’ $#33 826 917 RIS BRIR HI3 D03 10 843 944 93 B26 G177 HEH 910 0B 4% B5.0 BUA D28 G40 D12 D13 50.0
Try eoesine powdor once or * \

tyign’ L2 828 885 860 RAY 835 BS «12 989 211 HOG AAY REA ABRY ARY 10 HRO A4 SE6 BYI HAZ BY¥) RIGC .0}
Take coeaine pnwder

mxgima!ly’ 31 924 SR ALY BT BAT @1 +idx 5440 Mo 832 8231 B4 HL1 fBd 407 93,0 14 BH12 91 927 BST D3 B4
Try heroln once or fwice

without using s needls’ — s - ARB BEO BYY 2Tas  — wa e e 97 OBRA R Q4 e e e e B39 BOR 823 1B
Fake heroln accasfonnily . -

without using a necdie? — —_ . —  PBRE RTT 88101 +Tdsz .o — o - 918 BET f314 03 . - - — K47 DID B4 WL Y
Try one or two drinks of an

alcoholic bevorage (bear, ‘ )

wine, liguer} £17 FB2.2 509 419 480 4548 AB.T +DZ A7T6 398 AL 86 281 4.2 J37 0% 208 330 A0y 2R4 272 285 281 .04
Take one oy Givo drinky nearly

every day B2 B{0H TOR T B T4l 766 +ZEsy BLT BLT THE TES M54 73R TG4 +1.8 706 959 178 731 M13 V4R 700 08
flave Rva or move drinks once

or Birica anch weekend RETZ AIQ §393 KRBT BT 799 813 s+2%ss AT TTE MY 123 22 07 12 .08 674 0T D) 881 667 847 AHO 83
Smoke sne or more packs of )

clgsraitens per duy 828 W23 BOB 54 B8 T3 8BDD +3 0wy M4 T8 WS 1385 M2 TLE Ti8 +2£i&l‘ T4 75.‘6 Me 40K 682 872 £%.1 4%
Use smokeless tabacco

reguisrly 9.9 172 T O7EE TH8 T4 7HS +24xe M54 T8 38 TREE N0 TL0 72D 18 m e e e e e — —_
Take sleroidy” BYE B3 BYI ATY . - <~ 800 S19 612 MR — — - B06 821 901 915 L0 917 B4 03

Approz. N « 17390 1850 IR435 17429 17560 17958 18768 - T4750 14T 18204 [5891 12016 15RAS 15837 A547 BR4S 2THN 2588 2600 3a08 AY)

MOTES:  Level of significance of differance hetoraen the tivo must recent classes: s =05, a2 %.01, 8as 2001, '~ indicates data aot synilsble,
BOURCE: The Monlioring the Future Btudy, the University of Michlgan.

"Anywerr nlternatives wers: {1) Dan't disapprove, (23 DHaspprave, (32 Strangly disapprove. For 8th and 10tk grades, there was anuther category—"Csn't xay, drug unfemiisr'—which was
ingloded in the cnleuistion of these peronntages.

MThe twelfih grade questions ask sbout peaple who sre 1R o3 older.

Atk and 10th grade: Data based in (857 on twwdhivds of N indivatad dus te changes tn questionnairs forma,

‘Bl and HOth grade; Data bosed on one of o foyms in 1993-98; N is one-half of N indiosted, Data based in 1997 on ene-third of M Indicated due e changes fn quastionasire farme.
*Beh wnd Tth aradeas Pinta besed on tive teas 0 1991 spd 1982 and on oos of ta frmas e 1993 end 1994 H s ouc-haif of N indicated. i )
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'TABLE 12

Long-Term Treands in Perceived Availability of Drugs, Twelfth Graders

Hawe diffentt o you Percent snying “lairly susy” oy “very cssy” to get*
think it woshd be for yon )
to get earh of the Clras Class Clnxs Clasa Cleny Class Claxy Clasa Clasa Clasy Clany Claxa Clasx Class Clsss Clase Cipns Ciasn Claas Class Clasp Closs Clans

plloering typemof dtruge. of  of  of  of  of of wf of of of of of of of of of of of of of of of of 9897
if you eonted some? 1978 1976 1917 1878 1979 1040 1M1 1982 JOM0 IS8A4 1980 1944 JORT 08K 1988 1000 181 JH92 1993 QS04 1895 1RDA 1097 chauas

hisriisann © HT.R HT4 RTH HTA 400 AP0 ANY RHA ALY RER KRGS BE.2 BE8 N6O 843 M4 HIE 827 830 855 BES BE.T BI8 09
AmylMaryl Nitrites - - - - - e o o e o e - 238 280 288 244 32T 259 NR8 267 e s e 41
LSt 462 T4 345 422 J42 38T 280 M2 300 304 304 288 314 333 JA3 487 85 445 492 508 B3A Bl AT 08
Same nther puychedelic 4FR A8 7 A9 JAA NG 50 27 G086 ME IRA 251 48 250 22 2nE MR3 2RO 289 J35 338 A58 338 136 HO
FCP - - - — - o e o s - - - -~ Q2R 248 288 27.¥ 278 417 GLT 814 Q30 308 300 .08
MOMA (Ecatanyd s - . . - . .. -~ — —_ — - BET 220 204 WT KT N2 ML 388 URA 419
Unesine 370 30 T4 74 455 479 475 474 431 450 JRE BES B2 BH.0 BBT Bd4F RL0 R2T 4BE 4848 477 481 486 104
Crack —_ — - .- - - x . - - — 11 421 470 424 N0 435 438 405 410 407 408 .01
Crcalne powder o o - s — o - — o o - — 529 863 (3.7 480 480 4BO 454 437 ATR 444 A3 41

Heroin 247 84 178 164 1B 212 182 208 193 199 2140 200 207 230 3i4 N8 308 39 37 A4 B L I8 18

Boane uther aarcotic
thieluding mathadone) 845 269 278 261 287 294 268 304 300 321 831 327 30 d5e AR3 M1 348 3T) ME 3180 39oB 400 3RA i

Amphetanmines 878 618 581 HRE 589 613 GBS 708 685 682 &04 645 645 AID S43 ES7 BT3 BAB SI6 620 G28 694 BIA 04
Crystsl math, (ice} e e e e e e e om0 e e 244 943 260 268 266 270 2688 2718 0.7
Borblturntes 800 544 524 BOB 458 451 549 552 525 510 513 483 483 478 484 459 424 440 445 433 A2 414 460 1.4
Trangulfizers 718 655 £49 843 614 K01 SOR K88 568 548 667 BLY 488 9.0 453 447 408 409 411 29% 378 380 /4 08
Sterotdy e e e e e e e e e e e e e e BT 4G 448 423 485 403 417 414

Apprax. N = 2687 2885 1065 598 J72 A740 A57R RO MRS IRGR 22P4 387 Q275 32 LRO6 548 P4TR DERR DB BARE SERY Inan 35tY

ROTES:  Level of sigaificarics of difference betweep tiw 1o mepnt recent classes: 8 = 05, so = 08, ssx o 00%. "’ indicates dotn sof availnbis
SOURCE: The Monitoring the Foturs Biedy, the University of Michigan,

"Answer glterastives weve: {1} Probably impossible, {2) Yery difficult, (3) Faiely difflesht, (4) Paltly eany, and (5} Very cary.
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FIGURE 7
Trends in Annual Use of Selected Drugs by Grade, 1975-1997
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FIGURE 8
Lifetime Use of Selected Drugs by Grade, 1997
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Treatment Providers Report

Ity the Northeast, Mid-Atlantic and the South, approximately 19 percent of people who
enter treatiment cite heroin as their primary drug of abuse. In the Midwest, South, and Southwest,
thzs figure is about 10 percent. Though this proportion of people rose slightly in the West and
Puﬁﬁwcst, and fell slightly in the Northeast and the South, these changes did not represent 2 great
increase or decrease for most of the 61 programs reporting in this Pulse Check.

Most heroin users entering treatment inject the drug, with the exception of the Northeast,
wh&z*c more clients inhale. One treatment provider in the Northeast points out that while the
ma_;omy of heroin clients usually snort, many of these same clients also mnject, especially when
they are unzble to find high purity heroin, or when they want 10 speedball with cocaine powder.
Cocame 15 commoniy mentioned as a secondary drug of abuse (by 33-82 percent of clients in all
z*cgmns) as is aleohol (by 60-92 percent of clients in all regions).

Heroin users seeking treatment in all regions tend to be older G.e., over 30}, though
sources in the Northeast and Mid-Atlantic region report higher percentages of clients under
twaaty years old. In all areas contacted, the majority of heroin treatment clients are white, except
in titc Midwest where just over half of the clients are African American. Over 75 percent of the
chcms have been in treatment before, and there continues 10 be a 70/30 sphit between men and
women.

Part II: COCAINE

In tiﬁs Puise Check, sources report that the market for cocaine is generally stable, and in some
arcas it is declining, In particular, the demand for both cocame and crack has declined, cocains
ava: ilability is down, while the availability of crack is stable. Cocaine users continuetobe a
diverse group, prirarily people in their 30s and 40s who have been using for several years,

H ovg ever, there have been reports of rising cocane use in specific communities, such as the
Bmmngham suburbg; the Hispanic community near the Texas border; and young people in the
N:w York/New Jersey area. Trestment providers in most areas repori that cocaine and crack are
still the most commonly cited drugs of abuse among their clients,

Ethnographers #:zd Epidemi&!egic Sources

Sources report broad shifts in the population of cacaine powder and crack users in
pamcular areas, For example, young inner city users are starting to disdein crack as a “ghetto
dr'ug Miami sources describe crack use as “unfastuonsbie”™ among youth, particularly with
Afrzcan Americans in inner city areas, and ofien those who continue to use crack fry to hide it
f‘r:im their peers. In contrast, erack has recently made inrcads into the Hispanic community
along the Texas border; formerly, it had only been popular in the African American community
in that area. In addition, the New York/New Jersey area has seen an increase in young crack

OFFICE OF NATIONAL DRUG CONTROL POLICY 7
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users for the first ime in over z year.

However, the market for both cocaine powder and crack cocatne 1s generally stable; and
cocatne is still 2 commenly used drug in most. Prices range from $50-5150/gram for cocaine
powder and from $3-$40/rock or vial of crack. Purity is described as “gooed™ to “fair” at the
street level, though there is considerable vanation in most areas.

Cocaine users are a diverse group of all ages and ethnicities and both sexes. In maost
areas, crack 1s marketed to people in their 30s and 40s who have been using the drug for several
years. Cocaine powder, though less common than crack, is marketed to a diverse group ~
primarily aduits, of all ethnicities and socioeconomic groups. It is mentioned as a “club drug™ in
New York, Miami, and San Diego, but is not as prominent in the ¢lub environment as
methamphetamine, MDMA, marijuana, and some hallucinogens.

Sources in Chicago report that some users are dissolving crack cocaine in lemon juice or
vinegar and injecting it intravenously. This practice may have started 25 an innovation -- a new
method to administer cocaine - or as an adiustment to the decreased availability of cocaine
powder, since it is cheaper to dissolve and inject crack than to purchase enough cocainé powder
to create the same &ffect. While this practice reportedly produces 2 more intense rush than
smoking the same amount of crack, the dilutants ¢an produce serious abscesses azzd pain if the
user misses the vein and injects into muscle tissug,

Cocaine powder, when available, is ofien used by heroin addicts to “speedball™ --
combine cocaine with heroin -- to enhance or extend the effect of heroin. This entails injecting
or snorting heroin, then smoking crack immediately. Several ethnographers note that as cocaine
powider became harder to purchase during the summer, some heroin users began to speedball
with ¢rack. This overlap in herom/cocaine/crack users may be related to the increase in doubie-
breasted dealing described in the section on heroin. Similarly, heroin may be used by crack
addicts 1o dampen the overly agitated effect produced by extended crack use, In both cases, the
second druy is used to supplement rather than substitute the primary drug,

New York and Bridgepor ethnographers describe large pisces of crack called “siabs™
being sold at the street level in their ateas. The slab is 2 piece of erack about the size and shape
of a stick of chewing gum, sometimes scored 10 form pieces. The slab is sold in the same
containers {e.g,, vials, bags} as individual rocks or pieces but, due to its size, costs more, This
unit is smaller than what was described last year it the Pulse Check as the “cookie,” 2 larger
piece or sheet of crack sometimes bought for the purposes of resale.

i New York and San Diego. sources report that many crack users look for powder to
make their own crack because processed crack is seen as “a bad buy” {i.¢., poor gquality or made
up primarnily of adulterants}. This is largely due to the perception that dealers are cheating crack
users by using very lirtle powder in the cooking process.

OFFICE OF NATIONAL i}R{.?G CONTROLPGLICY 8
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Law Enfarcement Sources

Police sources in most areas report that cocaine use remains siable. Boston police report
fwer crack users, but maintain that crack is still a serious problem in that area. Three police
smzrces {Seattls, Miami, and New York) report double-breasting dealing in their areas. Prices of
cocaine are low (§30-$70/gram), and purity vancs considerably,

Birmingham police are the only source that reports rising cocaine use in this Pulse Check.
Crack has become more popular in the inner city; even in the suburbs, which have long been a
powdcr market, police note an increase in the sale and use of crack, Conscqucmly, prices are
hzgh a piece of crack can run from 340 to $50. Police report that this increase in price may
reflect the increase in the “yuppie” crack market of casual, middle-class users. Dealers have
fﬁﬁowed their new clientele into suburban areas, resulting in fewer open air cocaine markets in
thé inner city.

Treatment Providers

Treatment providers in all areas except the West and Southwest continue to report that
cocaine is the most common tliegal drug problem of clients seeking substance abuse treatment.
Whlie there have been slight decreases in the percentage of treatment admissions with cocaine as
the primary drug problem, in general admissions for cocaine treatment changed hittle in recent
months The majority of cocaine treatment clients smoke crack and use a variety of other
substances In all rcgzons alcohol 1s mentioned as a problem drug by a majority of clients (79.93
pcr;ccm} as is manjuana (33-80 percent). Heroin, amphetamines, and tranguilizers are also
commonly cited as gecondary drugs of abuse.

The majonity of cocaing treatment clients are white, except in the Midwest, where there is
a fairiy even proportion of whites and African-Americans. About two-thirds of the clients in all
ares are male, and just over half have had prior treatment.

As in the last Pulse Check, several weaiment pwyidm cornmented on the “aging” of the
craci user population; that is. the hardeore crack user 15 more hikely 10 be an older user, who also
cansumcs marijuana, alcohol and other drugs. than a teen or young adult. Just 3to 11 percent of
cocame clients i aHl areas are below 20 vears old. While sources report that there appear to be
mote young cocaine users seeking treatment in the Northwest, unlike the younger heroin clients,
these young cocaine users are more likely to be new to treatment.

?:1:!! II1: MARIJUANA
'i“hf:g market for marijuana appears 10 be thriving in the areas surveved in this Pulse Check.
Marij ijuana users are 2 diverse group. and the drug is highly popular in a variety of social settings.

Most sources report that many 1ypes of marijuana, both foreign and éameazzc, can be purchased

OFFICE OF NATIONAL DRUG CONTROL POLICY 9
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Table 4

Ethnographers and Epidemislogists Report oa Cocaine/Crack

City
Bridgeport, CN San Antonie/ San Diegoe, CA New Yark, NY
El Paso, TX
{se stable stable stable stabie
Who's Using/ wide range primarily African | African Ameticans
Change in Users  |of users Americans, some | {crack) 18.335 yrs.
Hispanics; oid, all groups
more Hispanic (HCH
USeTS
Methad of Use smoking smoking smoking smoking
snoning mjecting snorting
Drugs In heroin mariuana PCP heromn
Combination heroin heroin
Who's Selfing HCI sold More dealers of | African Americans | Young crews seiling
with beepers, crack both heroin and & Hispanics, heroin aiso
soid on street coeaine. beener saies
Purchsass £5, 316 bag, $20, $30/bag (RCH $80-$100/gram $10, $20. §50/bag;
Aspount/Purity good purity $16, $20. §30/unin 310~ 10 gr $5/vial;
(erack} (erack); purity fair
0% - 50% purirty
Other/CComments | There has beena | There are two A lot of users know
noticeable trend major distributors: | how o make their
arnong crack users | OnE uses young ‘owrn crack, so they
t 2dd heroin deaters 1 buy powder. Vials
snorted) to their | distribute, the other| have given way 10
use. Crack is also | prefers older, tiny ziplock bags,
now sold as sxperienced so the prodect is
“siabs” dealers. more visible.
or strips of erack in
a plastic hag,
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Table 4 (cont’d.}

Ethnographers and Epidemiologists Report on Cocaine/Crack

City
Peaver, CO Miami, FL Chicage, IL. Trenton/Newark, NJ
U!’se stahle stabic stable stable
Whe's Using/ wide range of ages; | Hispanics; wide range of users ] 26-30 yra. old. ali
Change in Users | African Americans | decline in young - ethnicities;
{erack) aduit use SOme more young
l users
Method of Use injecting smoking injecting
smoking sroking
Drugs in hetoin marijuana herolin alcohol
Combination alcohol marijuana
Who's Selling More seliers of Sellers march the | Gangs Non-users primarily
heroin & cocaine | communities they selling only
{ogether work Cocaine,
Furchase $5 - $10/vial $10, $20/bag $50-$150/gram $10 for 1/10 gram,
Amount/Purity - $50.875/gram $3-820/0ck; $60-70/mg
) purity “good” variabie punity
Other/Comments | Methamphetamine Hard o find HCL
i is 2t highest ievel on the sTeet,
of avatlability in but crack
years, Most users is available. An
are white, young, “pzone” is a
and equally bikely marijuana cigarete
10 be male or with PCP ard
female. crack in it that sells
for $15.

1997,
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Table 4 {cont’d.)
Ethnographers and Epidemiologists Repert on Cocaine/Crack

: City .
New York, NY Aunstin, TX Newark, DE
Use stable at high stabie stable
level
Whe's Using/ wide range of users, | African American & | more young users
Change in Users includmg women & | Hispanic, male & :
wens: female:
more teens more Hispanics
Method of Use smoking
injecting
inhaling
Drugs in \ ’ heroin
Combination marijuana
Who's Selling Young sellers who Sellers ofiert from larger
match community. cities & come into area with
supply.
Purchase $10-3204vial $600-51.200/0z. Purity is “fair”
Amount/Purity $40-550/gram; $30-$100/gram
- purity is “good” $10-$40/rock
- vanable purity
Other/Comments *Siabs™ of crack Cocaine continues
available, increase inf as #1 drug among
number of brand treatient
names or bag admissions, though
markings. the proportion has
dropped shightly.
Crack users are
older
thap HCI injectors
of INOMers,
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Tabie 8

Y.aw Enforcement Report on Cocaine/Crack

City
Birmingham, AL Seattie, WA New York, NY
P.D, P.D. ’ B.D.

Use up ‘stable

| : .

Who's Using/ inrser city crack users; African American and variety of users

Change in Users | suburban HCl users; Hispanic users
some casual muddle~
class erack users

Method smoking inhaling smoking

smoking injecting

Drugs in marijuana heroin

?ombinatiaz; . alcohol

]

Who's Selling Fewer open markets: Crack dealers also More sales of buth
some rmove to selling heroin. heroin and ¢rack by
suburban areas. same dealer.

Purchase $40 - $80/rock $30 - S50/gram $3 - $10/vial

Arsount/Purity $10 - $20h0ck: 350 - 870/gram;

15% - 92% purity (H(C1) | variable punty
30% - 75% purity (crack)

Other/Comments | Increase in crack Some Mexican dealers
prices. “Yuppe™ s¢il heroin cocaine,
crack users in suburbs marijuasa and
also reporied, rethamphetamine.

1997
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Table § {(tont’d.}
Law Enforcement Report on Cocaiae/Crack

City

Miami, FL Eugene, OR Boston, MA

P.D. P.D. D
Use stable stable stable
Who's Using/ No ¢hange in users somewhat fewer crack
Chauge in Users users
Method of Use ) snorting smoking

smoking mjecting
Drugs in marijuana
Combination ‘
Whe's Selling Crack deaiers aisa Mexican Nationals, - | Dominican and

selling heroin. Colombians.
Purchase $10 for 171G gram $15. 520 for 174 gram: | $800/0z,
Amoent/Purity $50/gram; variable purity

high purity
Other/Comments Methamphetamine is up ] Crack is somewhat jess

angd ofien substitutes for

the more expensive, lass

available cocaine,

popular than before,
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Table &

Treatwaent Providers Report on Cocaine/Crack Use Patterns

Region
I: Northeast = II: Mid-Atlantic | IXI: Mid-West TV: West/
& Sonth Southwest
N=18 N=17 Ne 1§ N=14
% fclicuzs with drug listed ,
as primary drug of abuse 45 32 34 23
!
Ciéwge over lest year
increase “ £% 29% 7% 29%
ho change 7% 1% 3% 71%
decrease 15% 0% 19% 0%
% tlienss injecting 15 9 23 27
% iciiems .
inhaling/smoking 85 91 77 73
Ozéer Drugs Abused
(%[clients who mentian) ’
heroin 47% 0% 20% 14%
marijuana 53% 59% 80% 57%
Biconol 93% 82% 0% 9%
iran«:;zziiizars 7% 12% 7% 7%
§m§h¢tamines 0% 2% 3% 21%
other 0% 6% 1% 14%
Rc;;iorz I Connecticut, Maine, Massachusents, New York, New Jersey, Rhode Island, New
! Hampshire, Vermoni, Pennsylvania
Region H:  Alsbama, Florida, Georgia, Kenwucky, Mississippi, Texas, North and South Caroling,
Tennessee, Arkansas, Louvisiana. Oklahoma, Maryiand, Delaware, Virginia, West
Virginia, Washington, D.C.
Region Il Tilinois, indiapa, Michigan. Minnesota, Ohio. Wisconsin, lowa, Kansas, Missouri,
Nebraska, North and Seuth Dakota

Region IV: Colorado, Montana, Utah, Wyoming, Nevada, Arizona, California, ldaho, New Mexico,

t Washington, Oregon

1997
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Table 6 {cont’d.}
Treatment Providers Report on Cocaine/Crack Use Patterns

Region
i: Northeast | II: Mid-Adantic | I1I: Mid-West TV: West/
: & South Southwest
N=1% N =17 N =15 N=14
Average by Age | :
usder 20 11% 10% % 3%
21-30 3% 44% 36% 46%
31+ 36% 46% 57%. 51%
Average by
Race/Ethnicity
African-American % 42% 47% 17%
White 48% 53% 4% 65%
Hispanic & Other 13% i% % ’ 18%
Average by Sex
Male 64% 2% 69% 68%
Femaie 36% 8% 3% 32%
Prior Treatment
Yes 5% 51% 56% 53%
Neo 35% 49% 4% 47%

Region I: "Connecticut, Maine, Massachusetts, New York, New Jersey, Rhode Island, New
) Hampshire, Vermont, Pennsylvania

Region 11 Alabama, Florida, Georgia, Kenwecky, Mississippd, Texas, North and South Carolina,
* Tennessee, Arkansas, Lowsiana, Qklahoma, Marviami Delaware, Virginia, West
Virginia. Washingion. D.C.

Region IiE lllincds, Indisna, Miz:higan* Minnesoiz, Ohio. Wisconsin, Towa, Kansas, Missousi,
Nebraska, North and South Bakoss

Region IV: Colorado, Montana. Uiah. Wyonnng. Nevada. Arizona, California, Idaho, New Mexico,
Washington, Qregon
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MORTALITY DATA

Available cocaine mortality figures show
recent dechnes in nine cities and increases
in four.

Recent Decilines or Stable Trends

Cocaine mortality figures appear to be
declining in nine of the cities where 1993
{or carly 1996) data are available:
Denver, Honoluiu, Los Angeles, Miami
(cocaine-related, as opposed 10 cocaine-
induced, deaths), Philadeiphia, St Louis,
St. Paul, San Diego, and Detroit.

In Denver, after peaking in 1983, cocaine-
related deaths per 1 million population
have been declining {to 21.0 in 1994 and
20.5 in 1995). Cocaine toxicology
mentions in Honoluly declined nearly 40
percent berween 1994 {38 mentions) and
1993 (23 mentions). During that same
period, i Los Angeles, deaths directly
attnibuted to cocaine declined by 23
percent (from 107 o 82), Cocaine-related
deaths in Miami similarly declined by 14
percent between 1994 (297 deaths, or 14,7
per 100,000 population) and 1995 {250
deaths, or 12,4 per 100,000}, (However,

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

COCAINE AND CRACK

Migmi: “The remaining cocaine ussrs appear 1o be the more sddicted
goup whose progressively downwerd cycis of abuse has lsd to
inereasing problamms srf AFvaTSE LONSSGUBNICES. BVOR SINOny & shrinking
namber of uzers.”

Ran Francisco: "Drack iz paneraily vivwod ns gmautafstyﬁc
.. Nonatheinss, prevalence romains high...”

eocaine-relaied deaths increased in other
Florida cities; also, cocaine-induced deaths
increased in Miami.)

In Philadelphia, too, cocaine-positive
toxicology tepors declined between 1994
and 1995, both in number {from 368 t0
336) and propordon {from 60 percent to
53 percent of all drug-related deaths).
Cocaine-related deaths in St. Louis
similarly declined between those 2 years
{from 128 to 58). Earlier in that city’s
cocaine epidemic, many cocaine-related
deaths were overdoses; recently, however,
most were cocaine-related homicides,
Cocaine-related deaths in St. Paul declined
slightly over the same period {from 8 to
7). In San Diego, after peaking in 1993
{at 57}, accidental overdose deaths
mvolving cocaine have likewise been
declining (to 54 in 1994 and 52 in 1995).
Early 1996 data in Detroit indicate 2
possible decline in deaths with positive
drug toxicology for cocaine {61 in the first
3 months) following increases in 1994
{324 cases) and 1995 (342). This possible
decline is even more dramatic in Hight of
an expanded case definition as of late
1995.

CEWG Juns 1888
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Executive Summary: Cotsine

Recent Increases

Four cities with 1995 data show increased
mortality between 1994 and 1995: Miami
{cocaine-induced deaths), Minneapolis,
Phoenix, and Seatile,

In Miami, the increase in cocaine-induced
deaths {from 31 1o 33) was still well balow
the 1386 peak (of 53). In Minneapolis,
however, cocaine-related deaths inereased
10 & record number (from 35 to 46).
Cocaine-related deaths in Phoemix peaked
in 1992, declined for the following 2
years, but have increased again between
1994 and 1995 (from 22 10 33). And, In
Seattle, cocaine overdose deaths increased
6 percent between 1994 and 1995 (from 65
1o 69) (4.3 per 100,000 population in
1995) and seem to be ncreasing again in
1996 (19 deuths in the first quarter).

Speedball Deaths

Overdose deaths attributed to injection of
"speedballs” (heroin-cocaine combinations)
have been rising steadily in Seattie since
1990, both in number and as a proportion
of all drug deaths {to 53 cases, or 30
percent of all drug deaths in 1993).

Earlier Trends

Data in Dallas and Newark were available
only through 1994, In Dallas, medical
examiner (ME) mentions of cocaine
declined in 1994 (w0 106) afier reaching a
recard high in 1993 (129), Although
cocaine findings in Newark have been
surpassed by heroin, both have been
increasing since 1991. Cocaine was found
in 14 percent of drug deaths in 1964
{compared with 13 percent in 1991).

Cocaine Babies

According to an ongoing urine toxicity
study in Chicago, cocaine was detected in
68 percent of the 2,423 infants who tested

_ positive for controlled substances in

1994-95, In Miami; infant dearhs related
to maternal cocaine exposure, which
peaked in 1990 (at 21), continued 10
decline (to 2 in 1995). And, 1n Minn-
capolis, 3 of the 46 cocamne-related deaths
in 1945 invoived newborns or stillboms
where maternal cocaine abuse was 8
significant contnibuting factor.

EMERGENCY DEPARTMENT
DATA

During the first half of 1995, cocaine
(inciuding crack) continued to account for
stzable proportions (20 percent or morg) of
total drug emergency depariment (ED)
mentions in § of the 19 CEWG citdes in
the Drug Abuse Warning Network
{DAWN) (exhibit 1}. In the majornity of
cities, however, these proportions
remained relatively unchanged from those
a year earlter, in the first half of 1994,
The two largest proportion increases,
which were less than 3 percentage points
each, occurred in Miami and Atanta; the
largest decline (less than 4 points)
occurred in New Orleans.

Cocaine thus remained, by far, the most
frequently reported illicit drug ED mention
in most ¢ites; heroin, however, remained
more frequentiy mentioned in Newark and
San Francisco; and methamphetamine,
once again, was the most frequently
mentioned drug in San Diego. Asin 1993
and 1994, New York City and Miami had
the highest proportions of cocaine ED

14
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Exprutive Summary: Lacaing

Exhibit 1. Proportions of total £ mentions composed of cocaine, heroin,
3 marijusne, and “other” by metropolitan ares, ranked by cocaine, first haif of 1995%

New York City TN~ 7 s S— Y
Migmi ' BT ; ; N= 4350
Atanis I S N= 11073

i TN= 19,788
N= 20965
] N= 15,284
N« 8238
S— I N= 5666
| N= 14,027
I N= 17.087
TN= 13,336
N= 5721
N= 8244
N= 4827
N= 3703

= 18,553

<. Sen Diege I ZEER N= 4256
Minneapolis’St. Paul IR IN= 4422
Al ot United States  TERINININEZ - 12551 | N = 485 507
i i . - : .
¢ i 20 3% 40 50 &0 0 84 50 100
" Farcent of Totai ED Mantions

Locaing
Horowm

Marijuang _
DOther {inthsdes alcohol-in-combinatien!

HEaNm

'Pz:eﬁmimry estimates
SOURCE. SAMMSA. Drug Abuse Warming Network, October 1985 files, run in April 1096
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Executive Summary: Cocaine

mentions {32 percent and 31 percent) of
their respective total ED mantions.

San Francisco, however, now heads the
list of cities in the estimated rate of
cocaine ED mentions per 106,000
population; it is followed by Detrait
{exhibit 2). San Francisco’s jump from
11th place in 1994 follows an 83-percent
increase (p<0.001) between the first
halves of 1994 and 1995, At the same
time, that city had an overall increase in
ED mentions.

Four other cities had substantial increases
1 cocaine ED mentions berween the first
halves of 1994 and 1993: Boston (55
percent, p<0.001); Atlanta (29 percent,
p<0.05); Chicago (20 percent, p<0.05);
and Miami (17 percent, p<0.001). Only
in Atlanta and Miami, however, did these

increases parallel any notable increase
{more than 2 percentage points) in
cocaine’s proportion relative to total ED
mentions. (Note: Cocaine mentons
appear to have increased in 16 cides.
(}!ﬁy i seven, however, did these

| increases meet statistical standards of

precision at p<0.05.) Mentons declined
in three cities. Only in Denver, however,
was the decline statistically significant {13
percent, p<0.03); and there, 100, the
cocaine proportion remained stable,

Exhibits 3 and 4 chart the latest 6 years of
first-semester ED rates per 100,000
population in several selected cities.

- Intarestingly, they delineate a gradual

convergence of trends in many cities that,
6 years ago, had a wider disparity in rates,
Overall, the most notable changes are the
recent increase in San Francisco and the

Exhitiit 2, Estimalad rath of cocaina/ersek ED mentions per 100,000 poputation
by mmm aren, tirst hatt of 1935°

San Franciseo
Dmtrol

Washingion, DO ITERNGTENIRNRENIENR .o
St touis  INETERSRN ; 0.2
Denver TN ;- 4
Los Angeles TN s .
Dalas JNENERINN : : .1
Proenix IR = 2
Sen Diegs “132
Misneapstiv/St, Paut NI

s
Allants

New York City TR R T | 2
Phitadeiphia TR : .
Cricago NN : * .-
New Odeans NGNS TR 1 o
Miarns ST S R =
Bostor: IR ;G 5
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Executive Summmary: Cocaine

Exnibit 3. Firgt-hali-year trenuds in cocaineerack ED mentions
per 100,000 popuiation in tour selegted cities, firat half of 1950-Hirst helf of 1845*

£1) Mantiong per 100,000 Popiiation e . n
180
i
146~
i
120 -
i
?’{)9 -1
;W -i
40 |
H
|
{)’ i
“Prefiminary estimates
SOURCE: SAMHSA, Drug Abuss Waming Retwork, October 1995 files, run in April 1858
Extibit 4. First-hail-yenr trendls in cosaine/crank ED mentions
por 100,000 poputation in sefected cities, first hall of 1950-4irst haif of 1995"
ED Mertions per 100,000 Poperation e
: . = R T A e S L T T ST e v
: wer e S0y Franigisce —0— Miamy i
gﬁ*}“‘! e CHIGHGO —— Boston %
160 = - Ny (tRANG e
! .‘k\'—- .‘ o . $ et SE————— L e 8 % hA s w3 45 £k W ‘ \ :
{1a0 - - . ) =
zgﬁ ; XI“ »‘\ f ’ b r
100 5 ’”,.W'/‘WMM',,’ . w’; '__,__,,,,—--*“"x b
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69 " ‘«.&"M L. - X -  —— *"M
44 ~ - el :
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X ¥
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“Proliminary pstiranas ) ;

SOURCE: SAMMSA, Dirnug Abuse Waming Network, October 1095 fies, run in Apnl 1896
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- Exevutive Semmary: Qucaine

decline in the New Orleans rates since
early in the decade.

TREATMENT DATA

Cocaine (including crack) as a primary
drug of abuse now accounts for the largest
proporsion of admissions {excluding
alcohol-only but including alcohol-in~
combination) in only 7 of the 18 areas
where such data are available: Atlanta,
Texas, Detroit, Chicago, Philadeiphia,
New Qrieans, and St. Louis-{exhibit 3},
Since the previous reporting periods, the
percentages for cocaine have declined in

saveral areas, including Boston, Denver,
Los Angeles, Newark (whene heroin
admissions have concurrently increased),
New Orleans, and San Diego. The
percentages have remained relatively stable
in Chicago, New York City, San Fran-
cisco, Texas, and the Washingion-
Baltimore consolidated metropolitan
statistical area (CMSA); the proportion has
increased in Seattle.

Heroin now dominates the treatment
proportions in another seven areas, while
marijuana and methamphetamine each
account for the largest percentages in two
argas.

Exhibit 5. Peitnary drugs of sbuse as percentapes of restment sdmissions® in reporting CEWG arens

¥ Tt ‘Cogwnm Harpm Sarijene “Utirensdarnte Ferivd

Agare a5 5 12 2 TR5-1355
Texas® a2 32 17 4 17951255
Dstroit - 43 b1 g «3 1798128
Chicags a3 15 11 ] THA=695
ismi a4 g 8 %1 1 /548254
Phiindtaipivg 38 22 5 1 1/45-1255
Neow Odsons - 2 b3 «l 1398
51, Lowis” 32 ¢ 12 - 19512795
Newatk 1% T2 2 - 119568
Lok Anguter 12 5 4 s 10/95-12/2%
Son Frannitoo 25 B2 a 5 - 1A5-80%
New York Ciy" .43 - 11 - 10561 295
Ruyran 23 a8 g <% 145-1285
Waskington-Raitimore 28 51 32 <y TR 12194
Senttin 3 26 98 Ef:3 1512885
Danver ' 33 12 37 13 1285-3205
Nunneapotis?SL. Paal® 5 i i1 rd #9581 2785
San Dings L L 18 k4 £3 1798512795
Fonatuiv 14 10 ig 25 195=-1145

MNOTE: The shedad areas indicate the top-ranking prenery dreg of sbuse in esich sree,

* Totel sdivievions rambar sxcludes sisohot-only,
¥ inciuder Raros, Boxar, and Dellas Countes
* Ingiudew 1. Louiw Lity, Sounty, snd five rural sress

¥ Stete-fundsd progrems only
* Alzahoh-otly i3 not exciuded,
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Exgrutive Summary: Loceing

DEMOGRAPHICS

Age

Neow York City: “"...toenagers may be
using erack now morg thast in the
rocent past. Field rasaarchors regort
thaet morg yoursy poople ars smoking
marpuane joints or ‘blant’ cigars nced
with crack.”

Toxsx: "in Houstorn, streel youth are
smoking crack s irjecting
cucsing.... In San Antonio, youny
African-Americans will sraoks crack in
& mariiuang cigaretts, st they look
down on crack pipe smokers.... In
Dallas, upper-clasy and upper-middie-
cluss whitn vouth ars reported to be
axparimeniing with ceack.”

Chicagn: "Crack smokers spen &
drosd vrosy-soction of sges, .. Initially
crack was used primarity by iliicit drug
usors youngee thart 30, Howover, as
grock camey 1o dominste the stroeet
cocaing merket, older drug users.
includinng 1DUs, bogen to smoks or
inject crack.”™ - .

Despite the growing evidence of an aging
cocaine-using cohort, it is important to
note that some youth are still initiaung use
 in certain arpas, especially in conjunction
with marniivana.

However, available morgliity figures for
cocaine generally show decedents to be
well over age 30. For example, the
average age of cocaine decedents in Miarm
was 37.9; in San Diego, 42 percent were
age 3039 and 3R percent were 40 or
older; and 43 percent of Dallas decedents
were 35 or older.

Similarly, the rates of cocaine ED
mentions per 100,000 population by age

group continue 10 indicate an aging pool of
cocaine users {exhibit 6), In every CEWG
city, the highest rate occurred in the 26-34
age group, and the jowest rate was in the
12-17 group. The highest of all the rates
once again occurred in Newark.

In many cities—such as Atlanta and
Miami, the two cities where cocaine ED
mentions increased both in number and
proportion—irend analysis suggests an
aging cohon of hard-core addicts who use
emergency departments for primary care
and addiction treatment services.
Similarly, in San Francisco—ihe city with
the Nation's highest cocaine ED rate—the
proportion of ED mentions in the 35+
group increased from 41 percent in 1991
to 37 percent in 1995, Other examples of
an aging cocaine ED population include
the following: Chicago, where the 35+
group had a higher increase than the
younger groups between the first halves of
1994 and 19935; Dallas, where the 35+
group increased from 27 percent in 1992
to 37 percent in 1995; and New York
City, where over the past 5§ years, those
age 25 or younger have represented a
declining proportion, while those 26 or
older have become an increasing
proportion of cocaine ED mentions,

Treatment demographics, like the mortality
and ED figures, similarly suggest thas
COCAINE users are aging as a group
exhibit 7). Again, the 26-34 age group
overwhelmingly accounts for the highest
percentage of cocaine admissions in all
reporting cities, exceptl for Detroil, where
the majority are even older (35+). Trend
dats in several cities further support the
notion of an aging cocaing-using
population: for example, in Boston, the
percentage of primary cocaine clients age

CEWGE June 1998
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Expcutive Summaery: Coesine

Exhibit 6. Rate of cocaine/crack £D mentions
per 106,000 population by age group and
ares, January-June 1995¢

Exhibit 7. Percemiage of primiary socaine
adrrasgions in eeporting CEWG areas who gre
i thie two oldest ape groups

KOTES: *..." Dengtes sgtimate dig st mest
standard ¢f precision; shated graxs refleg: rates
that have incressed since the firsy hatf of 1994
ip < 0.0%5.

*Preliminaty estimates

SCURLCE: SAMKSA, Drug Abuse Warring
Network, Drtober 18985 fifes, run in Apnl 1896

30 or older has been increasing substan-
tially since 1991; and in Detroit, the
pereentage of crack adnyssions in the 35+
group has been steadily increasing for

Arss o :|'12217]18-25] 2636 | 354 Ihm 26-34 | 354
Atlanta | 8.4 | "86B| 3847|1225 Atiants a8 40
Bosten 11.1 | -B8.0°| 340.6 | “55.3 Boston : 52 32
Chicago 2.2 1. 709 3422 842 Chicage 80 33
Datias 119 -1 8.8 B4 283 Denver : 47 37
Denver 10.8 445 ] 1198 261 Detrot 43 81
| Deteoit 54 | 685 )] 444.3 ] 1404 Los Angeles - i 5% 3%
Las Avgelag 18,7 280 100,861 31,0 Miarni 45 36
Migmd 47,7 ¢l ‘®6.¥| 29351 -69.8 Minneapotis/St. Paul 47 ~ag
gimeamﬁs! 7.1 287 7.8 bewnrk £6 28
t. Paul - . _
J New Yark Cihy*® 56 32
: Newark 12. 1045  526.4 £.5
Akl 22 L4 Philpdelphia 82 44
Naw Origans 0.0 2851.8] 71.2 _
St Lows 88 3
New York (i 5.8 63,7 433711184
hd il San DHego 46 43
Phiiadelphia 188 | 787 A116; Bi1.a )
$an Francisco 47 4%
Prhoenix 7T A56i 118.6 18.2 .
: " Seattls 87 &1
51, Lows £.5 8B} IEBL| 413
- Texas 4% 37
Sgn Diego 2.2 7.3 1 4837 14 )
Washington-Battimere 43 3%
San Francisso 28.4 888 | 348.0 1 180.7 ]
_ NOTE: Reporting perods ore thwe ssrme 85 thote i
Sesitle 189 | 67.1)2234 /] 645 exhibit §. except for St. Louis {period covered is
Washingion, DC| 8.4 | 347 | 189.9 | 42.3 7/95-12/88),

*Age categones are 25~386 and 354

“Dats incomplete for the whole year; incluge State-
funtied and.non-Rrate-fundsd WESHNERT Lenters

the past & years. In Newark, however,
cocaine admissions are younger than
heroin or alcohol admissions; their lower
mezan age (31.3) is one indicator of the
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Executive Summary: Cocaine

?miativc severity of negative consequences

for cocaine compared with the other drugs.

Gender

Gez‘z:icr»ztta:aé mortality demographics
wem available for Miami, San Diego, and
'Daﬂas Females accounted for 30 percent,
29 percent, and 17 percent, respectively,
lof cocaine decedents in those three cities.

Males outnumber females as a percentage
of cocaine ED mentions n all CEWG -
cites in DAWN {exhibit 8). The gender
gap is widest in Phoenix, followed by

| Adanta; it is narmowest in Washington,
DC. Between the first halves of 1994 and
1995, the rates per 100,000 population
increased (p«<0.05) for males in eight
cities and for females in six cities, as
indicated by the shaded areas in the table;
rates declined for males in Denver,

Males also account for the majority of
cocaine admissions in all reponting areas,
except in San Diego, where males and
fernales are evenly split (exhibit 9),

The narrowest gender gaps, following San
Diego, are reported in Los Angeles,
Newark, and Seattle. In most reporting
areas, the male—female reatmen? ratios for
gocaine are similar to or jower thas those
for ED data, New Orieans 1s a notable
exception, with males outnumbering
fernales by more than six to one (for 2
years in a row) among treatment
admissions but by only about two o one
among ED mentions—suggesung that
femnmales may possibly be underserved in
the New Orleans treatment community,

By contyast, in some cities, such as
Newark, females continue 10 have sagier

access (o treatment than males as a result
of Federal initistives and Medicaid. In
that city, the percentage of female
admissions is higher among cocaine
admigsions than among herom or
tnarijuana admissions. In Texas, with the
loss of criminal justice treatment initiative
clients, the percentage of maies has
decreased,  In Detroit, after peaking in FY
1993, the percentage of female crack
admissions has been declining; however,
among cocaine hydrochloride (HCD
admissions, the male-female ratio has been
stable for more than 5 years (zz

approximately 3:1).
Race/Ethnicity

San Franciscn: “0rack selisrs sre
mostly African-American or Misparit,
whils NCi seliers sre predominantly
white.”

In areas where cocaine mortality figures
ave availzble, the racial/ethnic distribution
often differs stnkingly from the
distributions in the ED and treatment data.
In San Dicgo, for example, 52 percent of
decedents were white, 23 percent were
African-American (an overrepresentation),
and 28 percent were Hispanic {an over-
representation); whites also predominated
in that city’s ED data; African-Americans,
however, predominated in treatment ad-
missions (exhibits 10 and 11). Similarly,
in Miami, whites predominated among
cocaine decedents {16 whites, 12 African-
Amencans, and 5 Hispanics), while
African-Americans accounted for the
majority of ED mentions and treatment
admissions. In Los Angeles, African-
Americans represented more than half of
the decedents and treatment admissions,
but ED mentions were more evenly dis-

CEWG June 189986
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Executive Summary: Covaine

Exhiblt §. Proportions of cocaine/¢rack
ED mentions by gender, arez, and
maisfemale retios, Jarnuary-June 1985

| Gy - | Maies’| Femaies| Ratic
{mlama 3 1 2% 2.8
Bogton 80 | 38 1.6
Chicago g:]:! 33 2.0
| Dattas 60 « 4D 1.5
Dervver BB .38 18
Detsoit 68 31 2.7
ins Angsies &6 3z 2.1
Miarsi &5 34 t.9
Mossapolist 1 ge | 3 | 18
Newark 62 az 1.7
New Drleans &9 3 2.2
I New York City Fa 28 2.5
' Philadsiphia 64 30 2.3
| Phoeix 75 24 3
St Lo €8 32 2.
San Diego 4 38 18
San Frangisco 69 31 2.2
Seattie 88 34 1.8
Washington, (¢ 59 | 419 1.4

NOTE: Shaded greass reflest proportions where
rates have inGreased singe the tirgt half of
1894 (o< 0.08).

*Preleningry ¢stimistes

SOURCE: SAMHSA, Drug Abuse Warrung
Network, October 1395 files, run in April 1998

tributed across the three groups. Moruality
and treatment distributions were more even
in Dallas, where 43 percent of cocaine
decedents were white, 38 percent were
Afncan-American, and 19 percent were
Higpamic. In Philadelphia, cocaine-
positive toxicology reports have been
declining among African-American males.

Extvibit 8. Proportions of primory cocaine
admigsions by gender and mals~female
ting in reporting CEWG sreas

? Aron Malay  Fomaias; Hatio

' Atianta 3 34 1.9
Boston &2 a8 1.6
Lhicagy 58 42 1.4

’ 1Denver ES a1 14

Letroit Lrack} 63 37 1.7
Los Angsies B2 48 1.1
Miami 71 29 2.4
b s 64 | 36 | 1.8
Newark §2 |- 48 | 1.3
New Orieans 88 14 8.1
New York City* 60 40 1.5
Phitadeliphia 52 3B 1 1B
St. Louis 83 40 1.8
Ban Diego 50 [%4] 1.0
San Francisco B4 i 1.8
Seattls g3 48 1.1
Texss 63 37 1.7
Washington- 83 37 1.7
Baltmore

NOTE: Hepotting perinds sre the Same as
those in exhibit &, except for 5t Louis ipetied
cpvered is /95~ 12/9%),

*Datz incompiete for the whole year; inciyde
Staredunded and non-State-tunded Weatemeny
centers

African-Americans account for the ma-
jonity of cocaine ED meations in 10 of the
CEWG cities in DAWN, and they are

the modal group in another 3 cities; whites
are in the majority in Bostor and
Minneapolis/St. Paul, and they are the
modal group in Phoenix, San Diego, and
Seattle, The largest Hispanic represen-
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Executive Summary: Cocsire

Exhibit 10. Proportoas of cocains/crack
£D mentions by race/ethnichty ant ares,
Janusty-June 1885°

87 -1 12 <1
17 8§ &
&7 12 io
46 &1 12
13 27 18
80 18 <1
a8 25 ¥
B3 34 13
i is/ K >} 54

5t Paul -

Nowark, . &84 18 7

New Orimans n 28

New York 82 14 19

City

Priladeiphis &5 29 &

Phoenix 0 48 23

§t. Lowig 59 27

Sarn: Diego KA 4D 16

$ans 42 21 8

Francisco

Seattie 26 41 3

washington, 76 28 3

g

T ONOTES: *...° denctes estimste does not mest
standard of presision or is less than 10,
Some percerages may be on e low side
pacause of an urusally high "rage unknpwa”
category.

‘Prefirminary sstimates

SOURCE: SAMHBA, Drug Abuge Warning
Nerwork, October 1888 files, run in Aprit 1996

tation occurs in Los Angeles, followed by
Phoenix. African-Americans are over-
represented arnong cocaine ED mentions in
several ¢ines, such as 5i, Louis.

Exhibit 11. Propartions ¢f primary ¢ocaing
sdmissians by mcsisthnicity in roporting

CEWG sreas

. iArea: i Africen o] Whites | Hispanics
Atlama 78 a2 <
Boston L1 34 7
{hicagn L 23 3
Derevit ~ - 39 42 17
Detroit 82 18 3
Los Angeies -} ] 18 18
Mizmi 88 28 ig
Minnsapalis/ &0 34 3
58 Paul
[ Nawark g6 4 10
Hew Qrieans £3 37 -
New York -1 18 18
Cuy*
Priladeiphia a5 10 4
' 8t, Louis 87 13 w
San Disgo a8 21 B
San 7% 13 &
Frasncisco
Seattie 50 42 3
Texas 57 29 14
Washington- §7 3 <1
Battimors

ROTE: Reporting pennds are the same 33
hose in sxhibit §, except for 51, Louis {periogd
covered s T8 12555],

Mndividuals whose ethnicity is cied as Bigpan-
ics may alse be included in the Afritan-
Arnerican or white race categories,

Mosta incompiete for the whale year; inglude
State-funded and nom-Btate-tunded traatment
cemers

The percentage of African-Americans
among cocaine ED mentioas has declined
in Los Angeles in the two latest half-year
periods, while that of Hispanics and whites

 CEWG Junae 1886
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Executive Surrynary: Lorsine

increased. Similarly, the percentage of
African-Americans has decreased slightdy
in Atianta. In San Francisco, however,
the percentage of African-Americans has
been increasing since 1951. In Dallas, the
percentage of whites has been declining
(first half 1992 versus first half 1993), the
percentage of Hispanics bas increased
slightly, and the percentage of African-
Americans has been fluctuating, The
largest Chicago subgroup increase berween
the first halves of 1994 and 1993 was
among whites (36 percent) and Hispanics
{32 percent).

African-Americans continue to account for
the majority of primary cocamne treatment
admissions in every reporting area, except
Seatile, where they constitute the modal
group, and Denver, where whites are the
modal group. in Baoston, the proportion of
African-American treaiment chients has
heen decreasing since 1991, Similarly, in
New QOrleans, the perceniage of African-
Amencans declined between 1994 and
1995, while the percentage of whites in-
creased. - In Texas, 100, with the loss of
criminal justice treatment intiative chients,
the percentage of African-Amencans has
decreased.

In every area, except for New Orleans and
the Washington-Raltimore CMSA, the
percentage of African-Americans among
cocaine treatment admissions remains
higher than the percentage among cocaing
ED mentions; conversely, in mos! areas,
the percentage of whites among cocaine
treatment admissions is lower than among
gocaine ED mentions. One possibic
explanation for this difference is that
emergency departments treat.a greater
diversity of populadons than do treatment
programs. However, this phenomenon

warrants further investigation, especially
since it 1s not as consistently noted among
heroin users,

‘USE PATTERNS

*

Route of Administration

Atiarita: “Users report tv ethng-
praphers, outeach worksrs, and drug
tréptrnsat steff that they Bave shifted
from smoking crack to ijeciing
cocaing, often in combinatian with
hwrpin. A& combination of cocaine and
heroin is pito reportedly smoked. ™

Chivago: *...crack has provided &
brdge to nk injsctors and nory-
injoctors. The ciose proximity of
thoze drug users is reflocied by the
phasrvations of intervention staff st
shooting gollerias, where & growing
nignber of usars 35 yesrs old or
yourper have baen appsaring. While
the socist boundaries hotween
Fectors and noninjectors ramain
prominent, there is incrossing
intoraction batween the two as they
begir tv snpage in Orup-taking
activities in o cormmon place.”

Yanas: I Awstin,... Amang African-
Amaricans and Misparnics, HCE is
yocted, somotimas with heroin as &
‘spoodball,” whils whites asre mors

_ Likety to snort covaing or o inject it
without the heroin combination.”

Sen Franvispo: “Dne abrorver aotoy
the practice of scraping rosiduss from
crack pipas, to be dissohved and
infectod. Observars hiosed in the
Tanderinin district commented on
the...igjection of pocaine by vens.
ponder psers. ™

Smoking (usually crack) remai‘ns. by far,
the most reported primary route of
administration among primary cocaine
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Exscutive Summary: Cocgine

treatment admissions in every reporting
CEWG area (exhibit 12). In Atlanta,
however, the percentage of smokers has

1 been declining (as has the percentage who
inject), while the percentage who use intra-
nasally has mcreased. Similarly, intrana-
sal use may be increasing among primary
HC! admissions in Detroit, while smoking
may be declining (from about three-
guarters of FY 1993 HCI admissions to 3R
percent in the first half of FY 1596).

Injection continues to decline in Newark;
intranasal use, while reported by only 22
percent of admissions, remains the most
common mode among active recreationat
users not in treatment.

Since Chicago imposed drug paraphemalia
laws, "rock™ users smoke from cans,
bottles, and other devices, such as a car
antenna with a piece of scouring pad used
as a screen.

Mode of admimstration is often correlated
with gender, race/elhnicity, age, and other
characteristics. For example, in Newark
and New York City, smoking is more

common among females than among males |

and amomg African-Amenicans than among
whites or Hispanics. In Texas, crack
smokers are the oidest of the cocaine
¢lients; injectors are less likely than
inhaiers 10 be a minority; the percentage of
injectors who are females has increased
sharpiy in 1 year (from 34 percent 10 57
percent in first quarter 1996); and the
percantage of inhalers who are Hispanics
has increased, while the percentage who
are African-Americans has declined. By
contrast, in the Washingion-Balumore
CMSA, crack users and other cocaine
users differed little demographically.

Exhiblit 12, Rowte of administration
AMONng cocaine treatrment sdmissions, by
percentuge, in reporting TEWG srass

Attanta 806 £ 2 .
Boston - 78 1% 4
Chicago 87 8 3
Denver &3 18 iz
Datrolt - 4 <1
Los Angeies 86 ) 3
Migmi 67 | 3 <1
Minneapolis! 86 12 2
St. Payl i
Newark 78 oz -
New Yark 72 25 1
ity * i
Phitadeinhia 87 9 4
St Loyls 80 i1¢) -

[ San Diego 8?7 7 5
San 92 "4 2

| Franeisco

Seattie 75 2 13
Texas T4 12 12
Washingion- 80 32 7
Baltimnore

NOTE: Reporting perings are the same 35
thase in extubit 5, axcept tor St Louis (period
covered is T/88-12/85].

*Date incompiete tor the whols year; inghude
Sterefunded and nooState-funded treatment
tantets

Multisubstance Use

In many cities, such a5 Newark, cocaine is
even more of a problem as a secondary
drug of abuse than as a primary drug.
Alcohol and martjuana continue 16 be the

. most frequenily reported secondary and

tertiary substances of abuse among
primary cocaine admissions,

CEWG June 18986
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Executive Summary: Cocaing

Drug combinations in Chicago include the
"bazooka” {(Crack and tobacco combined in
a joint) and the “diablito” or “primo”
(crack combined with marijuans in a
joint). These combinations are not sold on
the streets, Rather, users prepare them
according to individual preference.
Similarly, in Boston, "oolies™ are mari-
juana cigareties laced with crack, and, in
New York City, "woolics” are marijuana
joints or "bluat™ cigars laced with crack;
“speedibalis™ are PCP-crack combinations.

I St. Louis, some "old-time™ ingecting
drug users (JDUs) continue to mix HCI
and heroin together (speadball), but most
users smoke crack.

LAW ENFORCEMENT DATA

Arrestee Data

Cocaine remaing involved in the majority
of drug arrests in several cides, including
Miami {38 percent), Boston (54 percent),
Detroit, and St. Louis, However, recent
declines or stable trends are reported in
many cities. For example, the Boston
proportion is level with the preceding year
but down from a 1992 high, and the
Miami proportion is lower than in the
previous reparting period. The aumber of
cocaine arrests in San Francisco declined
14 percent between 1994 and 1995, and,
in New Orleans, cocainefopiate armests
declined between 1993 and 1994 and again
in 1995,

By contrast, in New York City, cogaine

arrests peaked in 1989, declined over the
following 4 years, but rebounded in 1994
and appear to be increasing again in 1995
{based on the first 6 months), Similarly,

cocaine cases in Honolulu increased 17
percent between 1994 and 1995, Arrest
levels also remained high in Minneapolis,
where they represented a mix of juveniles
and street-level, midlevel, and major
dealers,

" Although cocaine ramains the most

prevalent drug in the Drug Use Fore-
casting (DUF) monitoring system, its

use has declined among adult male arrest-
ees {exhibit 13},

Three of the most striking declines
between 1994 and 1995 occurred in
CEWG cites: Miami, down 14 percen-
tage points; San Antonio, down 7 points;
and Chicago, down 6 points. Among the
youngest adult male arrestees (15-20
years), rates of cocaine use declined in
several cities, with an especially large
decline in Miami (19 points). Rates
declined more moderately among female
adult arrestees following minor increases
in 1994, The larpest declines were
reported in St. Louis {12 points) and in
Manhattan angd Washington, DC {9 points
cach}; three sites, however, had substantial
increases for females: Detroit {135 points),
New Orleans (12 points), and San Diego
{10 points). Among the youngest female
arresiees (15-20 years), substantial
decreases in cocaine use were reported in
Manhatian (30 points) and Detroit (12
points). Many of these declines in DUF
cocaine rates were offset by increases in
rates for marijuana.

Crime a-nd Violence

Atiants; “Ethnographic dats show on
incroase of Urey uss among mombers
of sovoval gangs. whivh resuits in an
incroaze of random violsnce that is
ot raistod to “tur! wars.”"
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o e

Exhibit 13. Percentage positive for cocatne among male Booket amestees,
1904 versus 1985 {ranked hy 1495}

Manhattan mss

ATINTS

Chicago .

Philadelphia. pm——————
—

St. Lovis .

New Orieans I  /

Los Angeles . S

Denver . |-
I

T ———
Houston R <

Washington. DC . e 5

Detrod )

Dalfos . 1 — s+

R ——————
San DieSo. m—————

1854

Although cocaine-related hospital
emergencies and treatment admissions have
declined in Minneapolis, the violence,
gang activity, and deaths associated with
crack sale and abuse reached peak levels i
1998 similar trends, however, did not
oceur in St Paul, Several large cases in
1985 involved the *Deooit Boys,” who
would bring juveniles and crack into
Minneapolis from Detroit, quickly sell it
out of central-city crack house locations,
and promptly leave the area.  In Denver,
100, track contifies to be associated with
gang vioience, drive-by shootings, and

Fhosnix '“gﬂ y -~
+ San Afonis T . ol
0 W0 20 4 40 50 &0 0
Percent Posilive

SOURCE: Natonal insttute of Justice, Drug Use Forecasting 1995 Annual Repont on
Adult and Juyvenile Arrestees {drafi}

carjackings by users and distributers alike.
Drug-related homicides in Atlanta have a
higher incidence in areas where crack is
sold, and a significant number of drug
cases there continue o invoive handguns
and pang activity, ‘

Gangs in San Antonio have begun to cut
down on the violence in order to decrease
police antention. However, with the
truces, concerns have been raised shout a
resulting increase in drug use. Whites are
now being seen at the middie to upper
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distribution levels, and crack use is being
encountered in the middie- 1o upper-
income white communities.

Awvailability, Price, and Purity

Agisnta: ~...ethnographit information
findicates] that the quaiity of cocaine,
spacifically crack cocsine, hus
bocome lass rofiabis...EXnographic
reports rovast an ineronse in tin
availability of HLL "

Phitadeiphis: *...during the Apri
1886 forus group discussion... there
iwazl # continusd parception, . thal
the quaiity of crock svollable Bas
daciinad over the jast seversi yeurs.™

Boston: Tinterviews with
datoxification providers contiers that
erack is far mors pravalent than
HCL.. "

While crack continues to be availabie in
New York City, BCi availability has
increased; that form remains popular in the
nightclub scene and among crack users
who prefer to process their own cocaine,
In Newark, HC! is still more available

. than crack; there, 100, many users frecbase
it themselves because they consider the
street crack as inferior, Similarly, in
Denver, where HCI remains readily
available and less ¢rack is being soid,
users buy HCl and "rock it up® them-
selves, Both forms are readily available in
Atlania, where HCI was scarce for several
years but is now more easily available.

By contrast, in Chicago, crack availabihity
has increased but HCI availability has
declined. .

Crack remains dominant over HCl in
street-level drug sales in many cities,
mcluding Detroit (although it is rarely
avaiiable in quantities above ounces),

Boston {although both forms are still
widely available), and Phoenix, Both
forms are widely available in St. Louis,
but most of the cocaine arrives as HCI and
is processed locally into crack. Avail-
ability of both forms is stable in New
Orleans and widespread in Miami.  Both
forms are even more widely available in
other Florida counties than in Miami.

Crack and HCI prices and punty, as
presented in exhibits 14 and 15, .
respectively, have increased in several
areas. Prices for both forms have
increased in Atlanta both at the distribution
and street levels, and crack purity levels
have also been increasing. In Texas,

" prices have risen slightly for both H{I (at

the kilogram, ounce, andd gram levels) and
grack (at the ounce level), while purity has
remained stable and high. In New York
City, HCI purity is sid 10 be increasing,
The HC1 kilogram price has increased in
Los Angeles. It has also increased slightly
in Phoenix, as has the "eightball”™ price.

Prices have remained reiatively suabie,
however, in Boston {(although some purity
increases are reporiedj, Denver (gram
prices}, Chicago (ounce prices), Detroit
(hoth forms, with pusity also rematning
stable), Miami {(despite some periodic

. fluctuations over the past 4 years), New

Orleans (prices and punty for units other
than cunces), Phoenix (except for
increases and decreases noted above and
below}, San Diego (price and purity of
both forms, although an HCI kilogram was
slightly more expensive at the lower end of
the price range, and purity was higher at
the buik level], and Minneapolis. Minnea-
polis street prices, however, are consis-
tently higher than those in many other
major metropolitan arcas. While this

may reflect more limited availability than

28
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Exhibit 14, Crack prices and purity in
reporting CEWG aress
CArenw | Purity (%) PriceAindt

Adianma - £50-5375/g
$10-$50/r0nk
$9,000-5%,300/z

$21,800~325 000/kyg
Boston 8085 $10-320/125 myg
Chizago - $3-520H00k
Detroit - $5- 8G9k
Hodaluly - 45515 t0se
o $840-41301g
$20-5100Hnek
$400-52 800/02

Los Angeies © 5070 $450/02 |
Minngapuoles/ - $20#0ck

5t. Paul

Newark, - $3/5-my vial
New Oriesns 80 $26,006-§25.0004g
New Yark City - 535531
Priladeiphia *derting” sE10D
5t Louis 5080 $37-380i
$2Brotk
. 81,000-8%,78040z2
San Diego - §200.2g
Seattle BO-80) ° $10~540/pek
Texas - 4488 $1-5500ck
$70G0G-51,100/07
£410.800-$22.000/&g

elsewhere, it also continues to entice drug
profiteers from other areas of the country
secking new miarkets. Price declines are

"reported in several areag, such as Denver
{dramatic declines since last year in ounce
and kilogram prices}, New Orleans (HC!
punce pricesy, Phoenix (ounce prices,
slightly), San Francisco (HC prices,
although putity appears to be higher), and
Seattle (street crack prices as well as
small-quantity HCL samples, which
generally cost more when preweighed than
when weighed at street buy),

In Chicago, large-quantity purchases have
generally been more volatile in avail-
ability, price, and guality than smaller unit
purchases. Stff competition in that ¢ity
has resulied in marketing schemes such as
"2-for-1" sales and free-sample giveaways.
Similarly, in Seaule, some crack dealers
deliver an extra rock, known as 3 “dub” or
"double-up™ 4s a marketing ploy to attract
customers. Vials for packaging crack are
increasingly being replaced by cellophane
wrappers in New York City and by small
plastic bags {known as "CDs*) n

" Philadelphia.

Seizures

Cocaine seizures continue 0 outnumber
those for other drugs in several cities, such
a$ Boston and §t. Louis. In Chicago,
cocaine seizures increased dramatically
between 1993 and 1994, and even more
dramatically in surrounding rural counties.

Tratficking and Distribution

Arizona continues to be used as a cocaine
transshipment point for California, New
Jessey, New York, Texas, and Flonda.
Distribution areas in Texas, Florida, New
York, Califomia, and Washington, DC,
remain cocaine supply sources for Atianta,
which subsequently serves as a major
transshipment and distribution point for
both HCI and crack. Rew York City
remains the primary source for Boston, bus
increasing amounts of crack are being
convened locally. Los Angeles and
Houston are sources for New Orleans
supplies, which are generally shipped via
the interstate highway system. Detroi,
which is increasingly supplied via Texas,
remains & sourse for cocaine destined for

CEWG June 1886

28



Executive Sumnmary: Cocging

Exhibit 15. Cocaine hy&echlaride prices and purity m mmriing CEWG sraas

: ;
Prics I Purbty I%Ii]  Pries Pty (%1 Price
$300-312% >80 _n,,ooo» >80 £25,000-$ 24000
- $3,000
Boston 4075 $85..490 BR-B% §800-$1,100 To-5% $23.600-% SC;!QQO )
Chicape “lewr 10 med.” $50-2100 w $800-$2,000 . - $20.050.$40,000
Trigh” $150
Danver - $100 - s800 S S12.000-$15,000
Hennialu 206-80 $100 - 1,100~ - $22, 000852 000
i 1,506
Lo Angeivs - - - - - $12.000~$23,000
Miarni “high, veting $60-$ T8 - $700.$1,004 we $13,500-318.000
X widers®

Mirnanpolis/ - $100 > $1,000. - - $18.000.420,000
St Paul $12.000 .
Newark ™% <378 - - - -
New Oresns 8 31005125 - 20041, 300 80-30 $ 18000325000
Hew Yok City *irewsraved” 45§50 w - - $25.080
Phogniy . - $80-41118 - $HO-$THO s $14,000+315,000
&1, Lovis B5-94 2335700 - 90041, 800 - -
San Diego - - 2050 $800-51,000 85.90 : $13.000
Sar Frangisos *evgstoved” $60 - - - -
Seattie 2080 $30-150 - - -
Texas s $20-4100 35.-85 $650-41,200 £5-8% $12,500-326.0500
Wesshingion, OC e $E0-510%0 - - -

smalier gities and rural areas throughout
the Midwesl.

Colombians remain the primary suppliers |
for Detroit, and several organizations

distribute the cocaine within the city. In
Texas, wholesale quantities are distributed
by Colombian or Mexican trafficking
organizations, while Hispanic and African-
American crews, often affiliated with
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gangs {such as the Bloods, Crips, Mexican
Mafia, or Latin Kings), deal at the street
fevel, Whites are now being seen at the
middle to upper distribution leveis.
Hispanic organizations continue 1o

orchestrate the vast majority of the Seatile |

area’s HC) mafficking, while multiple
ethnic youth gangs are heavily involved in
distributing crack. Much of the drug
trafficking in Hawail is by Mexican
nationals, =

Youth are increasingly recruited in Atlanta
1o assist midievel dealers in selling and
carrying small amounts of crack; women
are hired to cook up rock from HCL. An
increasing number of ¢rack dealers in that
¢ity also sell heroin or marijuana, which

are touted for reducing the discomfort of
coming down from a crack high. Atants’s
dealer market is becoming more compli-
cated and more organized, with strucrure
sometimes provided by pang leaders and
menibers.,

" In New York City, increassd law -

enforcement efforts have resulted in three
selling strategies aimed at avoiding police
detection: reguiar cab delivery service
{which used to be provided only 1o high-
level dealers but now alse accommoxdates
iower level dealers); strict rules and tame
schedules for copping; and indoor selling
{in grocenies, candy stores, and
apartments).

HEROIN "

Danver; "The ‘grungers’ srs reporiodly using heroin far nostalgie reasons and as a
rebeiiion apeinst cravk cocaine and tha ganysier 1ap scone.”

Toaxas: "From these dets and from Conversations with trasiment providars, it appsers that
thes white heroin spidemic that is saen o the 8ast coust has nat yor Wt Texes.”

MORTALITY DATA

Chicapn: “Strest soirces ropart that
# pertivuise hrend of hersin caifed
‘wicked’ was sspocisily potent and
wax bnkod 1o all the overdose
opisodes and desths. ”

Recent Outbreaks

"Polo,” a drog mixture sold as heroin, was
involved in a series of outbreaks of serious
adverse reacuions, including fatalities, 1n
New York, New Jersey, Philadelphia, and
Balumore, during early 1996. The
mixture contains scopolamine {a bella-
donna derivative normally used o

treat motion sickness) combined with
dextromethorphan, quinine, or, in some of
the cities, with heroin or even cocaine,

Similarly, in Chicago, heroin contaminants
{possibly strychnine) were involved in an
outbrezk of deaths from suspected drug
overdose between February and Apn!
1996: at least five of the seven injectors
mvolved frequented the same South Side

gallery.
Recent increases
Available heroin mortality figures show

recent or continuing increases in pine
areas. In Denver, opiate death mentions
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ESTIRATED NUMBER OF FNERCENDY DEPARIMERT DRUG FRISCOES, DRUC MENTIONS, MERTIONS OF SELECTED DRUGS, AMD TOIAL VISIfS:
IOTAL COTERMIKOUS U.5. BY SALY YEAR, I8) BALF 19071 ¢ 2Nb HALF 998
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ESTIMATED NUMBER OF EMURGENCY DEPARIMENS DRUG £PI1SO0ES, DRUG MENTIONS, KENTIONS OF BELELTED ONUGS, AND TUIAL VISITS:
FOCAL COTERMINGUS 1.5, BY YEAR, 1989 - 199%
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ov. ESTEMATE DUES NOT REEY SYANDARD OF PRETISION OR 15 LESE THAN 10, ’
* ESTHMATES FOR THES TIME PERIOD ARE PRELIRIWARY, FIMAL ESTIMATES WILL BE PHUBUCED LATER AXD HAY BE RIGHER DR

LOMER THAN PREL [MINARY

ESTIMATES DUE 10 RUNRESPINSE ADJUSTMENT AND OTRER FACTORS,

*% ESTIMATES OF ENERUGENCY OEPARTRENT (ED) VISITS {30 1,000's)  ARE DASED ON DATA OBUIAINED FROM THE AMERICAN HOSPITAL ASSOQUIAYION.
P OHOTHIS COLUME, *4c AND -7 DENOYTE IMCREASES AwD DELREASES, RESPECTIVELY. .

ROTE: THESE ESYHNATES ARE BASED ON A REPRESENMTATIVE SANPLE OF OM-FENSAAL SHURY STAY BOSPITALS WITH 24-ROUR ENERGENCY SEPARTMENTS,
SOURCE s HAMESA, DRUG ABUSE RARNING NEYWORK, ABR. 97 FILES,
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ARE BASED ON DATA OHTAIHED FROM THE ARERILAN ROSPITAL ASSDCIATION.

RON-FESERAL SEORY STAY HOSPITALS WUTH Z5-HOUR EMSRGERCY LEPARTHENTS.

FINAL ESTINATES WTEL BE PRODUCED LATER AMD MAY BE HIGHER O .

LOWER THAN PRELININART ESTIMATES DUE 10 NONRESPONSE ADJUSYMERT AMD OTHER FACTORS.

esr ESTIMATE DUES MUY MEET STANDARD OF PRECISTON 0% {S LESE TiaW 10
2 CETIMATES OF EMERGENCY DEPARINERT (EDY VISITS (IN 1.000's)

* ESTIMAYES FOR YHIS TIME PERICD ARE PRELININARY.
HOTE: YMESE ESTIMAIER ARE HAGED ON & REPRESENTATIVE SAMPLE OF

SOURCE: SAMHSK, DRUG ASUSE WARNING WETWORK, APR. %7 FILES,



-

£GTIMALEL RATE OF SMERLENCY OEPARINEN! ORUC ERTSOUES, DRUC MEMTIONS, NENTIONS OF SELECTED DRNS, ARD TOTAL VIBHIS
BER 106,000 POPULATION: TOUAL COIERBINOUS U.5. BY YEAR, 1989 - 199s

Fpmmm P AR AN AR A AT AT .. AR A AN A AN bk

TOTAL TOTAL TOTAL TOTAL TOTAL lTO!M. YOTAL TOYAL J

9850 to90_| oot | 9% | 1903 | toeu | togse | 199

*u Ama s e g o R JF R A AR Ay - Iy s ey

VARRANE
R EPISODES 1939
LSRG MENTIONS ¥46.8
KLEOROL - IN-DOK3 7.3
LotAeE : 53.%
HERDIN/MOMPHIRE 1%.0
ATETANINDPUEN 3.5
ASPERIN

| BLFROSEN
ALPRATOLAM

MAR § JUANA FHASHEISH
GIAZEPAN
AMITREPTYLIRE
ACETAMIN, /CODEINE
NIC-SLEEP-AIDS
LORATEPAR

L PROCON TPEERE
FLUGRETINE.
!azw&me&mw&
METHRANPREY. JSPEED
QXYLODOKE

PLRIBLP COMBS.
LITHIUN-CARBDNATE
CEOMAZERAM
HYDANTOIN
HYDROCLHONE

LSO

TREAZOLAN
PRENDEARBETAL
DOXER{N
CYCLORENZAPRIRE
SALOPERIDOL

AMDRE TAMINE
TRAZIODNE
CARISOPRUDOL
MAPRONER

IR PRANINE
o
THIOR

Eb VISITS ™ 3425 i 3527 36347.4

...... L R i L L L R R LR R LA

201.3
341.9
&2.7
$3.9

o
-

.3'

[
gy
43
&
Al I
2%

2

+
0 S o PN B €3 0 sl Pk D8 Bl oSS g £ o ik ot o A 1D T 0 o S g T gt 53 s DR o £

83

mm_._n..u.-g.nm“mmmwmuwmumubocquuﬁw

Y
z

i )
o~y
ik

*
*
n

R ONE&

R et v o e ot i P8 P st 0 N Ll A Gt L O S e T A B A

R

i

o S sl ol il s il e el it it e i PN PSR A P T Gl A Al G O g el ed £ ek W
Hat

*
®
*
324 g I O3 GO L e P £ N T 2 B I A 3 A G O G D o D s B O O8O O R WY

- E]
[
T S S Ry T g 0 St P 2% 10 0 e 5 R 20 8k RS T R AR g A0 g 0 B3 Pt B g BB
.
vl

«0”00‘**%&&&&}**«*-iuttbntﬂﬂnt&NGJNS«QQVUitﬂiﬁihﬂﬁhii‘UﬂﬁJ‘M‘QQH
»

F 2
% v

o

a
.
H
>

T K Ao g 00 A8 G 30 A P00 0 3 0 08 ol 0 A g i (0 Y o S % R S L1 I8 O I O35 g

[
.
v
a
¥
L]

-

2

.

-
.
]
z
.

')
D)
+ & x
S
N
X & &
orox

il
AN ol LA G A B D W TS
v ow o3 *
I
iy
Pugage
o A
+ P+
)

*
I
]

03 B ey Sl %3<3ﬂ19ﬂ&d‘ﬁ-i:-nlhaewq‘0-966‘0*%‘*ﬁ*‘G!ﬂ&ﬁ#C}!:1315\“&Bﬁﬂlhzﬁiﬁttbﬁb¢btu

M

+

Mt i 3 W T T B N B S g % o MY b T bk A AN T G B D B0 o L O

g.

¥
*
N

PR
>

*
L

-

]
.
“

.
3

. *
4

P
[

.
2
.

"
E)

- .

P

K 8

+
)

-

i
+
i

T 0 bk 0 T B0 5 L s 0% o ot 0 0 T 0 R Ry A0 D ok 0 B Sl A o i L o WAt g oY Y
w4
- *
E)

e

*
£
&

I £

*
R o LaE AR Lok i e D3 EDE oo Bk A i it o T R 0 B Al PO Ll W 3 O O W
N

b o o i Pod Fant 0 i . el e O PD T AR TSE AT i g A B W G Sl B A o i R D
E

E-3
<3

AT st vt e o ot o el el il P P ol i e et P

E R Nk K R h B w
E o e

A% a

ATt e P

il
o
i
A

-
a

.+. ESTIMATE DOES NOT MEET STANBARD OF PRECISION OR IS LESS THAN 10, ’
* ERTIMATES FOR THIS YINE PERIOD ARE PRELININARY, FINAL ESTINATES WILL BE PRODUCEC LATER AMD MAY BE RIGHER OR

LOWER THAR PRELIMIHARY ESTIMATES DUY YO RONEESPONSE ADJUSIRERT AHD OIMER FAUTORS.
2% ERYIMATES OF EMERGENCY DEPARIMERI (ED) VISIFS (I8 1,000°s) ASE BASED OW DAFA OBTAINED FROM THE AMER(CAM HOSPIYTAL ASSOCIATION.
NGIEs THESE ESTIMATES ARE BASED OF A REPRECENTATIVE SARPLE OF HOM-FEDERAL SHORT STAY HOSPITALS VITH J4-HOUR EHERGENLY DEPARTMENTS.
SOURDE : SAMHEA, ORUC ABUSE UARRIRG NEUWORK, #PR. 97 FHLES. ’



SAEDICAL EXAMINER DATA

Tabie 2.064 - Drugs maniioned most lrequently by medical examinan in 1995

{Drugs with fewer than 10 mentions am exciucied.)

Number Parcent Number Percent
Fank Drug name of = ofwlal Rank Drug name of ol total
mentiony  episodes mantions opisodes

1 A0 45.56 3%  Secobarbial 55 D51

% 4,178 4533 38 Temazepam 52 " pse

3 2613 39.20 £ Oxynodons 51 655

4 1,158 1254 41 Promethazine 43 0.5%

& 3 ¥ 85 42 Mepeddine RCI ’ 41 44

$ 640 7.18 43 Hydrowyzne . 40 0.43

7 ay? 539 A4 Prawcoaphadrine 38 0.43

8 Msthamphatamine/Spesd #48 £30 43 Pantobarbitat 34 0.37

& Amitiptyiine : 483 502 44 Dphedine 34 0.37
10 Diphanhydramine 458 4.87 47 Chiompromazine 23 0.36
1 Acetaminophen 367 ass 48 Flurazepam 3z 0.35
12 B-Pwpoxyphens 885 397 49 Mew 32 0.25
13 Nonnptyiine a2 348 50  Cafisine 81 0.34
4 Amphslamine 256 338 5t Theophylline 46 633
1% i 255 277 %% Phenyipropandiamine b 028
15 Lidecaine 230 250 52 fwpmfen 26 028
17 PLPPLP Combirations 193 208 54 Lyclobsnzaptng 26 028
18 Unsoec Benzodazepine 148 204 55 lomzepam 26 027
1% Phenctarbital 157 170 88 Banvopms 24 0.26
2 Doxapin 158 168 57  Bromphaniamine Maleate 22 0.24
21 Fluoxetne 154 157 58 Clonazepam : 22 0.24
22 Mydrocodone 140 1.52 52 Valproi Acd 22 G2d
23 Alprazolam 130 1.41 60  Lithium Carbonate 20 022
24 Aspinin 108 1,14 81 Oxazepam 14 0.20
26  Chlordiazepoxice 56 1.06 62  Fenany 17 e.18
26 Bualbaal $0 098 63 Mydromomphons 16 ¢.37
2t Mydanioin 89 0.97 64 Phemtermine 15 0.16
28  Demtromethotphan n8 6.95 85 Procaine HCI 1% .16
2% Desipmmine 85 083 55 Propanciol HOI 14 .15
36  Chiomhenimmine . 88 o9z £7  Amobamial 13 .14
31 Trazodons 13 o2 €8 Oxymotphones 13 5.14
32 Meprobamate 82 0.5 _§5 Closipramine ) 13 .14
33 Cansopmdol 7% 082 70 Trazolm 13 0.14
34  Imprnine 7¢ 0.82 71 Halopendol 12 0.13
36  Doxylamine Succinata 74 0.80 2 Tomethoprim/Suifamethox 12 0.13
36  Thiondazne 60 n.75 7&  Nicotne 13 0.12
Y Carbamazepine 54 0.64 14 Insulin 1 0.12

NGYE:  Fercentages ars baded on i okl raw medical sxammer dhag abuse case count of 2,216

b inehides omates not spezilind 88 0 e,

Bes gurptal fodincies a1 ond of abls,

Seurce: U.S. Deparuvent of Healds and Human Sarivees. Subsuinct Abuse and Meniad Health Services

Administration. Drug .thuse WWarning Netweork dnnual Medioal Examiner Dova, 1995, May 1997,
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DRUG USE FORECASTING

1996 Annual Report

1996 DUF AnnuaL
RerorT ON DruG Ust
AMONG ARRESTEES

In 1995, DUF program sites tozated in
23 major metropolitan acgas collecisd
data {from 19,835 aduli male booked
arresiges, Data were also coliected
from 7,633 adult {emaie booked
arresiees al 21 of these sites and 4,148
jvenile male and 645 juvenile female
delainees a1 12 sites and 7 sites, respec-
tively.

This repott presents drug use delecied
through urinalysis for adult male and
female arresiees and juvenile maie
arresizes/deiainees. Beqause of small
samgie sizes, dala on igmate juveniis
arregiess/detpingss are nol incliuesd.

Program (indings are reporied in thres
sectiong The first seclon provides an
gverview of trends and issues in the 23
sites. The lindings for aduil males, adult
females, and juveniie males are shown
according 1o drag (marijuang, cocaine,
and opistes), age groug {particuiarly the
youngest adulisy, and ¢lher Cpiegories
srhool status for juvenie malesy, The
section conghudes with a speciat analy-
sis ol methamphelamine,

The second secuon of Lthe reporl pre-
senis special wopiks and analyses, in-

cluding the impact of changing cutoll

leveis for maripana  urinalysis
see <1996 Manjuana Daa” on page 7

of thus reparii and an overview of

TELEDUF. This section alse includes
analyses of juvenile DUF dais and re-
cidivism

i Lhe thing section, site-spedinic Lamies
and graphicat analyses for adulis and
juvendes are provides To assist read.
ers, the repor ingludes a disgussion ¢f
DUF data collection methpdology on
page 1) and a guide Lo 1he tabies on
page 20.The report concluges wilh se-
lezied DUF sile reports on local and
policy issues thal have relied on DUF
¢aLa

Source: U.S. Depsrunent of Justice, Nationa? Instivule of

Dru¢ Lise AMONG ADULT
MALE ARRESTEES

o) Marijuang use amaong aduil male
arrestiees increased st almost every
site, at rales exceeding those noted
in recenl years,

O Compared 10 1993 data, 12 sites
showed decreassd prrcentages of
aduit males wEsting positive for ¢o-
caine, & sites showed increased per
cenzges, ang 2 sites registerad the
Sume percenlage.

A general Lrend of inCreases in the frac-
ton of arresiees esling positive oy
MArijuana is apparent across sies
Only Phoenix reporied 2 decline and
San oge reporied nG change in adult
maie mariuans test posilive perceni-
ages. in contrast, regional patterns are
mare svident [or cocaine, opiates, and
methamphelamine. {oCaine, which
has histonically been the most com-
monly used drug among DUF arrestees
in mosi sitas, was surpasszd by mari-
juana in-popularily gmong male sduit
arresiess in many Cities, bul primarily
iti the Wessars Uniled Stales. digh rales
ol ampheiaming use remain targely 8
western L5, phenomenon, while 1he
highesi rales Of spiate use continue o
be conlined (o a igw large ciies,

UISE OF MARHUANAL

-3 i 1996, increasing rates of marn-
wana use megistered across all age
calegories of adull males, This find-
ing is in conrasl (o past years where
increases were aoted primarily in
the juvenile and young arresiee
populalicns

Irs pifte DUF sites, (he indrease of
marituana posizives {yom 1995 10
1996 among 3i- i0 35-year-oid
arresiees reached or exceeded 10
percaniage potnts, and included in-
CreEases ol 16 peresniage points (in-
gianagpolis gnd Atlanta), i%
pereeriage points (Clevelang:, and
12 pereeniage points {Birmingham),

Report on Aduls srd Suvenile Arresteas. 997,

Lise or Cocame:

2y While cotaine use among male
arrestess continued (o decline or rev
main stable in many DUF cities, re-
markable ingreases were noted in
several sites.

In Omaha, cocaine positives for adul
male arresiess gréw 10 24 percent in
1996, up from 19 percent in 1998, In
Miami, cocaine positives increased
from 42 to 52 percent, {ocaine test
positives rose 3 parceniage points in
indianapolis. in other siles {Dallas and
Houston where there were overali de-
creases of a leveling off of cocaine pogi-
tives in the adull male population,
polentially significant increases none-
Lheless showed up among 18- o 20-
year-gids (3 finding that is discussed
further below), Given the small num-
per of cases, however, caution should
be used when assessing the signifi-
cance of the trend in this age category.

List or Omates;

O Opiate positives among adult male
arrestess remaingd 1ow relative (o
toecaing and manjuansg, although a
fow sites reported rates of more than
10 percent.

Qpiaie use among male arregstess con-

. kinued to be highess in Chicago, Man-

hatian, Philadslphia, Portland, 8.
Lowis, and San Antonio. in each of
these cities, opiate test positives
equaied or exceeded 10 percent in
£956. The highesl recordad percentage
among adul male arrestees was 20
percent, found in Chicago. tn sach of
{hese sites, however, the rate dropped
b1 3 percentage points from 1993,
excepl in San Amtonio where # re~
maingd the sameé.

Lt or At Liast One Dirug:

W3 inthe majority of sites {15 out 6T 23},
the rate at which adulft male
arrestess were found positive [or at
izast one drug increased over the
iast year,

Justice. 1998 Dirug Use Forecasting: Annuai
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in2gaf 23 aites, more than 60 pcrc:ni
of adull ma]e arresiess lesled pagitive
for at lcasz one drug, and two more
sies were within 3 pereeniage points
of the 6U~pcrccai batrier. In only ¢ne
S;thSan fose—did iess than 50 percent
ol'the arfcstezs iasl positive for at least
one drug!

Severalrends appeared 10 account for
the owmﬁ higher rates &f drug use in
the adult’male arrestes population na-
tionwide] The greatest increases (5 o
0 pcrccm} were seen in sites where
boith manzuana and cocaine posilives
are ¢l mbmg These sites inClude Dan.
ver, Fﬁri Lauderdale, mdzanapoizs
Qmazha, amj San Argnic, all ol which
are uizcg not historically agsociaied
with the highest rates of drug positives
n DUF data, bul which are cusrenily
expe*‘:mcmg increases in prevalence in
the arrastce pogidaiion. On the pihey
hand, -..uwa traditionatly showing high
druag testposilive percentages, such as
San Diegd and SL Lawis, showed sta-
bil zly (hal is explained by 2drop in¢o-
caine pasziwzzs and an increase in
matz;g;ana pogilives. Furthermore, in

&iaﬁhaiian ang Philadeiphia Lhe rate oF |

positives | found ior any drug amongihe
adult ma}e populadon decraased by &
angd 7 pErcentage points, respeclively,
despite the 1ags thai thege cilies ol
lowed zbe nationwide trend ol in-
sreased mar:;uana iest positives. The
gechings in thess lwo cities can be ex-
plained by significan decreases in o
caing and opiale o8t positives in aduht
male arresiees

*

Druc Use AMONG THE
YCUN{:;;S? ADULT MaLe
ARRESTEES

) The peroenlage o the vounges
mz&ieg&es:mg posiive tor markjiana
rmrcalsed sharply In most siles,

The median raie Ol marjuana preva:

ience torihis group was 64 percent an
inCrease ol |1 peroeniage poinis over
ihe pasifvear However, 1he rate of
changc varzeﬁ across sies irom a b-
poing éecrease in Housionto a i9-point
increaselin indianapotis,

O Recent cocaing use, measursd
through urinalysis, among the
yaungest male arrestess continued
i drop in most sites, but increased
neticeably in others.

The degline in cocaine posilivesamong
voung males poted in many DUF siies
in recent years CONUrasis with increag-
ing rates for this group in @ number of
sitzs in 1996, the most pronounced
being found in Houston (14 percentage
peinisy. Qiher shies ka1 showed in-
creases are Omaha (11 points), Miams
£10 points), and ind@napolis (8 poims:,

Use or Opiares:

<3 The median rate foropiale test posi-
Lives was 2 percent among the
youngsst male arresiess.

while the younges: dduit male arresiae
group exhifuiad the iowest prevalenge
rates 1of Opiaies amang aduli malesin
19%4, the perieniage Lesting posilive
increased in ning sites, OF spagial note
are Philagelphiz and St Louis in which,
respeciively, 12 and 14 percent of the
youngest males iesied positive for opi-
ales. These are high levels for thig age
bracket and thus Lhese figurss bear

‘waiching 10 delerming i Lhey are in-

dicative OF an ¢mgrging O more wide-
spreagd heroin probiem in these
communities

Deuc Use AMONG ADULY
FEMALE ARRESTEES

3t 20 ol 21 sites collecting female
dala, the raction ol adult igmale
arresiess (osting posiive for man
ang myreassd

3 Consistent with previous years, adull
IEmates exhubited higher prevalence
sulen o cocane use than did adult
mrafey

LISt OF AMARHUANA

iy 19956 aduli iemales displayed nolabls
INCreAses in mariniana use. In five siies,
increases reached 10 o more porcent-
age points Atlania {13 poinls), Bir-
mingham (10 points), Clevelangd (11
poinls;, Fordfand (10 poinisy, and

5L Louis {11 pointst, The highest raies
of use were among those under age 21,
with a median rate of 36 percent for
that age group. Pemaies 21 angd older
were datected ag recent users of mari-
juana less frequentiy.

st or Cotane:

The median rate for cocaine test posi-
lives among adult DUF [emales contin-
ued o drop siowly-from 54 percent in
994 to 48 percemnt in 1995 and 46 per-
cenl in 1995, Despite the consistent
decrease, there was significant vania-
tion smong sites, Al the majority of
sites, rates began leveling off, with
1arge decreases at five sites (New Or-
leans and Cleveland dowr 11 points,

Birmingham down § points, and Dai-
ias snd Detroit dowrn 8 points). On the
other hand, some sites registerad sharp
intreases, with Phiiadeiphia up by 10

‘perceniage points and Phoenixupby 8

percentage points, Increases of & and
6 percerage points for cocaine est
phsitives were seen among females in
San Jose and Portiand, respectively.

Use or Orares:

O Generally, opiate use among adult
fernaies remained stabie or in-
creased slightly.

Two exceplions to overall stable rates
of ppiate use were seen in Manhatian
and Foriland In sach of those two cit-
irs, S-poinl inCreases were reposed,
bringing the opiate tes{ positives
among adult female amestegs up to 27
and 26 pereent, respeciively, In Pont-
land, the same perceniage of adult fz-
male arresiees tested positive for
opiates 24 tesied positive for marnijuans,
goth Manhallan and Ponland oplate
figures were among the highest. San
Diego. a third site with historically high
rales of ppiale positives among is
agult fernale arrestess, however, gsm-
onsiraved a decling among femaiss and
is currestiy 2t 10 percen prevalence.

LisE of At LEasT Oe DU

O The percentage of female adults
testing positive for at feasi one drug
increased overall

Source: U.S. Depanment of Jusice, Nutiona! Instituic of Justice, 1998 Drug Use Forecosting: dnnual
Report on Adult ond Jnvenite Aregsiees, 1982
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1 have past convictions for vigiam coms.,
Neary 3% of jaif inmazes charged with @

vicler? offense i 1988 had previously bean

on probagion of Incarceraed for avislend
oitgrsa. '

inmatas charges with drug offenses were
mesrg Tkaly than those chamed with
proparty or public-arder oitansan 10 have
nevar before been semanced for a orime
{23%, compared 1o 15% and 15%),
inmates charpat with drog offorgas asd
thess charged with visiant affenses wers
oqually ikely (28%) v heve never been
sentanced in 2he AR

in 1969 about & quanet of the Inmates
charged with drug cHenses and a thind

of o viplent and prapety oftenders had
kavarlle regords (tebie 5). Aboun 65% of
the trug offanders tud baon convicind g¢
&3S, almost 16 SR parcRmage ns
1hase charged with violent offenses dat
kzeear than the 61% for public-order
oflandars and the 71% for property
offenders,

Drug offgnders had somewhat shortar
criminal racords than othar ofenders.
Abaurt 12% of the gnug chtenders, 4% of
e violen oenders, 20% of the property
attanders, and 23% ¢f the pudlc-ortier
otandors had & janat oix price sentanoes
to probatorn o incarceration, Ovarell, T7%
of all jall inmatos i 1985 had 2ix or MOY
sS1YNoes 1o probatisn or Incarceraton
belore thelr arrest for thelt surrent oanse,

W

Price drug uss by jab iInmates

Abo 78% of g it inmgtaes in 1888
reporiey that oy had used ot lsast one
Hegal drug during talr e, an 58%
ripaniai thay had uset dnags reguiarly, that
%, Onoe OF oG A wWaek for 5T iesst 1 momth
{table €. Among convicted inmaes, 44%
hest usad drags in the month Hetore shetr
ourren oitense: 30% dally or almost gaily
arvd E7% under e influence whan they
commited halr cutrent offense.

Jull inmates wero TWow as Kkely a5 persons
In the ganeral popuiates 1 have evar e
druge ang 7 Hmes more fkaly than those in

tha ganprsl poouiation 1o have been curman
uenrs of drugs.  (For il inmeses cumant use
seters 1o tho mormh beforg tha amest; fof the
genersl popnietion, 1o tha mamh before the

‘Tabie 5, Prior ssatersous of jati Inmeiss, by the most serioas currens plienam, 1088 isowiow) Based on sstimstes trom the
_ 1880 Natona) Househak! Survey on Dnug
Prior Abusae, contucted by the Nationss Instiute
snmnce ommss Dy Viewsr Popety | sede on Drsg Abuse (NIDA), 37%. of all persons
1 1000%  1000%  1060%  1000% 900 ags 12 or akier had Used some ek dng &
ot ! 1 % 80me Bme, 41d more than 8% were current
diore % % NN e TRE% users,
rveride disty 1.6 a§ 28 10.1 2.3 X
oukany b SRS S+ G = A o Abcut ha'f the inrtiates it local jalis In 1989
N . hat used cocaine or crazk; in 1983, 38%
WreDee o e . mpanad having Geet thess dnugs. Socaing
o PIz% WM BN Sea%N EP%
; :gé e;g 13 zgﬁ 1;‘4 gngd crack wore the Only drags 1or which
3 1 ) 1 7.7 prportiondioly mom inmates raponied use
8z 29 1958 #wa 743 E ]
M b 14 o 9 P in 1889 than in 1583, By svary measure
TEntmon L2 4k s W 6 applipn — gvst using the dnugs, aver using
Nurmber o Ja¥ o tham reguiary, uaite thes in the month
inenaus MIL  MeEET BAE DA% 82992 praceding the oifansa, and using tham &
" the time of the otle13e w180 2 cocniv
R " —  andd OtHsk Indransed.
" o “aiet RSResY” DO SHWN SeDNrElal. EXchalen gn seyRRs e
11 2 o . - Sarona ksgsans on Atnzsa, Natonal Moswkd
F2317T mptan wieiba DHene o frir S WL unkngmT 5 08 Drg Abxas: Enteams 1540,
109G, tabie 28,
‘Tande &, Drug use hissory of fuli inmatea, by type of drig, 1060 xnd 158
%&Mt . ‘gsmmmmwm
0w month Ty ¥ g ol 1 e 1TV
ofenss  Dilore Wi oBense slihaofane
1 i EL k] kil o5
Any dng TIT% TEA%  SA% BOB%  4A9% <RIk 297 B20% 2T AN
Mg grug £5.4% 44.0% 1A% S 7% 1ew 1rYN L% L% 1%
pr L o4 388 wr A b 19 }1% ) L1 - X > B 55
rvem W2 %24 514 16% 2 79 1S4 &5 S5 .
1St 1®e 229 63 &5 14 22 2 b A3
enp WE 6K YT 1.2 0 s 12 i3 W
MePhassne 4 &8 1T I X * . a4 3 &
Ot (g 7L T4A8% 40.9% HT.I% L% ALE% S89% W% 120% 2%
Merpsarik My ML a78 W0 B ST 1 L TR 1 8% 185
AmDOETTInRE - R4 kA Wi 54 2.4 1z [N 2 42
e 72 218 T2 £ ) a9 14 28 4
Hatasiere 47 a0 4% Bl A 33 2 % 3 1.7
TEandoRmy’ "e  wa 54 5% z4 26 13 18 2
A omBinannn of STPREmMIEMVER 275 DHRIDGONN,

Source: 1.8, Depxriment of Justice, Buresu of Justice Sutietics, Drugs and Jaif Jnmates, 983, August 1991,
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Jall irenstes who had used
socaine or crack, 1559

Conviciad jal! ismaies reponed retatively
wiganproas use of cocaing and ¢razk
only aftar 1983, In that year, 12% ot Y
mmmlmwmmmm
Wﬂtamwﬁwtm:ﬂm
Mmmﬁwﬂnm,wtﬁﬂs?mm
pommgtdauma Coonine and erack
mmmgwﬁﬁwmw
tianaioly more jsii inrnetes used in 1958
than in 1983, In severn! ways these -
w:mmm;::wmwimm
ey ummfmm oitancers who wurs

using no grugs,

How many (st inmatss used Locsine
of ¢rack il the mordh befors thelr
arveat?

* Nesry 1 tn svaty 4 pomvicted jall
inmatea Inézmmmm of cocaine
OF Srack in the i betors they were
ammw‘@'thcifwmuﬂm

mmguemmma
frernates Who used eocaine or ersek
biﬁnmmhmﬁnhdﬁnu?

" mrztﬁw‘w:ﬁawcmskmm more
Tkaly o bofma%c and biack non-
Minpanic llgan wore inmatea who used
Gther dnags or had not uses crugs in the
MsiEh ham thei? oflerws. Coonlng andg
mckusommrs more Lkey & D undiet
809 30 than were !nmmcs who hat usad
™ drugs. t

* Abowt 57% of coceine gnd gther drg
wers hark iaiioc! 6 sompiate high school,
wmmwm&%am«mmm e
using dnigs ln tho momh beftire v
tHanse,

* Users of cOCING OF £Tack were more
ely 1o bo unempioyet: {477} than other
anm usm {34%;} o1 those wiwe ¢isf ret
LS8 dm {39%;.

-&mamncmmmw hat
besn wmimd of drugy watheking or
possassion,

*Cacwngwcmdzmmmnrmm
more Tkely than other drug users to have
committad their current otfensa w obtain
monoy 1! digs —— 39% of tha users of
mormmﬁw weors rying o
gat money tor SrUgs whon thoy commt-
mdﬁmk:mmm
’Cmnwermckmmmm
kot to ham pricr criminai recornds than
imatas who used gther drugs o di sen

Crapnciarietion vf oovvicine 7 Ine witg hisd Uimet Booking oF Sraok.
SINE ArUEH, oF IO GFUDS i1 S MOKIN Gafors thak ofiense, 1059

Sharaciadiatc
E
Mg
Forrswks
fisow angethnielty
. Wt nondaparic Rt 3
Biack non-Mgarsic 453
g me
T Ot 4
Age
57 Gy I 3
1854 "y
550 e
34 23
354 1458
45 proiser } 34
Extuoition
Bl graie OF inss 14.4%
% Vagrwie &£2.1
Ngh achont preciis 1Y
Biorne odagm or s 122
Esvpleymun
Etrpioye £34%
Fli denve 432
Partme 1y
o =
o
Pt wking rwe fiLg
Rouroes of invooyme
Wages A%
Bonafits 0.4
Fatsky ot iriweds. 4 ¥
Raon ex:ome "
et 22
Curtvurt oftwoas
Viohan! L%
Benkitwry 12
Anont 24
Prowry ny
Dutpmry 1y
Ly | &3
Drug 52
Posmssitn ;3]
Teadtiing : 2
Onar drig 17
Pyublevoraer 159
Otiver &
Cowrwmivems srmrent o ianee
for mony Sordauge A%4%,
nowrowcslad i past £25%
Evar enseeviotas its paset 3%,
Racavived dryg
et it pant A2 %
Humiwe o ik rwrvins 81,397

use drugs. About 7% o vaers of
cochaing or crack had ot ast coe
previous incarcoration, and §4% hat
in tha past heen althet on probation or
incarcerined,

2% s
"we 382
134 1T
3.1 £
TN 1.2% -
-y 4| 23
4] b N
AN IR 5 B
35 19,4
@2 i3 ]
2.4% s
4Ly 854
.1 s
Ha 158
e o5
58 .t
1oL 18
"1 ny
ny 79
34 w0s
TEYS A%
g: 3 2
iy 7
154 43
27 24
i1, % 5%
E ¥ +3
£4 T
324 22
"nE 74
wy 14
o 1 4
A €3
104 83
1.4 3
2.3 A
1.3 1.8
1% 2%
83.7% 4%
A% 1%
%, 5% 113%
44 550 121062
= Abocst A2% of socting users had

panicipated in some Kind of dnig
resment program, compared 1 36%
of othar ¢rug wsers and 13% of those
why had not used grugs in the momh
betore thelr currant ofonae,

Souree: U.S', Depertenent of Justice, Bureau of Justios Sutistics, Drugy and Jaif Inmates, I98%, Aupan 1991
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Compared to 1988, inmates reported increased use of cocaine
or crack and decreased use of marijuana

Half of all Inmates in 199Y had used
cocalne in some form

Thirty-two persant had USet Socaing of Crack
on & reguigr basis, cComparad 19 22% in 1386,

Farcent of Inmates whe teportes —
Ever usad Lisod

1991 1866 891 %
Any grug 7%  BO%  B2% 43%
Meriuana T4 76 52 -1
Localnelorack 50 . 44 b -4 22

Horgir‘oplates 25 26 15 1%
ry.

About g quarter of tha inmates in 1891 said thoy had
utod cosne of srack in i month belors he offenss,
comparad 1o & fitth of inmates in 1386, About 14%
committad thair oHense undar the influence of cocaine
ar grack in 1981, up from 10%.

The percentage of Inmates using manjuana in the
month before the offenss decreased from 46% in 1986
s 32% I 1991, Eloven persent ¢f inmates ware under
e influence of marijuana &t the time of the offense

in 1991, comparad 1o 18% in 1886,

About B0% of inmates in both 18886 and 1931 reported
ovay using a drug, and 2% raponed requiar use of 8
Hrug & some time in their lives,

inmatss in 1891 wore ess likely than thoss
int 1886 to have used drugs in the month before

or it the fime of the otiense
om of inmetes using drugs
in ths mamth be- At the Brie
israthe cftenss  of tha offense
Type of drug 1981 1986 991 1886
Any drug 8%  5&% 1% 3%
Marivana k¥4 46 1 i8
Cocalne/orack 25 20 14 10
Hersin/opistes” 0 11 & 7
Barbltussias™ 4 5 i 4
Stmuiants® 3 0 k4 £
Mausinogens® 4 7 2 3

*For tomponents of g CEMGOTES, e DEDR 30,

% W% 0% B0%  80%
Paesort o inynaey
S g e

Feg. i

Abayt the same proportion of inmates in 1888 and
19831 raporiad using heroin or sther opiates. Inthe
month bigtore the offensge for which they were sen-
tenced, about 1 in 10 had used hesoin or other
upiates, and about 1 i 18 hayd commitied the
offense undar the infilancs of these drugs.

mum wap gifil the most commoniy
drug

inmates in 1991 were more fikely 10 have used mark
juara than any other arug. Morg than half raponed
using marijuana on a reguiar basis, and a thirg ha
used marjuana in the month before the olferse.
One in five inmastes reported using manivana daily
i1 the month befors their cffanse.

About 14% of inmatos committed their offonsa
under the influsnce of cocains Or crack

Bixtpon percont of inmates ware dally users of oocaing
or crack in the month befere thelr sHense «—

« 12% wers ysing cocaing and 7% were using crack |

inmates wera Wite as likely 10 report using cocaing
A5 10 repurt ysing Crack e

« For the month betore the offarse, 208 reported
Locaing uss ang 10% reporad crack uss,

* At the time ¢f the ofense, 10% ware undsr the

influance of cocaine ang 5% were unisr tha
influgnce of crack.

Scuree: U.S. Deparument of Justice, Burcas of Justice Stistics, Survey of Sxatz Prison Inmazer, 1991, May 1993, 29


http:Stimul.!!!.tm

P

Abaout 21,200 Inmates ware aliens

» About 4 in 23 nmates ware not ULS. oifizens.
Thase aliens ware from &t least 43 countrigs in North
Amar;ca. South America, Eurcpe, Atrica, ard Asia.

3%

Maxich

Py

7% 7

{Lamral and South Amenics
14%

Porcert of ghien inthatey

g ot

» Maxicans accounted for about halt
of tho alians—

Country FParcant o! afen in-

of origin mates in Siate prisony
Maxico 47%

Cutsa} 19
Dominican Repubie
Colotiva

Jamaica

! Salvadior
Buaemala

Trinidud and Tobago
Uniteg Kisgdom
Vigtram

{nhers 15

?uulig, Mispenic man predominated

s Noarly all alions were mals, more than four-lifihg
wire, of Hispanic origin, and abowt half ware
ago @510 34,

i
+ About 8 third of aliens wors married, naarly two-
thirds had not completed high school, and nearty tour-
fitths had a job at ihe time of their curent offense.

Wiy TR SN W

* Approximately 1 @ 10 aliens were non-Nispanic Mack

inmates. About 1 in 25 wers non-Hispanic white
inmates, and abowt 1 in 25, Asian-Pacific istandars.

f ——-—

About 4% of State prison inmates were not U.S. citizens

About three-fiftha of atien inmailes

had ever usad drugs

* About two-fifths of align inmates used drugs

during the month prior to Arrest for their current

offense, ang about a fiith ware undsr ihw influencs
- of grugs at the time of the offensa.

Parcant of alien inmates using dnugs —
inthemomirbe- Atthe¥map
fopmthevtisnse  giiheoifenss

Anygrug 39% 2%

Coopineirank 2 12

Marijuans 43" . &

Hercin/other opintes ¢] &

Amphetsmines.

mathamphetamings 2 -
ns 2 ¥

Parbinratos 1 <}

o

» Abaut 4,000 sigrs were ;ngg! é’?&
offenses, ]fm |4 o 4
for possassion. 900 "

* 87% of an estimatad 1,400 allens from Colombla and
67% of an gstimated 2,700 allens trom e Dominican
Republic ware incarceratext for & drug offense.

Mozt sllen inmates wore serving time
for grugs (45%) or viglenoe {(34%)

» Approximatedy 1 0,800 aliens werg incancerate for
vivhnt crimes, ing Nomitide, robbary, assault,
ang sexual assaun,

Fublic-order ofienses [ z {

% 0% 20% 3D% A% 5D
Parcont o align inmaies

2B H

8 Sourse: U.S. Depertment of Fostioe, Buseen of Jusmics Seatisties, Sirwy of Swae Prison lmates, 1991, My 1993,



Fernale inmates were more likely than male inmates -— and black
Inmates more likely than white inmates — to have used crack

Crack usars Kentlied amang the Inmates

Parcen: of Inmuies who inthe
may have used other drugs, Insiuding pow- et Datar .

-

der cocains, In the month bstore their of- . T owoer Another
wma&?o% wg‘;{m assr& m%y have’ Charactaristc Tota!  Crack pocsing dam  No snm
ussd o 5 notora SETS O attenders
other drugs had not used crack of Socaing. - ‘ R tow W 2% B
® 19% of women in prison had used crack in 99X '
the monih befora the ofienss, compared 1o 10% X% bresalibe A - S
of the man. About egual parcenages of emale 1 1 1
and maig inmates usad powdser 0ocaing. Ruca/Hispenic origin
Wine
@ 14% of black inmates, compared 1o 6% Black 32? ;?‘ ::% g% g‘:%
of white inmates, had used crack. For black Othar 100 5 % 00X ol
| inmates, cocaine users acoounted tor the Mispanis 100 B 25 4
8aIMe poercamags as crack Lsers.
Age -
@ Hispanic inmates of afl races ware more 16.24 W% 0% 1% W% 4%
fkely than non-Hispanic inmates Io have 2529 w1’ 1. p-r4 45
usad eocalng powder (2% varsus 14%;). 30.34 1w n 1 26 s
] 3544 100 g % 23 &2
45 or oiter 10 3 [ 0 n
Fig. ¥f
Parcent of inmates wheo in the
Loonth betors the oftenss used
Powdar Anctier
Charscieriatic Crack cocaing dnm  Nogdnm
Current oftense 100%  100% 100%  100%
® Inmatas who had ussd crack in the
Vioient ctfenses 3% 3K 48X 3% month bofore their oftense were less likely
Homiciie 51 " 13 be in prison for a violent offense than
Saxunl asnaut 4 5 71 8 those who had used other drugs
Robbery \ 1% 7 17 12 o 18 drug
Assua 5 3 & 1o '
® About a third of the crack users wers
ey T% oM WX B nprison for @ violent oftensa, slightly
Lerary ¥ & 5 2 lesa than & third for a proparty offanse,
: ani about & third for a drug oitense,
Lnag cienaes I BN % 17% : .
Possession 12 1 7 8 ® The percantage of crack users Ingdi-
Traticking - 1" 12 19 catlng that thay had committed their cfense
15 got money for grugs {55%; was over
Pubslio-onter oMansas 4% % 5% % 2% timas tha percertage of users of drugs
other than cocaine or Srack (20%).
Comminsd currant cense
tor money for drugs 58% €% 0% -

Scurce: U.S. Department of Justios, Burcan of Justics Stasisties, Survey of Site Privon Inmaces, 1991, May 1993, 23
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for the virus that causes AIDS said they were HIV-positive

Drug users and nesdia users had higher
positive rates than other inmates

+ For inmates reporting tes! results, 2.5% of dny
users, comparad 1o 0.8% of athar inmates, sponrad
thist thoy tested HiV-pasitive,

« The percentage of HIV-positive was higher among
mnates Wit w—

LS crugs in the month before thelr oftense (2.8%]).
used neadias 1o inject drugs inteavenausly (£.99%;,
and sharad needios with other drug users {7.1%).

A unnwofmuhaduudamzik
to injost drugs

EBgrant of inmaies whity

2.2% of inmates who reported the results of the test
51.2% of gl inmates hat ever toen tested
for the human immunodaoficieney vinus (MIV)
arxf reponied the results

Porcant of inmales
tested for HIV and
e 19 resuits
-
inmates Tt positve
AS £1.2% 2.2%
Maio 803 2.1
Fumaio 88,8 3.3
White B2.6% 1.1%
Blak 52.1 2.8
Other 50.5 &
Mispanis 460 8.7
Maig
Whiite 51.7% 1.0%
Blask 51.2 25
Mispanis "~ 452 35
Femais -
Whits £8.2% 1.9%
Hlack 67.3 3%
Hisparie 827 g8
Fg &

Among ail mgiese-

§1.2% roportad HiV-est rosults

922  had nover boan tested

) did not know ¥ they had been tested

7.5 nad boen tested but did not know the resuits
retused 10 repart whether they had been
1éstad of refused 10 ropor: the test resuits.

|
Of thosa inmates who were ever tosted for the
prasance of HIV and wno re;xmw e 1E5UILS r

Latn i

« Women (3.8%) wore more likely than men {2.1%)
to test HIV-DasRive.

{
+ 3. 7% of Higpanic inmates gnd 2.6% ot black
inmates tested HiV-positive, compared 10 1.1%
of whits inmates.

» Higpanic mern {3.5%} wete more likely than white
man {1.0%) 0 1est MIV-pasithva,  HIV-positive tasts
accouned tor 2.5% of the biack men who had ever
testet ang who rgporied the outcoms.

» Higpanic women {§.8%} had highar HivV-pasitive
rates ihan white womaen (1.9% Black womngn
had 5 positive rate of 3.5%

Of &l prison inmates, 55.9% said they had been
testat afier the most recant agmission.

Ve drogs
fEvwr  Inthe monih
used baofors the

Al dnugs gttenss
Evar injocted @ dnug
for nonmadicnl purpoges  28% 31% 40%
Type of drug

Hein/other opiste 17 22 28

Tocaine L I3 2

Crank [matham-

phelaminreg) 8 é 11

{nher 4 5 7

Ever sherad & readls 1% 5% 22%
By 85

» 40% of inmates who used drugs in the month
betore their ofisnse had in the past used a naedls

10 inject grigs.

« 1 in 6 inmates used a nesdie 1 inject heroin
or other opiates, and 1 in 6, 10 Mject cocane.

» kAory than 10% of gli inmates gnd 20% of users
mms!monmmmma%rmtememmma
neadls,

Aeuree: U.S. Deparment of Jusiice, Bureas of Justioe Statistics, Survey of Sz Prison Iumazes, 1991, May 1993, 25
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Table 12 Current offanxe of samtenced Federsi and Stte prison inmates,
| by criminat history, 994

BETRINCHC IR
Recxnat
No NG ey
HNES RIS 1 pliperes Pravr vickins oHlenke
Current otianze Y Tate ] Sise Focenal  Shyiw
Yot WE0% N HO.0% W% 106.0% 100.0%
¥ioient shenant 5.9% BA8% A% A5.0% A3.2% 54.1%
HOmOEN 12 34 1.3 gE as WA
Sezusl assal M 141 A 62 R 4 X
Rabbery . 4B X 53 &7 115 a4 4P
Aggaut 140 a4 12 82 as 1.3
Crthar icient 1.5 1.7 1.4 15 27 2.
Proparty sllanzes 1.8% #% 13.4% .2% a.4% 229%
Buorgiary A 44 12 164 1 11
Larcaoy E .4 14 [ 13 &3
Fraud [:¥. 1.7} R iz &4 1§
Oher property j 1.4 28 ¥ 15 4.7
Drug offensss 88.7% L% £.7% 5% 1% 5%
Posseston 1t #.45 x4 &2 g1 £5
Traficking 0.0 , A AZY HE 247 $5
Dt dnuag A3 - id 4 A &
Fubbc-orger oifersas 11.0% 3a% ILE% 5% 15.0% 7.3%
Number of mmates 23008 15348 Ra¥r 382398 $.70% 2075006
Now: Other cfignses are omvtes, Deixi may net
HO0 10 tobals Dechuke OF MRt

Crimingt history antf current olienss Htate inmates were In prison tor drugs.
Somparsd (o inmates with G pricr
otteanse and 1o recidivists with no prior
viclgnt otienun, Fegerasl and State
inmates who were convicted in the past
of & visient offense were loss likely 10 be

n prison for 8 current drug ofensa,

Most Federal inmates withtdt prior
oHienses or with 2 history of only  *
nonwvicient offenses were strving &
sertance for a drug offsnse fabée 12),
Five i 18n first time inmgtes gnd over

4 in 10 nonwvicient recidivists were drug
traNickers, About 7 in 10 Federal ine
mates with no pricr affenses and 2 in 10

In both Federal and State prisons,
inmates with prior vicient offenses werg

likely 16 be in prizon 1or aRother violent
wHense. Abouwl 43% of these Federal
inmates ang 58% of State violent
rocitivigts ware in prison for another
viclent oftense,  Of violent recidivists, 2
third of Federat inmates and a fith of
State inmates were in prison for robbery.
About 10% of Federal prisoners and
B5% of Siate inmates with ne previdus
SENENCEs were i prison for a vicleny
effense. .

Drug use

Athough Faderal inmates ware muth
mare Hely than those in State prisons 1
D surving 3 gentente for drug olfenses,
thay were leas ikaly than Staig inmates
0 have used drugs (1abie 13). Asked
thay had ever uoeg Srugs. had ever
uped st inast ones a weak for a
month {repuilarty), or had used grugs in
he month betore their [ast afrest
Fodaral inmates reported less use than
o Stale prison inmates, Faderal
inmatas were gimost half as fikely as
Siate inmastes 1 have Doen using drugs
at the time of the current offense (17%
and 31%;).

Mariuana was the drug most cormmon
lor both Federat and State inmates,
futiowed by cocaine-tissed drugs and
heroin ang other opiatas. A flth of alt
Fadural inmates and aimost a third of
State inmates had used cocaine st teast
ONcY & woek lor a moth or more. Just
unlar 1R of Pederal inmates and 15%
af State inmalos hag useg Rardin of

other opiates reguiatly.
t
| Tanie 13. Drug usz of ssntarced Fadoral mng State prison nmeies, 1881
Fatoant of sersences mmates
Ever uzeg Vsel Srugz nihe TR e
Ever ured ity Pl morth balces Dilehee © Lt of ik ofeny
Type o orug o T Y = Feowy
Ay ting 80.1%  THax 423%  faom 3% 495% B.0% 0%
L 10 T £28 738 b =35 %52 192 322 58 1.4
Locunaopek ny 54 L 3% 154 252 77 145
M GRS 4.3 n2 42 153 55 1.3 kg 58
Bartrioraies 438 2458 53 WE 14 e - 1.6
Somulunis we w7 8.2 % 3 39 YA .8 29
HalotroQers 145 b B 43 ARF ] 12 37 k. 1.6
Sipte: Dats are mosBing o0 1% of Faders prgon wwnaies snd 5% 0f Suss praon mmates.

8 Source: 11.S. Department of Justice, Burcau of Justios Stntistics, Compaving Federal and Siaie Prison honares, 1991, Seprember 1394,
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amount of drugs nvolveg in the current ufianss, :
by [raceriispanic origin of ssntenced Feders! inmates, 196t f

Rwcat-ipanic brign b Mo Crntk Cocmrm '&vlﬂ%
of Tenaing wvl type Rurrdaw e Nt B e BoamE . Nemoer TAME
dmmmm otrmvaes Binoen M olewnews WEEn - NeRn  of et Mt Wean  of omeiey Masan  Nex
AN prates® ’
pzw' T s oz 25 @ WS 1580 T7S0 S5 W00N0 302830
Traficiung 2438 g 2 2358 “ §70 1M 30 R 4420 (B0 325358
PorsEsION &85 170 1420 55 = 85 L7 2000 xag 506 45360 200580
mt!t}s now-Hispenl inrnaden i
i’tad’ 407 S 6300 1% -1 4R 4525 1000 BYSC 2825 DOB00 4.008.790
“trafficking W W AW 6 . ¥ MM 00 ETAS0 23D 200000 ABNTOES
?ugm T OA00 A . BER 1% 112080 45« W80 55190
Biack noe-Rispank: inmes ,
Yo 145 230 1580 2513 00 44% 50 1380 42 0 491380
Traffickiy WP X 2050 188 » 8w A oz tn7S0 oo 880 751,040
P’ocim 1] 1 5] 43 © T L AR 78 2 e
Higpric inmates
irw, 12 i L0 38 250 290 TNT 2000 DESE0 2EFS  IZAYR 2452290
Teaflicking ' w37 ™" ) 257 B/ 33k 8417 £003 R340 YIS B0 236140
ﬂufu&m Ak 150 usee s 261 3000 &40 B TOON0 351880
. . -$he sampiec numMBber of ynaies was W ymal *cAsons iomuws of 2R reces S s DECKproUnas.
%5 SEUNEte UW Insnier, S ORI, W the fasn. Fioming Evutes pamviciid o g oftenaet Giher than
W ANt POKEEERon.
ngemi inrnates in prison for drugs had in estimating the weight of drugs « White oflenders wera santencedt for
commizwd crirmos thal usually involved  involved is the curant offenss. the lamger amounts of haroin on average
ian;s amounts of egal drups end largs  offender may have been charged with than biack or Higpanic inmates, Half
amoums of money. The amoum of all the drugs in the entire oparation, ¢f the whites in hergin Cases wete
drugs involved in acass can serve as . An offentlar who sorved a sentence rvoived with at least 600 grams of

ona measure of the sencusness of the  for laundering money from lllegal drog heroin, while tall of the bicks werp
crimgs. For axample, at least hat of sales, for axampia, could havs beon ennvictad for 230 grams and half of
the cheaine Yratickers in Federal pris. chargad with the total amount sold, the Mispanics for 170 grams,

ons m 1431 had been convitted in a Thres imorviewsd prisoners convicted

case which bad concerned 3 of more in the same case could also have cited  » In pHanses involving crack, hal of

;x}wzﬁs o! cocaine (500 grams = 17.5 the tolal amount of drugs. the Hispanio inmates ware gonvicted
gunces or ¢ littie mors than a pound). . B cases ivolving at lsast 260 grams;
The everage irafficking case invoived » Among oftenders convicted of Meroin  halt of the black inmates were i cases
over 180 pounds. sitanses, half were welved with &t having at east 30 grams; and hii of the

loast 240 grams of heroin, The aversge  white inmates, at least 20 grams,
Ascurding to Drug Enforcoment Admin.  case goncerned 2,510 grams. in Feok
wration estimates for 1991, the Wimate  eral crack cages, half of the olfenders = in cocaine cases, Hispanie and wihils
vels 'of 180 pounds of cocaine rangeq  were invoived with at laest 40 grams drug eitentders ware involved with larger

from $2.9 million ts $14.5 miliion, of crack (an sverage of B40 grams). amounts of cocame han black inmates,
{Omer estimates: 1 gram of heroin, Half of e cocaine offenders wars Malf of the Mispanics in cocame cases
$40-8450, ang 1 pound of mariuana, sontenced for 4t leadt 1,580 grams nad af least 3,000 grams of cocaine,
$400-53.000.; of the drug (an averags of 77,690 na of the whvies at lsast 1,000 grams,
' grams). angi haif of the Diacks ot isast 500 .
grams,

Source: 1 U.S. Depantment of Justice, Burcsu of Justice Statigtics, Congsaring Federnl and State Privon bonates, J99), Scpicmber 1394, 13
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randiom groups of inmates In addition to
inmates suspatted Of Oy use. Aboan
0% of community-besed fxinies tested
withor gl Inmatey OF rgA00m Jroups and
inmmes suspacied ot uning drugs.

Alrnost all werk roipase faciities tested
R’ gnags

Avout §2% of incifitles tha provided spe-
2ial WOTK r0ieB95 OF Provaloass pIOgrame
wsted lnmtes for drugs (table 103,
Ningty-three percent of facitios that
separealy handlad otfendsrs teincarcor-
#ad for viciating semu condiion of thelr
supervised reicass aiso chocked inmates

Tabie 10. Factiitien tasting Inmates :
or rexiders for drug ume, by function
of Torrsctionsl tecliity, June 1090
Hrowr
Fazitey hunctoes oftuchivey Porcont
Gonwraindat popbaton:
T54E LN

Hoot cemg n nk
Racapiamsbwgrosis

and smsaifaton "y ”a
Madical yaatmeny .

hosprtairaton sonfnement #5 hd
Anoloiug sraairent

conbisemae 17 [ ¥
Youthhaotander 27 #a.3
Wk sulmmaa/preralby e L33 "]
Parsora st o custedy

Bramid AU tVIESd salpnie n 234
Cxnar 140 ne
Nolw: Facidbs sy Do clanyibed o e
Fint: o funetien,

1o drugs, Over 0% of (seifties tha
parformad "othe!” hanctions, such aa
presermance, psychiatic, of genstic
SeIVICes RISC 1S thelr residarsts,
Naarly 60% of fnzifties for youtivy!
affenders tested inmates,

For at inmetes 185100, State prisons

PpOrtad higher postive rales than
Federal prizons

Naticrwiip, 3.1% of the 1e8ts tor cousing
inthe 12 manths betore June 30, 1890,

wers positive, as wers 1,2% of the tests
tor heroin, 1.5% for methamphstamings,
ard 5.8% for manjena. State facdlitios
repemed Hipner poshive rates tor drug 1ests
than Fecioral tacilties {able 17), In Siate
fathutiong, 3.6% of 1e5ts for cocslne were
pasitive, compared 1 4.4% in Fodatal
prisons. Stete taciities tound 2.0% of the
tosis showtny recent methemphataming
use and 5.3% whowing mmtjuans use;
Fecuratprisons foung 2,1% and 1.1%,

tHapectively.

Table 11, Number of tecllites tasing for specific drugs, nember of tests
piver, end percent positive, frous July 1, 1680, fo June 30, TON0
Tunte Fachites
ML?M Hurtemt  Pascent
Trpe oty e o, | Wy | geNere
AR acitie
ATPREI TR 256 ot A 5313 32.8%
Barbinrsiss 2iEnsk ¥ &7 .1
Cocane 13480 a1 " o F-
Harmie: 283 12 454 383
LED A ¥ b 43 =% 3
I rfune/tmanal: = ¥ - 5.0% w4 =™
blahazione 15028 ¥ 3 A 8%
Mt P TR 100 14 i 204
Unepachiod sag 1M A8 2 % R
Dher 83,500 1.4 182 3<%
Foveral Seciies
ANPIEBITINeS sy 8% 2% .3 30.0%
Bartyines s L3R N i i 311
Comansse 55293 A - 8.3
Haror: sia08 - 3} 5.4
1sn 40297 oy &5 44
farjoaratusivgh 53,00 1.4% .14 TN
Mathesions 42,958 K. 3 83
£0.49% R 4 .
Unspacied onig 30.22% A & 43
oot 2,045 & )5 [
St tycikiony
ARDEERINOGS €56 L% Ll 28
Sarpraias ik £ M 342 .
Cocane 25y s 85 a0
Haron bl 13 3 8.2
50 E1065 3 < 7] 0e
ki gspmnanashinh 343184 £3% bt 7e0%
Mmoo 07387 F i -3+
7 N T P 80 % bt e
Unzpacihaed griy #5500 8 i . X
Char V0766 1.6 145 LY
Now:. Dew ars ke 61 Facernl maikes s TI8 Simts dikion with date on afl vassbies.
LA B G5,

Souree: L1.S. Department of Justice, Buren of Justive Stiatinics, Drug Snforcement and Treament in Prizons, 1990, July 1992,
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Mmd&mww
taiities reparied positive dnig tests

mnmmmmtmm
mmmw. Faderal and Sime
taciftios mrsmoquwy iksly 1 have
found Grug use In Ul instintions.  Aroung
$ in 10 of boths Fedeal and Stare taciltias
wmmeMMm&mnm
pemitive 1a8t. !ﬂwn%iﬁiﬁmm
testing for methamphatamines, the use of

e truy was giscoverad, Meriuans was

Sotectact is aboit 6 in 10 facittiss testing.

Commurity-based tacities found Highe:
mdwmzmwm
facikties ‘

Tests had m oo es tor 8.9%

¢f the cocaing thsts and 8,1% of the mark-
Jiana tausts az#mininm by community-
Laaect {nciiities, mﬁm 1A% of the:
cocaing 10518 20 5.8% of marikans tesn
in tonfinemarn tacilties {tabis 12).
W&pmim hOWOVEr, ware founc
" mors often mmm.mmgzm
tasted positve) ;?mn in community-based
mumiw {1.1% positive},

Among Stite confinemen facilies,
Mﬁommﬂxmomy@w
bmzmmww

How Inmates wors seiectad for testing
alfoctod the m o poshtive resulis. Those
Srna mnﬁmmm {esiitins tosting only
wWhn Brug wee m susporied recoroed
tgher rates o pm%:wt t9suks than othet
faciltles pun tmod randemly of compre-
hensively. wm taciities tesiad only un
suspicion of drug use, 6% of cocaing 19ms
and 14% of mariusna tests wars positive,
pompared (o 1.5% or wss for cocaine aml
5% o7 lana for mau‘l}uam whan facitties
195190 SVeIYUne "or & rardom.

The resutis for State comemumity-based
{aciltias wire opposiie those of conting-
mert facilties. Testing an suspidion only
produced & i::ww percartage of positve
rasiis than tming SVRTYON® OF & random
soigmion. In mmmwm tacdiies
which tested on suspicion only, £.8% wite
[positive tor cocalns and 6.4% for mar-
pana; in wmml.ml'sy “Based taciites using
gthat selaction mm “aroung 9% of
tasts for cocaing’and 8% for mariiuane

woth posiive,

Tiw percentages of Dositive testy wers
higher in large tacilties

Large prisons, whethar Fadaral or State,
had highe rates of positive druy 1ests.
in Fedetal tacikiies with 1,000 or more
inmates, 1.4% of the marijans iens,
0.8% f the cocaine, and 8% ol the

haroin tasts ware sositive (tabls 135, in
Pederal facifes hoiding tewe? than 500
inmigies, tho percentages ware 0.5% for
marjana, 0.2% for cocaine, and nong tor
heroin. Among State prisons, the largest
faciities with 2,500 or more inmates had
the highust percamagss of postive 1osts
for amphatarmings, cocaing, and hervia

Trdis 12. &mmwmmwwam tasdiitiun 2ng peroent positye
mmz,:m,mm&zmuwamwmmuwm

Tromoldug ’ ;
by ety e ony oy
B cordeaenont
ARSI wnines. Ao Ara L% % A% 5%
Barblurams 12 15} ¥ 4 3 4D
Cotare 230000 14 1.8 15 80
Hersin: 1724 8 7 F-3 - & 4
18D 71084 13 A ¥ 4.1
Moarisnaiushisk TR 50y 51% 1% %
Rl 7 14 2 & 13
rovteib ool a1 " ] “
bvemanate K55 8 12 ) 133
Kinn commimniy-basw
ephatame, S4051 1.0% % 4% .
Hertnremi ARA1G . ¥ - 3 B4
Laromem w.Tr E 2} [ B [ 1] £3
Faro a5 50 22 | &4 e b
L&D b ¥y . o2 3 ¥ o ]
Toar Emew/sish 2N £ b A LE L ¥
Manadon 30,500 P &2 o <
25008 13 133 1.2 i
Unapecila: 18,772 i 4 e F: 1
Line o : %] 2 K » -

i Gty on WL varbies,
“Loang P .05,

$oota: Dieoon ww for 5885 Baze sonBownwat e and 207 Sude community-nased Metites

by sty Sewwf mrd slee of corfineenent

Sncxity mwal
und size of ek

Tabvie 13, Posities Srug wete trom July §, 1969, to June 35, 1990,

Fadiaex!

Smciriey wesl
Maximum
Medarm
M

Houiiracgyte ity Puoinie B
A0 Ny
BE0-000
10002, 459

Sew

Sy wesl
Maucrrum
Madum
Mirenym

Ararnn A2y DOSUNION
1456 nrning
-
£,000-2.408
L500 o rewee
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1.2

'S
Y

| -LREN

4=

£ i
& A4 R ]
;3 9 4Y

2 at

*Lets bwn 0.05%

bz Dwm wrw feorn 54 B sontinarnent incieee anc £ Fedare) inciee
wE: Sl on The b el Wikt number posiiee S0 @ g,

e
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Source: U.S, Depsriment of Justice, Buresu of Justive Statistics, Drug Enforcement and Treamuent in Privans, 1990, huly 1992,
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The faciltis holding 1,00010 2,499 In-
Tabin 14, Positive Srug Sets from July 1, 1963,
and meitamphatemings.  Among Faderal .
prisans, e maximurn secumly faciftiex _ Porceni of posive wezs T
ned higher raoes tor positive drup tests Emetiy ncton mrres  Gooew Hacoin Mwivent  pnemmnes
man minimum seoshy faciltes. In maxk
mrum security prisors, 2.5% of the tests far | Genersiaiul sopdemn ™~ 4% o~ £1% %
maruana, .7% of the 1eats tor cocaing, Bostexnp N 17 18 52 13
and 1.4% of e tests tor heroin were Raceppon/lingnosiaend e s - o R
positive. In mirdmum securhy, B.3% foc oo ool : :
marijuana, 0.3% tor cocaing, snd none for sadzaon conhrmene A -2 F 5.6 g1
horaln wora positive, Acoholorugreesment . W s 7.4 12
Youtt i ahencers A 18 5 29 3
St medium aecurity faciles generally Werk reinannirarsioase W 72 1.8 ;.z w0
ned highar positive rates than maxmum or | Anuredmesendy = b b “ “
mirimam securty prsons, For aach dayg
in madium security facifitios, the porcont- Siote: Ducti inchuce 807 Moikves wih SRIR 0N Nander of Srug WD ANd PNDer DOSKIve & sech &rug.
200 positive was A loliows: 6.8% for -
marikang, 4.2% ftr methamphatamines, .
1.7% tor coxaing, and 1.4% for hercin, Yabis 15, Positive drug teets from Juty 1, 1958, to June 30, 1990,
in maximum angd mirimsus facihies, the try drug interdiction astivities of Bixin confinement incilities
sudvaient findings were 5.0% o less for
0.6% or les3 ior mathamphe- Inmarictow ity mﬁ ’WWQM_W
wmminas, 1.4% or iess for cocaine, sng and grousurpeted Wt memwses  Cotaine  Marok  Marees phemmnes
0.8% or legs ko haroin,
Werwiee
’ Aipes 2 1% 1% A% A% 3
Poslive tesults frony Orug tests varied faonty tvey namech end 7eda 5 .2 . 28 .
arihing SxChinge ¥ »
among facilies partorming cffacen: Sonsy cievity sanrcs 41,407 2 3 A 5.1 K|
funisicrs CArng SXCTrGe e F' 18 1.4 £3 2
Yﬂﬂm
Faciiitios which continad inmates returnad Ju’i:"““” gﬁz S; si 4§ 13 u.g
o custody for paroi viclations had rele- Varbal questoning 2877 ) 14 A 3 2
tvely high percartagss of pesiive drug Crthuer ) 2114 k4 bA, 1.0 2y ]
fosts {table 14). Mors than 0% of tests Noraporsedicierdicion astvly 284 L3 Tt 0 284 o
it marljsane ware positive, as wore §.2% Visigors
of tests for methamphetaminegs, 3.8% gg;“m - e 1% e % A% il
for cocaing, any 2.9% for heroin. Foclties Beiongge saet Civee nms . 28 29 aa 28
holding inmates who participated in wark Boctycavity badrch 4,067 4 2 K 24 o
relagse programs of who were freparing mm man ¥ 4 el 8y g
tor gischiacge Rlso hatt relsively Nigh s 505 8 14 2 86 )
positive test rates: 7% for cocaing, 6.8% w _ &g H A 2 53 91
for marijuana, &nd 1.8% for haroin. Drug/ | garoe Weshnng byt p h o g
aicoho! tregtmen in taclities was assoct: Notepormk Fiwadvon arvey 1348 A 74 ¢ £3 o
atod with relntively high positive results o St
Wsls tor cocaing and marjuans use v Kirgpms 2002 23% e 0 2% 54% ”~
3% tor cocaing and 7.6% tor meriiuana VT Guentonng -
Lot 505 .0 12 ¥ X ¥
Facibtios haradling youtiiisd offundars Putionn ° 62,200 ; S ‘i 3 ’;-
ganerally hed relatively kw poahive lest e 60,704 » 21 3 83 48
resuts: 2.1% for mariuana and 1.5% Norsperad emmtcionacivly 44363 a 2 22 A s
for cocwns, HOM: ISMraion. SUIVIDAS 60 SURMIY STTUSNS e 5O Snd MY NGRS DRIV, Varbel
CRIOOrseE. AT ypea” R suveing and visitors By, Wkor e, Dady cvity waerch,”
Postive drug tesis wewe frnked INCARIE IXxly SRV wakrch, Eitthing exchitipe o ‘siing aXchEngs,” Ead DEKIENTY T mey
. DINONELIG SORTTI, PEXIOWE., SO wArDIS Guastoning It SR, YR QU DOTING. KRG STy
10 imertfction activitiey 0 ey e dther srmrdictons. For aedt, "l “Yarial UeSSONRG 26 cakiown,” "R, S
mm%mmm :ﬂl%&yu«:‘mwm
The Site condinemont faciBiins this ques. oy Sy e oA ot " hcaude ary of B peciied inrdcion actizes.
tionad snd frisked inmates o dd nat EECRAROY” 60 oy CHYTy AT DASHDIGH Riarstian”  "Laas than 0.05%.

uxchangs Cothes or search body cavitles
hag higher rates of positive drug tests than v methamphelamines. Tests infacillies performad all types of intardiction activities
fssittion doing &1 thase measures (tabic partorming af types of specific druy had Mghar positve drug test ruies than
155, The tests in the tacifities using eas intardizeion activities wars 1.2% positive faziities which ¢S body cavity sessches
stingent Mmektures wore S.2% posiive for  tor cocaine, 4.6% for meduans, ardl 0.6%  andior clotring sxchanges. Tha facitiies
cocaine, 13.5% for marhans, and 1E2%  fv mathamphetaminas, Faciltioy which fxing all typas of interdiction may have

8
Source: U.5. Department of Jusice, Burcau of Justice Statistics, Drug Enforcement aud Treatmend in Prisoss, 1980, July 1992,
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COCAINE

COCAINE: Annual Price Date
Netional Range. '
{dollars)
Quastiy | MIROERA 1993 1994 995 1956
Nations! Resge | 10,500.40,000 10,800-40,000 10,50.35,000 10,500-36,000
Mixmi 16,000-24,000 16,000-22 000 15,000-35000 1 14,000.25,000
Kilogees | New York Ciny | 17,600.25.000 15,000-23 600 17.,000-27,000 | 15,000.25,600
Chizago 20,000.30006 | 21,000.25000 | 21,000-25.000 1R,000-25,200
Los Angoles 14,000-20,000 15,000-20,000 15,0020 000 12,500:70,000
Marional Range 100.2,600 300-2.500 300.2.200 250-2,000
Miami $00-1.000 300-1.0600 800-1.000 800.1,250
Ounce New Yook City $00-1,00 800-1,.200 $00-1,200 8001200
Chicago 506.1,500 $00-1,100 900-1, 10 900.1,100
Las Angeles 600-1 000 R06-1.200 £00.1,200 $00.1,200
Nations! Range 15200 20-200 36-200 26.200
Miami 6080 6080 6050 AO60
Gram New York Ciry S0-80 3095 3088 30-126
‘ Chicago 100-150 10150 100-150 75100
Los Angsies £0-100 75100 5100 75100
COCAINE: Annual Purity Dats
National Average
{percent)
Quxntity 1993 1954 1993 1986
Kilegrsm L ¥4 g3 " 83 3
Guaee 10 T4 65 67
Grsm 63 &1 £1 6]

Source: UL, Bepartnsent of fustics, Irup Enforcement Adminisvation, Hizge
donngry {393-December 1998 June. 1947,

! Price’Punty Repors, United States:




COCAINE: Quarterly Price Data

. National Range
_ {dollars)
. Meteapolimn Iat Qosrter 204 Quarter 35d Quanes Ath Croarter
Quastity Ases 1996 199 159 1956
Mations! Rasge | 12,000 - 36,000 | 10,500 - 36,000 | 32,000 34,000 | 10,300 - 35000
Miami 14,000 . 24,000 | 17,000 - 25000 | 172,000 - 25,000 | 14,000 « 19,000
Kilogram | New York City | 16,000 - 26,000 | 16,000 - 24,000 | 16,000 24,000 | 18.000 + 25,000
Chieago 21,000 - 25,000 | 21,000 . 25,066 | 21,000 . 25000 | 18,000 - 25000
o8 Angrles 15,000 - 20,000 | 34,000 - 18,500 | 14,000 - 19,500 | 12,500 - 15,300
Hationa! Range 230 ~ 2,060 AQ0 < 1,780 $50 « 1,800 400 - 2,000
Miami 200 - 1,250 300 » 1,250 80O - 1,280 $00 + 1,250
New York City 600 - 1,300 " 800 - 1,200 6an - 1,300 600 - 1,300
Chisago 900 - 1,100 $00 - 1,300 500 - 1,100 900 - 1,100
Loy Angeles BOC « 1,200 800 - 1,200 900 - 1,100 900 » 1,100
Nationat Ruoge 20 - 200 20 - 180 20 - 150 20 » 200
Mixmi A0 - 60 £0 - 80 4 - 60 45 - 60
New York Ciy 30 .« 60 30 - 60 60 - 120 60 - 120
Chicago 75 - 100 75 - 100 75 - 100 75+ 100
Lo Angeles 75 - 100 75+ 10D 75 - 100 75 - 160
COCAINE: Quarterly Purity Data
Natiooal Average
{percent)
Quantity 16t g;;ucz lndlig}:;ner ‘ 3rd l{g_:znor 4¢h g:;mr
Kilogram U | g3 32 42
Ounee 64 66 67 59
Gram £3 58 61 79

-

Source: US, Depanment of husiice. Dy Bafor
Jannon: 1993 Lecember 1996, Jung, 1997,

&

comam Adminiseation. Iagal Price Prriry Repors, United Staies:




COCAINE: Quarterly Price Data

National Range )
(dollars)
Quoy | Mo | e | RS ] e |t
Natiunsl Rangs 10.000 - 36,000
Minmi 13,000 » 22,000
Kilogrsm | New Yok Oity |- 18.000 - 25,000
‘ Chicago 21,006 - 25,000
Las Asgelcs | 12,500 - 15,509 i
Nazional Range 200 « 2,000
Miami 700 - 1,300 —
Gusse | Now Yok City | 600- 1.200
- " Chisago %00 - 1,100
ﬁ 103 Asgeles 300 - 1,100
Natianal Range 20 - 200
Mismi 40 - 60
Crram New Yok City £ - 120 ——
Chicage 75 .10
Los Azgelst 75 + 10 *

Source: 128, Depariman of Justice, Drug Iinfarcemem Adminisiation. A
derriary 1993.O0cember 1996, upa. 1097,

ega¥ Price Purstv Repare, United Swtes:

M




COCAINE

DEVELOPMENTS IN THE UNITED STATES
heaiighiiity, Price, ged Purily

In the first half of 1996, cocaise hydrochlgride
{HCl, commonly referted {0 as cocsine, wes
readily availabic in all major US. metropolitan
sreas. Geaerally, the price of cocaine
remained low and steble at all lovels of the

. gaffic. In the first 6 months of 1996,
nationwide prices ranged fom $10,500 w
$36,000 per kilogram, unchanged from 1993
prices.,

Duriag the first half of 1998, cunce.quantity
cocaine prices nationwide ranged from 5230 w
$2.000, while gram-quantity prices ranged
from 320 10 5200, In 1995, sunce and gram
prices ranged from 5300 o $2.200 and from
$30 to 3200, respactively.

Cocaine purity remained rolatively high and stable.
The purity of gram ameounts of cocaine averagsd 57
percent in the first half of 1996, compared to 61
percent in 1995, Purity per kilogram aversged 82
percent in the first half of 1996 and 83 percent in
1995. Purity per sunce sveraged 62 poroont in the
first half of 1996, as opposed o 65 pereent in 1995,

Abuse

The 1995 National Household Survey on Drug
Abuse® is the latest survey for which statisties on
nationwide drug use are available. Resulis for 1995
show that, while cocaine use in the United States has
declined over the past decade, the rate of use bas
stabilized at high levels, These rates are driven largely
by “erack™ cocaine use, which has reached the
sateration point in large urban areas throughout the
COUniTY.

in the survey, Americans who reported using cocaing
sometime in the past year nembered 3.7 million in
1993, while past-month users numbered approximately
1.5 miflion. This compares with an estimated 3.9
miftion past-year users and 1.3 miflion pastamonth

* e Nesono? Hontehold Surery is 5 multisiage, s provability
sample of peopic. fepresentative of e 1.5, househald populmion of
ages 12 and over, Persons Hiving on military insialiabiens, in sutsmg
homes, Sofmaories, Dospials. isls sad prisons, a5 well &8 homeless
prople e no¢ inciuded. T mpveys e vonducind by e
Subsiance Abuse e Montal Heats Servioes Admuninntion of e
.8, Depanment of Hotlth

Cocoing FPurkty
(National avorage)
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users in 1994, Thege numbers rapresent & significant
desrease in the casual use of cocaine since the peak
year of 1985, when past-vear and past-month users
numbered 9.8 million and 5.7 million, respectively,

Acsording 1o the Y998 Monitoring the Fumre Smdy*
the use of cocaine in sty form continued a gradual
¢limib amonyg Eth, 10th, and 12th graders. although most
changes between 1995 and 1996 did not reach
statistical significance. Crack cocaine use also
continued to rise gradually among $th and 0th gradess,
but not 12t graders. The anaual prevalence rates for
cocaine use in any form were 3 percent for 8th graders,

* The Monitoring the Fature Study (formerly known ss the Mational
High Schood Senior Survey) is a program designed o determine the
extent &f diag wen by the youth of our nation, It is speasored by the:
Substancs Ahirse and Meptal Health Sexvices Adminictration and
the Undversity of Michigen's Institute for Social Research.

Source: U.S. Department of Justice. Drug Enforcement Admimisuation. The NNICC Report §996: The
Supply of Hicit Drugs i the L aned Siares. August. 1997,
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4 percent for 10th praders, and 5 percent for 12th
graders, while the percentage for erack use was 2
paroent for youngsters in all three grades. Survey
results also showed that 8th, 10th, and 12th graders
expressed less disapproval of cocsine or orack use in
1996 than in 1995,

Survey resulis as to the perceived harmfulness of drugs
were mixed, with an equal or greawr percentage of
youths in each grede agaching “gress risk” of harm in
Tying cocaine or crack once or twice, and 2 smalier
percentage in gach grade attaching “great risk”™ to the
ocrasional use of cocaine and crack.

The survey data cited above measure trends in the
prevalence of cocaing use. Another key drog abuse
indicator, which measures the sdverse sonsecaiences of
drug use rather than prevalence, is the Drug Abuse
Warmning Network (DAWN),** DAWN shows that the
estirnated number of ationwide cocaine-telated
emergency yoorm admissions, which had been increasing
gt a fairly cosstant raze gince 1990, teveizd off in the first
half of 1995, and then decreased in the secand half of
1995, Itis too early to demsyming whether these 1935
figuves signal a reversal of the pravious mend, or whather
they are simply an aberration. In any case, the §42.4%4
episodes reparted in 1995 were s;gmﬁcant!y sbove the
low of 80,355 episodes reported in 1990. DAWN data
for 19906 are not yet available,

DAWN survey resulis for 1995 also contained ovidence
of an aging group of abusers. The percentage of
cocains-related episodes in which abusers’ ages ranged
between 20 and 29 wae 28.7 percent, compared 1046.5
pereent in 1989, The percentages of abusers aged from
30 1w 3 and from 40 t0 49 were 45.7 percent and 189
percent in 1995, compared te 36.5 percent and 8.3
percent in 1589, These data appear to lend tredence to
e thoory, advanced by a sumber of drug
epidemiologists and treatment spacialists, that cumrent
high-episode numbers are an indication that many bard.
COTE COCAINE USETs NOW are experiencing the
gonsequences of long-term sddiction, As a result an
increasing number of asers are seeking public medical
agsistance,

*+TUAWN is 3 Frieradly funded program co-sponsosd
by thw: Drug Bofoccement Adminisyration (DEA and
the Natioca! iastivac on Drog Abuse, bl aow
managed by the Sohetence Abuse snd Monte! Haakh
informsion oe drag-rebueed medical emengencies snd
dexths. Thiz information is cotiecnd from
participatng hospiial srmergency moms and medcal
exumser ofFives nationwidk

Souree: Y8, Depurnent of Jusice, Drug
Drugs 1o the Unired Stavex, August, 1997,
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INTERNATIONAL COCAINE TRADE

Colombia-based drug wafficking organizations
continned to direet the coczine trade, Of these, the two
most powerful wers referred to collectively as the Cali
and e Medeliin drug mafias. In 1996, the Cali drug
mafis maintained primary control over cocaine
teafficking to the United States, despite the
incarcerstion of i1s most powerful Kingping. In Mexico,
drug gangy continued to grow in power, sophistication,
and reach. These ganps increased their involvemant in
domestic 118, cocaine distribution as weil.

The cocaine trade, bowever, continued to be rooted in
South America, where the bolk of the cocaine svailable
worldwide was produced. [Cocaine is prxinced from
the coca plant, which is cultivated primarily in Bolivia,
Colombia, and Perv.] In 1996, excluding hectarage ost
o government sradication, farmers cultivated the coca
plant on 209,700 hectares of land. Theoretically, the
amount of land under cohtivation was capable of
producing approximately 303,600 mevic tons of coca
icaf. Those dam represent a slight decrease from 1593,
when 214,800 hectares of cultivation potentially vielded
approzimately 39 400 metric tons of coca leal. Thiscoca
leaf could have powmially produced 760 metrie tons &1
cocaine HCL, commonty referred to 25 cocaing.

Most of the coca Jeaf was produced in Bolivia and Peru,
while cocaine HCI processing laboratories wore
concentrated in Colombia. After harvesting the coca
ieaves, raffickers processed the leaves into & crude,
impure form of cocaine--known as cocaing baseein
facilities Jocated near the cultivation sites. Traffickers
transported the cocaine base to Colombia for final
processing and subseguent shipment © international
markety

Traditionatly, the manspon of cocaine base 10 Colombia
was accomplished by general aviation atrgraft fiving
between clandestne airsirips located azar processiog
facilities, However, in recent years, flight interdiction
effors by the Colombian and Peruvian aiy forces have
forced traffickers 1o change their methods. As a resuly,
traffickers have bagun to rely increasingly on river and
land transport o move shipments of cocaine base ©
staging sies in arcas outside the traditional trafficker air
routes. beyond the range of interdiction aireraft. In 1996,
traffickers continued to avoid air routes and 10 favor
river wansport of coczine base.

Troflicking Routes

Colombia is located in the nonhwest corne? of South
America, with coasts on both the Pacitic Ovean and the
Caribbean Sea. This location enables traffickers w
smuggle cocaine to the United States by a variety of

romies.  Moreover, traffickers manspored tocsine from
Socth America from countries other than Colombia,
Brazit, Ecundor, and Yenezush, in particelar, also bave
become significant cocaine aansit sites,

Troffic through Mexico

A large part of the cocaine waffic betwenn South
America and the United Staies was routed through
Mexico by using a number of routes and methods.

Traffickers relied primaniy on air and mantme
fransportation 1o move oocaine ints Mexico from South
America. Maritime activity included shipping ‘cocaine
from Colombia’s western const by bulk cargo ships or
fishing vessels sailing from e Port of Buenaventora,
following eastern Pacific rounies to either Mexico or

_ Central America.

High-speed “go-fast boats,” freighters, and fishing
vessels sailed from Colombia's North Coast; from the
Ports of Cartugena or Barranquilla; from the Gulfs of
Urabz or Morrosquille: or from the Guajirs Peninsula,
Vegsels with cocaine shipments 1o be transported
through Mexico followed northwesterly routes into the
western Caribbesn, en route to locations off the coast
of Mexico's Yucatan Peninsula, where the coctine
shipments wouid be off-loaded on shore, or transferred
1 Mexican vessels for delivery o shore,

General aviation aircraft were used 1o fly castemn Pacific
raues 1o air-drap bales of cocaine into southera Mexico.
In addition, general aviation aireraft flying from
Colombia’s Nerth Coast landed and off-loadzd in
Mexico. Large cargo aircraft reportedly continued 1o
deliver cocaine shipments 10 Mexico, although such
flights were much less frequent than in 1995,

Yiatlic through the Coribboon

Cocaine was smoggied through the Caribbean by air and
sca, ofien moved in the dinestion of Puerto Rico where
it was repxckaged and staged for divect shipment io
majer U5, East Coust markets. Seabome smuggling
operations consisted prirarily of go-fast boats that
departed from Colombia's North Coast and Venczusls,
typically caryrying between 800- and 1,200-klegram
shipments of cocaine, Sailing and Bshing vessels also
were used, although to a more Jimited extent. These
vessels departed the Nornth Coast of Colombia, hugged
the Venezuelan coast, and cither proceeded directly to
Puerte Rico, the Dominican Republic, or Hait, or kept
close 1o the cossts of the sastern Canibbean islands
until they reached their final destinstions., Traveling up
the istand chains allowed waffickers to blend with other
vessel traffic, which mininized oppornumities for
dewsction. Vessels sometimes off-loaded to locally

Source: U.S, Department of Justice, Drug Hulorement Adminisirstion. The NMICC Repars 1996 The Supply of iiticit

Devegs 1o the United Staex. August, 1997
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built open fighing boats, known & yolas, positioned

1 from 40 to 1530 asuticsl miles off the coast of Puerto
Rico mnd the Domisican Bepublic, or in the Lesward
Islands, The yolas procesded to Puerts Rico and offs
foaded cocaine on Pugrto Rito's east coast,

Gepernl aviation aircraft typically flew from airstrips
in eastern Colombia’s Vichada Department, overflying
Veaczuela on the way 1o delivery sites in the vicinity of
the porthern Lesser Antilies, the Virgin Islands, Pusrwo
Rico, or the Dominican Republic. Other aircraft fiying
from Colombie’s Morth Coast reportedly air-dropped
warerproof bundles of cocaine in the vicinity of The
Bahamas, Airdrops typisally were made 1o waiting
boat crews, who thes delivered the cocaine to shors.
From swging points in the Caribbesn, smugglers then
delivered the cogaine by sea to southern Florida,

Routes from South Americo fo the United Stolss

In addision to sreuggling slong routes 1 the United
Simtes that siretched through Mexico and the
Caribbean, waffickers trensshipped cocaine from South
America to the Unpited Statcs using commensial
mwaridme cargo vessels, While such shipmenis ofen
arrived directly from Cotombia in 1998, many loads
aise were transshipped through thind countrics—maost
often Haiti, Mexico, and Panama. Traffickers alss
used commercial marilime ¢argo o move cocaine
from South America to Evropean markets. In the fimst
haif of 1996, approximately 11 memic tons of cocaine
were seized from commercial markime vessels, with
mast seizures made in the Port of Mismi. Most of this
amount was concealad in coninerized cargo
shipments of coffee or fumiture.

Traffickers alsa used cammercist air cargo flighs
smuggle cocaine directly to s United States: most
often these alr Cargo shipments wers off-losded in
Miami and Bew York, The largest of these shipments
normalty were concealed in ¢argo aboard lsgiimate
commercis] cargo flights, and wsoally anived in the
United Siates from Pansma or directly from South
Amenica.

Tratticking Methods

Teatfickers congealed multhon shipmenis of cocsine
within commercial maritime cargo carried by
legitmate shipping services from South Americs into
the Unitedt States. In addition 1o conceating the
shipments of cocaing within maritime cargo,
traffickers frequently attempted to circumvent
inspection by alizring shipping decuments a1
intermnediate transshipment points, and by using
counterfait customs seals.

As in previvus years. maffickess ysed 2 vaviety o{_ _
conceaiment methods 10 ship cocsine within mantme
carge. In some INSIANCES, cocaine was secroted within
container walls or floors, #s was the case with over 660
kilograms of cocaine discoversd in July in the floor of a
container of plentains that amived in Miami from
Eousdor. Cocaine 2lso was placed within boxes or bags
commmingled with legitimate cargo. In August, 2.7 memic
tons of cocaine were found in 64 canvas bags placed in »
Z-container shipment of coffee beans imported into
Miami from Colombia. In other instances, cocuing was
concealed within compartments in legitinvate cargo. For
example, in February, U.S. Customs Service (USCS)
inspectors at Port Bverglades, Florida, discovered 95
kilograms of cocsine concealed within three aluminum
ingots. In September, customs inspectors at the Port of
Galveston, Texas, discovered 1.1 metric tons of cocaine
concealed in a large rolier used in paper manufacturing
en roure from Canagena, Colombia, o Houston, Texas,

Bulk cargo ships frequently were used 1o smuggle
cocaine to siaging sites in the western Caribbean-Guif of
Mexico area. These vessels typically were 1506+ 10 250-
foot coastal freighters that samied an average cocaing
ivad of approximately 2.5 memic tons. The most
sommon storsge locations for cocaine were hidden
compartments within fuct or ballast tanks, Modifications
somenmes were made 10 the structure of the vessel,
which made access to hidden compartments impossible
without Jierally 1earing the veéssel apart. Additionally,
COMPATHMONIS N $OME ¢ases wers mounted on the
exterior of the ships; this was the case with a cargo veass!
that arvived in Joly in Bridgepert, Connecticut, from
Turbo, Colombia. USCS inspectors and the Connesticur
Suate Pojice discovered & 5-foot scaled metal ube
attached o the underside of the vesss]; the tube contained
40 kilograms of pocaine,

Commercial fishing vassels also were used for
smeggling operations. Fishing vessels were well-suited
for mother ship operations because they typically had
capacities for large shipments and were equipped with
sophisticatest navigation and communicados instruments,
Consequently, they did not require refining that wosld
isdicate the vessels' roles in smuggling operations.
Fishing vesscls also were able 10 stay at 523 for long
periods and ravel long distances. Additionally, fishing
vessels were difficult 1o monior and tight-knit fishing
communities made infiltration by drug law enforcement
authorities difficult. In addition 1o the above factors,
fishing vessels were able to blend into the jocal
surroundings. The use of fishing vessels for trafficking
operations was demonstaied in October 1996, when
Ecuadorian authoritivs at the Pont of Esmenaldas seized
nearjy 7 metrie 1ons of cocaine discovered aboard the
fishing vesset Don Celso,

Source: U.5. Depariment of Jusice. Ixup Lsloreement Administstion. The NNICC Reporr 1996: The Suppiy of lilicie

Drugs 1o the Lanited Ssatin, Augusi. Y997



Noncommercial maritise vessels usod by maffickers
serded 10 be Jocally svailable vessels that could biend
into the Jocs! surroundings. in areas with & high volume
of recreational traffic, smugglers used the same types of
boats as the losal popuiadon, such as go-fast boats and
volas,  Additionally, srougglers operated during
weskends and at other simes of peak boating activity to
Blend in with local gaffic.

Smugglers also madr anempts 1o avoid detecnon by
operating at night without pavigation lights, Smugglers
received off-loads during at-sea transfers from mother
ships that amived from source countries, and then

landed with the cocaine st marinas, isolated inless, bays,
bayous, beaches, or other sreas thay would hinder
susveiliance. Landing sites typically were located near
major roads that connected to interstate highway
systems, thus providing smugglers with casy #00ess {0
escape rautes.

There ofien was Lintle ¢f¥ort made to conceal cocaing
ghipments transported by noncammercial maritime
vesaels, cither because the cocsine had just been
retrieved after airdrops and the boat crews had ne
oppoTiunily to attempt conceajent, or because the
vessels simply were 59 small o provide much
soncraiment,

Maritime eraft known as low-profile vessels {LPVs)also
were used 10 smuggle cocaine to Puerto Rice. LPVs are
smuall, sieek vessels that ride low in the water and often
have light gray camouflage paire schemes—all fagtors
that make LPVs difficult 1o spot st sea a1 diswances of
over 1.5 ngutical miles.

Alreraf were used o ranspon cocaine from South
America both 1o staging sites in Mexico, Puerto Rico,
slscwhere in the Caribbean, and, on ¢oasion. direetly
to the United States. Adrcraft used in flights to Mexico
and the Cartbbean most commonly wers dual-engine.
genera! aviation airerafl. Transportation divectly from
South Americs 1o the United Stazes, on the other hand.
was typically accomplished by airfiner, with the cocaine
conceaied in either airfreight cargo or courier lugage.
LISCE ingprctors ag Mismi intemational Adrpont
uncovered a pusnber of such shipment arsmpts in 1996,
For example, in February, 91 kilograms of cocdine were
discoversd in four 10lls of injestion molding that
arrived on & cargo flight from Medellin, Colombia.
Also in February, 149 kilograms of cocaine were found
in unclaimed loggage that arrived from Cotombia, Less
froquently, cocaine was concgaled within the aitliner by
personnei with access 10 the aircralt, For exampie. in
March, mechanics working on electronic components in
3 Boging 757 at Mizmi intemationa! Airport discovered
30 kilograms of cocaine hidden behing overhead and
side panels i the aircraft’'s cockpit.

Smugpling iuto the Unlted States

Cocaine shipments wansported through Mexico or
{emtral America generally were moved overiand to
staging sites in northern Mexico, aithough intelligence
sugpests a substantial amount of cocaine also wias

“ moved 1o the border area by airerafl. At these staging

sites, the cocaine was broken down imto smalier loads

for smugghing across the UL5.-Mexican border.

The prisary cocaing imporistion points within the
United States wert in Arizona, southern California,
southorn Florida, and Texas. Typically, land vehicles
were griven across the Scuthwest border, and then gither
left in parking lots ¢r driven direetly to storage sites in
the United States. One such storage site was discovered
in December 1996, when 1 vaid on a Tucson. Arizona.
residence led (o the seizure of over 5 metric tons of
cocaine. Other storage sites uncovered duritg 1996
included a Houston residence where 1.4 metric tons of
cocaine were seized in August; an El Paso residence
where £84 kilograms were seized in September; and &
1.os Angeles storage busioess where 750 kilograms of
socaine were seized in November.

Colombian organizations relied on Mexican groups
based in such locations as Guadalajara, Matamoros,
Sinaloa, and Tijuana © convey their cocaine into the

- United States. Mexican trafficking groups have

exuablished themsslves as land wansponation specialisis
for smugghing drugs across the Southwest border.
Frequently, these wrafficking organizations were
comprised of polydrug smugglers who transponted
marijuana, methamphetamine, end heesin in addition w
¢ocaine. When operting on behaif of the Colombiang,
these Mexican groups maintained comro) of drug
shipments until the cross-bordar movement was
completad and delivery was made to Colombian drug
mfia distribution cslis operating in the United States.
However, in 1996, with grester frequency, Mexican
groups also transponed cocaine ebtained in pavment for
their services, Since the early 1990s, these groups based
in Mexico often demanded upwards of 50 percent of the
Culombian cocaine shipments as paymens. In 1996, the
Mexican traffickers purchasesd cocaine directly from the
Colombians 1o transpon 0 Mexican controlied
distribution aerworks in the United States. {see textbox

on page 6)

Typically, cress-barder cocaine shipments were
smuggled across the 11.5.-Mexican border in concealed
compariraents within cars, tracks, and recreation
vehicles, o5 well as hidden in legitimate tractor-trailer
cargo. Using this method, traffickers were able 1o tzke
advantage of the remendous swmbers of people and

Sourte: U.8. Department of Jusice. [rug Enforcemen Adminisyation. The NNFCC Report 1996! The Supply of ilticit

Dirugs 10 the United Srates, August, 1997
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Cver e ;amt doende, {.‘.aimﬁbian dmg oma:whom hm cHowed wfﬁ&m
srganizations epercling -from Mexico ‘0 ploy on incrmasing role in the (LS. ooeoine
‘rods, By the- hid.1990s, thess Mexico-bosed drug trorsportation groups wers
mnmvasomﬁﬁe ‘Colombian cocnine thay moved ux poymest’ for a
sucoesshd smivggling apcmﬁon. “Tha cah isadars certainly replized that by
refinguishing -a_porfion' of “each mim shipment 1o their asmotiotes from Maexico they
wore . cko mdms o m&pondma M af the U5, wholesole cocoins “morket. Both
sidos raclized, -howaver, thet this My sliminated the -vulnergbiliies ond complex
logistics associated with %c:w cush tofmoctions. As @ result of ﬁm«qmnaamm,
troffickars opergfing from Mexico controfled an increosing . propottion of wholesole
cocing distribution throughout the western ond midwestern United Stotes in 1996,

During the eary 1990s, the xubordinate role of Mexicon drug tronsperiction groups
wos hiphlighted by Operofion FOXHUNT/ZZORRO |, o combined drug low enforcement
opertion—cumprised of officials from DEA, 78, m&m&&omi Stots, end iocol
ogencies-fixat “idantified Moxican WWW gmu;u a3 wbcamdmx‘ o
Ceolombian’ whaiuak dtlh'lbubm miis. o .

In May 1996, Fedaral, Shte, ond focal agents wmfuﬁy mle & ;miqua oygm
Crime Drug Erdorosment Tosk Force operotion code-named JORRO H,  This investigotion
wirs part of fhw Southwast Border Infliative, one of the Dapariment of Justice’s prionity drog
ke arforcement  progrums thot torgets criminal groups operdting sloag the border by
oftocking their command ond control infrextructurss.  ZORRO Il torgeted o cocsine
smuggling and distribution group heoded by Colombion nationals ond o parollel ~ °

orgunization sperafing from Mesico. Mot importurtly, the investiation reveotsd thet this ©

Maxican: orgonized crime group increasingly wos involved in aiisfnhutmg mm in the
inited Stotes on o wholessle bosis, .

Colombion traffickers now control wholesale levs! coesine  distribution fhmoghm the
haovily-popuigiad northegstern Unitad  States ood olong the eastern saabound in cifies
such o3 Boston, Miomi, Hework, New York City, ond Philodelphic. However, Mexitun

traffickers control o substuntial proporiion of wholesale cocaine distribution fhroughout

the wesisrn ond midwesterny United Shates.  Digtribution of multiton quontities of -
socaing once domingiad by the Culi drug proups s now controlied by trofficking
groups bosed in Mexice byl snpoged in cocoine distibution & such U5, cifies ax
Chicags, Doliar, Derver, Houston, Lox Angeles, Phoenix, San Diego, San Frondsco,
and  Seattls,

in the early 19205 when the Mexicon organized rrime groups were expanding theiz rols
63 cocnine trgrsporters and wholesule level distributors, moset of thelr U5, baosed
rammand and contrel operatiorns wers lacoted in Scuthern Californic.  In 1994,
Chicage was the commond and control cemter for  their cocoine opergtions throughout
the Linted Sides. Mexicas cocaine fraffickers in Cliesge confrolled the cocaine
shipmetis from the fima they were smugpled agross the border until they woers
distributed $o murkets ocrots the country.

Saurce: LS. Depurtmient of Jusuee, {Irug Enforcemen Admanistrstian, The NNICC Report i996: The Suppilv of Riivie
Drugs to the Unired Siares. Nugast. 1997,




vehicles crogsing the Scuthwest border.” These cocaine
shipreents typically consisted of 20~ 10 30+ kilogram
loads I concealed compartments, primarily under floors
and in gas tanks of passenger cars, pickup trucks, and
vans., Larger quantities, however, have been: seized, in
March, for example, 420 kilograms of cocaine were
found in the rear seat area of & car crossing the U.5-
Mexican border at the Calexico, Califorma, port of
entry. Traffickers also moved cocaine across the borders
it trucks, with the cocame cormmingied with perishable
items such % frozen fish or produce. In April 1996,
USCS inspectors a1 the Colombia International Bndgs,
in Webb County, Texas, discovered over 1 metric ton of
cocaing in ihe false celling of a tractor-trailer that
entered the Unired States from Mexico through Laredo,
Texas. And in an Qctober case, USCS inspeciors 2t the
Mariposa Cargo Facility in Negales, Arizons,
discoversd 437 kilograms of cocaine concealed within
the walls of a traetor-traiier tansporting s shipment of
sauash,

Cocaine aigs was carried acrogs the U.S.-Mexican border
by counsars known 3 “mules,” who cressed inte the
Linned States either legally through Southwest border
ports of entry, or illegally through undesignated points
along the border. The mules typically carvied smadl,
kilogram quantities of cocaine, thus minimizing the foss
in the event they were stopped and searched,

In order to aveoid interdiction, raffickers moniwored drug
iaw cnforcement activity along the U S.-Mexican border
using sophisticsted surveiliance and
countersurveiliance squipment, such as high-powered
video recorders. Traffickers used radios with computer-
conrolled frequencies 1o make monitoring difficult. To
escont cocaine shipments across the border, maffickers
hired armed scouts, whe increasingly have resored o
violence to evade U.S. border pfficials,

There was limited smuggling of cocaine into the United
States by peneral avistion aircraft. The operation of
ground radars and land-based serosiar radar sysiems
along the U3, Southwest border had made such
operations rate, The threat of crossborder air
srmagghing was greatest in the Arizona and New Mexico
area, where the wrrain was conducive to anempis by
pilots 1o evade radar detection, In 1996, several
smupgling anempts by general nviation aireraft were
dewcied. On July 23, authorities detected an apparen
arrempied aiedrop rnear bron Mountain, Californn,
Mexican authorities reportediv seized 177 kiloprams of
cocaine after the aireraft sbandoned the airdrop sttemp
and returned 1o Magdalona, Sonora, where it crashed on

* Each vemn. 232 millon people. 84 mittion cars. and 3.8 rnillion
tucks cress fhe 2000mile 115 -Mexican border a1 3B pore of
ey, manned by oply 1000 cusoms inspeciors.

In 1996, incroassd drug low snforcemarnt
octivity in border cties and o pors of entry
reporedly resuited In increased smuggiing
activity through privotely ownad romches
in isolcted rurnl crevy, such as in Sogle
Poss, Texos. Reportedly, thase ronches
waro papulor m!h traffickers bocouse of
their remote locations,” far  from
immigrotion chackpoims.” In oddzﬂon, the
ranches ususlly hod estoblishad troils thet
lnd to powsd roads, where coczine loads
eould be trunsferred fo vehicles for overiond
trarsport. In response, Federal ond Stute
iow enforcement cpencies intrensed their
pressnce in the Eople Pass areo ond
:niﬁmd %«haur pafrois R

e LT

-

a highway. On August 8, U5, authorities seized 200

kilograms of cocaine after airdrops near Desert Center,
California. Afier making the drops, the aircraft was
racked 1o an area somh of Punta Penasco, Sonors

Puerto Rico remained 3 magor transit point in the
{Lanibbean for 115, destined cocaine shipments, Also in
1996, increased seizures and imelligence réports
pointed to 2 renewed interest by wraffickers to smuggle
cocaine into the United Siates through Flonda,
Seizures of cocaine from commercial and
noncommercial vessels in Florida, intelligence repons
on noncommercial vessels destined for Florida, and
known movements going inw The Bahamas suggested
that increased gquantitiss of cocaine were being
ransparted by vessel v Flonida, Increased drug haw
enforcement pressure on both sides of the U.S.-Mexican
border may have promped traffickers 1o dwcrstfy their
trafficking routes 1 the United States.

LCaribbean-routed cocaine shipments also were
smuggled into the United States through the Gulf of
Mexico. The proximity of the LS. Gulif Coast o
Mexico and Colombia, and the presence in the region of
many undeveloped wakerways, bayous, and maccessible
coastal sreas made the region an atractive sntry poid
inte the United Stares. Cocaine was delivered w the
region by go-fasts that typicaily off-loaded zlong the
Caribbean side of Mexico's Yucatan Feninsula, m the
areas of Bances Chinchorre, Cancun, Isla Mujeres, and
Cozumel. From these sreas, shipments were transported
by Jand, air, or maritime conveyances along various
routes,

Source; LS. Dupartnnt of Justive, [ug Mnlorceant Adminisicstion. The MNAICE Repest 1896; The Supply of Hiivir

Drugs fo the Uiied Stoees. August, 1997,



Fishing vessels presented o substantial smuggling
threat, while Mexican shark boats® were suspreted of
smuggling activity. In one incident that may have
invoived shark boats, on February 15, Federa! and local
guthorities in Cameron County, Texas, converged on a
beach &t Andy Bowie Park, near South Padre Island,
immediazely after 3 ship-to~-shore transfer of drugs by
several boats. Authorities seized 336 kilograms of
epcaine and 755 kilograms of manjoana, amresied three
suspects, and confiscated swo vehicles.

elligence indicated South American troffickers used
commercial maritime cargo as thelr prirmary means to
wansship multiton Ioads of cocaine inte the U.S. Wem
Coast. The majority of the shipments originated from
South American source countries and were transshipped
through Central America and Mexice, Traffickers
employed privaie maritime vessels to smugglt cocaing
throughout the Pacific region.

On the ULS. Pacific cosst, Southern California had the
grestest likelibood of being exploited for
noncommercial maritime srugglisg, due to the large
volume of plrasure craft activity in and around Los
Angeles and San Diego, as well as the area’s proximity
to Mexico. The central Califormnis coast Hkewise posed
a threay, due 10 both the large amount of pleasure craft
activity invo which traffickers can blend, and the many
smsll bays, bidden coves, indets, and remote beaches
that served as delivery sites,

Distrtbution in the Uaited Stetex

Wholesale coczine distribution within ths United
States continued to be controlied primarily by the Cali
drug mafia, which had sophisticated and highly
comparmiestalized methods of eperation and
operational cells in many U.S. cities, Cell managers,
operating independently of other celly, rectived their
orders directly from Colombia. Colombian traffickers
distribaited mmltihundred- and multishousand-kilogram
quamities of cocaine, primarily from Mouston, Los
Angeles. Miami, and New York City. The Cali drug
mafia controlicd most of the cocaine brought into New
York City, shipping the drug from staging sites in
Califoraia, Florida, and Texas. Cocaine supplied by
smugglers aperating from Mexico was temporarily
stored a1 staging sites in the Southwes:,

Proceeds from the ssles of cocaire were collected from
ciies and towns all over the country and consolidated
in several cities for collection and, increasingly. for
direct transter 1o Colombia, The primary collection

* Shark boats 37w open Aishing vessels, approximaely 25 fexs in leogth,
with fibergiass hudls snud outbosss engings of 150 horsepowsr or
larger. Broause of their tpeed and mancuverability, these boats oRen
w2 able to ovade US. Coast Ouard (USCE) ships dhanng inserdsction
SpRTRticns.

points were locsted in Houston, Los Angeles. Miami,
and New Yeork City.

Whiie Colambian criminals still dominated the LS.
wholesale murket, groups from Mexico also played a
role in cocaine distribution. As already noted. the
Colombian drug mafias ofien employed transportation
goups based in Mexico 1 smuggle cocaine through
Mexzico into the Unitwed States. Because the Colombians
frequently paid these Mexican transportation
organizations for their services with a percentage of the
cocaine shiprnents, they have ¢nabled the groups
eontrolled from Mexico to become wholesale
distibutors of cocaing within the United States, (see

textbox on page §)

From the main distribution points, cacaine was
wangported 0 markets throughout the United Sates
through the use of commercial and private vehicles,
including teains, buses, airdines. and the postal service.
U.S, drug law enforcement authorities frequemly
encountered sruuggimg operations that involved
soncealed compartments within vehicles, such as
campers, reerestional vehicles, trueks, and vans.
Smmggling cocaine in concealed compartments was
demonszaied by s pumber of seizures made scross the
United States in 1996, For example, in Apnil, police in

‘Memphis, Tennessee, seized 195 kilograms of cocaine

that had been seereted in clectronically controlted waps
in the floor of'a van e route from Dallas to New York
Ciry. Amd in Febroary, Wlinois State Pofice in LaSalle
seized 126 kilograms of cocine found in the floor nf 2
motar homs on route from Los Angeles to Staten Isiand,
New York. In March, US, Border Patrol agents in
Amariilo, Texas, discovered 122 kilograms of cocaine
in the ceiling of 2 motor home en route from Austin,
Texas, 1o Chicago. In other cases, atempts at
concealment were ¢ither less elaborate or even
nonexistent. In & February seizure made by police in
Shelby County, Tennesses, over 240 kilograms of
cocaine were found in luggage in the rear of a van being
griven from Dallas 1o New Yerk City. In Houston, 1,28
memiz wns of cocaine were seized in January from a
uck destined for New York City, and 845 kilograms
were stized in August from a tractor-traiier o route 1o
Chicago. '

At the retail fevel, distribution was conrolied by o
wvariety of highly ethuocentric criminal groups. In major
1).5. cities, organized groups of Cubarn, Jamaican, and
Mexisan criminals, 85 well s African-American apd
Dominican gangs, dominated the retail market. The
Crips, Bioods, and Dominican gangs, as well as
Jamaican posses, were responsible primarily for
widespruad cocaing and crack cocaine-related viplence,
The migration of gang and posse members 1o smalier
U3, cities and rursl areas resolted in increases in drug-
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related bomicides, arsed robberics, and zssaults in
thase areas.

DEVELOPMENTS IN NORTH AND CENTRAL ARERICA

in 1998, Canada continued to serve as both 2
destination and a transshipment point for cocaine,
Canadian authorities preliminarily reponted the seizure
of over | metric 1on af cocaine in 1996, compared to 1.5
metric tons in 1995, Cocaine was smuggled into the
country by a variety of methods. Several subsiandal
seizures were made from rmaritime vessels arriving from
South America. For example, in June spproximately
400 kilograms of cocaine wrre seized from 3 cargo
comsignrnent of cookware imported iato Vancouver
from Colombia. Other shipments arrived by gir. This
was the case with 2 number of airfreight shipments, such
as the 52 kilograms of cocsine smuggled into
Muontres!'s Mirabel Intermational Airpent from
Barceiona, Spain, in February, and 62 kilograms of
cocaine smuggled inte Toronto International Adrport
from Trinidad & August. A more unusual airborne
delivery occurred in September, when 510 kilograms of
cocaine were sir-drapped into a lake near Clova,
Quebee, from a Cessna Cargvan aireraft that had flown
nonstep from Guajirz, Colombis,

Canadian officizls beliaved that at least 70 percent of
the cocaine smugpled into Cenada was destined for the
United States. Smuggling o the Umited Ststes through
Canada was facilitated by the vast, remote fand border
berwesn the two countries, as wall as by the extonsive
waterways along the border, These gecgraphic faciors

aiso made detection of cross-border smuggling difficai ™

By, the same token. these geagraphbic HHctors alse
enabled wraffickers to smuggle cocaine from the United
Stares intey Canada.  Severa! seizures in 1996 were
indicatve of this northward fow of cocaine. For
example, in July, 400 kilograms of cocaine were seized
from a container shipment of liquid seap imponed into
Toronto from Manta, Ecuador, by way of Philadeiphis.
Another shipmeat of 212 kilogmams of cocaine was
seized by USCS inspectors at the Port of Newark from 2
container shipment of coffee brans destined for
Mantreal, And in November, Arkansss Suate Police
seized 173 kilograms of cocaine secreted in hidden
compartments in 4 {iatbed truck destined for Canads.

Mexice continued to be the primary transshipmen
point for cocaine destined for the Unied Starss,
Mexican authorities seized 23.6 motnic tons of cocaing
in 199, compared 1o 22 memic tons in 1995, The vast
bulk of the cocaine sruggled through Mexico
originated in Colombia,

Four mzjor Maxico-based drig mafias controtied drup
smugeking throughour Mexico and along.the U.S..

Mexican border. The most powerful group is based in
Cindad juarez, Chihuzhua, 2nd is headed by Amado
Carrillo-Fuentes, the most iraportant figure in Mexico’s
wafficking hierarchy.

The second mogt powerful group. headed by brothers
Benjamin gnd Ramon Arelizno-Felix, is based in
Tijuana. For years, the Areliano-Felix brothers have
eluded arrest, while a third brother, Francisco. remains

- i prisos. The power and rathlessness of the Arellanc-

Felix brothers wers demonstrated vividiy in 1996, when
sources linked the organizetion to the assassination of 2
pumber of active or retired Tijuana drag law
enforcement officials.

A third drug mafia, beaded by Miguel Care-Quintero
and based in the sorthem State of Sonara, reporiediy
was sssociated clesely with the AreflanoFelix
meganization. This pelydrug organization was active in
northwestem Mexico sruggling cocaine, marijuana,
and herein across the border into the United Stares.
Cross-border siuggling activity also reponedly
involved smuggling arms into Mexico from the United
Stares,

Mexics's fourth major drug mafia, based on the Guif of
Mexxo in Matamoros. Tamaulipas State, was headed
until 1996 by Juan Gerciz-Abrego. However, he was
arrested in Janvary 1996 by Mexican asthoriges in
Nuevo Leon, and expelled 1o Houston, Texas, In
Houston, Garcia-Abrego was tnied and convicted on 22
counts of drug aafficking, money laundering, and
operating a continuing crimisal cnterprise. He mogived
a semence of 1] consecutive life terms in prison and
was fined $128 million. Garcia«-Abrego’s amest and
conviction, unfortunately, had little ¢ffect on cocaine
mafficking into the United States, as elements of his
srganization remained intact. Moscover, any reduction
in ermitory and influence suffered by the Garela-Abrego
ofganization was batanced by an incrsase in the power
of the rival Camillo-Fuentes organization.

in 1996, Colombian taffickers deliversd cocaine to
Mexice using a variety of misthods. Smuggling by
aircraft continued, although the use of cargo jet aad
passenger jet sircraft for sxuititon smuggling ventures
reportedly was less common than in previous vears,
Sewzures of cocaine shipments ransported ¢ Mexico by
atreraft included the Mareh seizures of 428 kilograms of
cecaine delovered to Mexicali, Baja Califomnia Norte
State. by a Cessna 210 aireraft, and of 700 kilograms
delivered 1o Veruoruz State by # Boecheraft Queen Air,
In June, an even larger guantity wag seized by
authorities on Mexico's west coast. Authorities in that
case sezed approximately | metric won of cocaine
dehivered 1o the Lake Chacabua area of Ouaxana State by
8 Beechoraft Super King Alr. This seizure, in nam, was
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overshadowsed in November, when suthorities in
ii’rinidad, Simanloa Siate, seized o Gulf Sweam | abrers®
and approximateiy 1.6 metric tons of cocaine,

Colombian traffickers aiso continued to use maritime
vessels to smuggle cocaine into Mexico, For example,
mmmsmdedmng&bmryatﬂm?onef
&Rauura n Tamaulipas vigided over | mnetric ton of
cmnc In one of the setzures, suthorities found 660
piogzm in the false botsons of a shipping container of
bathroom fixtures that armived from Busnavennurs,
Colombia. In the other casz, over 400 kilograms were
found in 2 container shipment of polypropylene fabric
fmm Cartagena, Colombia. An even larger quantity of
co::mc was seized in Octobes, when authorities
discovered 1.2 metric tons of cocaine in a container
shipment of pipes jmported into the Port of Salinas
Cruz, Oaxaca, fom Guayageil, Eouador, ‘

While mfﬁckm relied primarily on air and mantime
msponam “to move cocaine into Mexito from South
Ammm they reiied on land ransporiation to move
ca;:ame from Central America o Mexico and from
Mcme into the Uinited States, A major rouie &y
cacamc traffic is the Pan-American Highway, which
t:xtcnds through Cenral America, Tractor-trailers were
dze preferred method of wanspon for largs loads, while
smal!zz vehicles with false comparoments moved smalier
qmnﬂes Examples of significant seizures from land
vchmlcs inciuded the seizure in March of 658
!plegmns of cocaine made at a checkpoint between
{omez Palacios, Durange, and Jimeaez, Chihushua.
Thc cocaine was discovered in false ceilings in two™
tractor‘ srailers en route from Torrse, Coahuile. to Villa
A%éama, Chihuahua. In April, sihorities a1 g
cﬁcckpﬁmt berween San Luis Rio Colorado, Sonora,
and Mexicali, Baja Califomnia None, seized 818
kxiogmzas of cocaine from g faise ceiling in 2 tractor-
mz?e: en vowre from Guadalajarz. Jalisco. 10 Mexicali,
Aiso in April. Federal polics at 2 highway checkpoint in
C hihuahuz seized 568 kilograms of cocame hidden in
two wruckioads of plantains 20 rouse from Tabasco te £
?aso Texas. The vear's largess seizure from a land
vzhtcle however, wok place in September, when
3nzh¢ntlcs in Ciudad Vicioria, Tamauiipas. discovered
3 metric wons of cocaine aRer gtopping a truck 2n route
frzzm the port ¢ity of Tampice, in southern Tamaulipas.
1 the porthern Tamaulipas ¢ity of Reynosa.

In another noteworthy drug lew enforcement event.
J:lm.ican mititary aythorities in December setzed ¢
tocaine HCL conversion laboratory discovered in the
c!g:serz near Hermosillo, Sonora. The laborstory wasa
pcrmanmt siructire, complete with stoves, plumbing,
and bunks for 40 workers. Authorities belicved that an
gbandomd ice factory served as a chemical storage
facility for the jaboratory, Authorities estmated 1.3

metric tons of cocaine already may have begn produced
at this laboaratory, which was the most sophisticated
cocaine production facility ever seized in Mexico, The
laboratory appeared to represent 4 move by a Mexican
wafficking organization 1o expand into the production
phase of cocaine nafficking. A large-scale shift o
cocaine production by Mexican traffickers, kowever,
remaing undikely, given the friction such & move would
cause hetween the Mexicans and the Colombian drug
mafias that control most of the cocaine moved by the
Mexicans, '

Traffickers continued 10 tansship cocaine through
Belize by zirdrop and maritime vessel for further
transshioment 1o the United States, either directly or
through Mexico, Jamaica, or the Cayman Islends. The
country’s 370-mile coastline, 100-plus unmonnored
airstrips, and 7 decp-water ports made Befize
particalarly aceessible 1o waffickens. The total quantity
of covaine seized in Belize in 1996 amounted to
approxizately 44§ kilograms, a decrease from 840
Iilograms seized in 1995, The 1995 figare, however,
included one unusually large seizure of 636 kilograms
of cocaine in January. The most significant seizure in
Belize in 1996 took place in May in Canagena when
authovities found 364 kilogrems of cocaine aboard 8
Cessna Crusader sircraft that had been tracked from
Houduras, through Mexico, and into Belize. In
addition, in January, 1.4 metric tons of cocaine were
seized approximately 100 miles eant of Amborgris Cay,
Belize.

Costa Rica has & wial of 500 miles of coastline on the
Caribbean Sea and the Pacific Ovean, and, therefors, is
accessible 1o pleasure beats and fishing vessels sailing
from Colembiz along both Caribbean and Pacific routes.
Additionally, the country is easily accessible by land
from Panamas, ancther known transshipment natien, and
by air with 200 unmonitored girstrips, These factors,
combined with the counTy's proximity o Colombia,
made Costa Rica a convenient staging point for
traffickers operating out of Colombia. Cocaine seizures
reflected this assessment since approximately 2 metric
tons of cocaine were sgized in 19946, 2 huge increase
over 412 kilograms in 1995, In fact, the 1995 seizure
toiat was surpassed in one Novernber 1996 operation,
when authorities in Limon seized 643 kilograms of
wocaine being readied for transport to Miami and New
York City in containerized shipments of agricultural
products. In 1996, other significant seizures inciuded
the Jgnuary seizare of 122 kilogramis of cacaing on
southern Costa Rica’s Osa Peningula, and the March
seizure of 150 kilograms of cocaine at the Paso Cancas
port of entry on the Costa Rican-Panamanian bordar,

in El Salvador, sutharities seized 100 kilograms of
cocaine in 1996, an increase from 75 kilugrams in 1965,
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Traffic through El Salvador was facilitated by links
berwesn Salvadoran criminals and members of drug
trafficking organizarions in Colombia, Guatersiala,
Honduras, Mexico, Nicaragua, Panama, and the United
Siates. Drug traffickers moved cocsine through El
Salvador primarily by land and sea. Traffickers
reportedly smuggled cocaine in commercial maritime
cargo through the southern Port of Acajutla, which s
connzeted by a highwsay sysiem to three crossing points
on the Salvadorn-Gumenmalsn border. Tractor-trailens
were wied roainy o ersugyle cocaine into Guatemals
for evensuzl delivery in Mexico. Traffickers also
smuggled cocaine into £ Salvador by sireraft, aibeit 1o
a lesser extent, Uncontrolied sitstrips in the San Miguel
and La Union Departments, near the Pan-American
Highway, provided convenient teansshipment poines for
waffickers smuggling bry general aviation aircraft,
Additionaliy, cocaine repontedly was air-dropped into
waers oftf El Salvador's Pacific coast. Cocaine
deliverad in this manner was then transported northward
by maritime vessels operating ot of the small
Salvadoran fishing port of La Libertad,

in Guatemals, rafhicking organizations trangported
shipments of covaine northward through Central
America imo Mexico. Traffickers received large
cocaine deliveries by hoth air and sea, which they then
broke down into simaller portions for overland
movemeant, This movement usually was accomphished
in tractor-wailers or in commercial maritime eargo. In
1996, authorities seized approximately 4 metric 1ons of
coctaine, gn incrense from | mettic ton in 1995, Of the
1996 amount, authorines seized 1.2 metric tong in
August, after & delivery from a 30-foot fishing boat off
the coast of Pumts Manabigue. An additional metwic ton
was seized in November ffom s tractor-trailer in Sana
Lucis Cotzumalguapa, Escuintla Depaniment. (hber
covaing seizures included 340 kilograms in Febroary
from several pickup trucks stopped at the Guatemalan.
Mexican bordes, and 382 kilograms in December from 3
wastor-rrailer stopped at the Pedro de Alvandn pon of
sntry on the Guamemalan-Salvadoran border.

Significant seizures in Guatemala also were made from
aircraft, bn July, for example, a helicopter-borme drg
Taw enforcement team fotlowed a Cessna Cemunion 1o
an zirstrip in Aldea (Guacamaya, Department of kzabal,
and seized 359 kilograms of cocaine delivered by the
atrgraft. And an October, suthorities raided a remote
alrstrip and stized 1 metnic ton of cocgine. Legitimate
alr zargo services also were used for cocaing
rransshipment, 38 domonstraied by the Ocwober seizure
by suthonties at Guatemsia City's La Aurora
Inzenasions! Afrport of 274 kilograms of cotaine froma
consigament of handcrafied handbags destined for
Miami,

Honduras lies midway berween Colombia and the
United States. Because of the country's long Caribbean
coastline srd offshore islands, oaffickers ook
advantage of difficulties in detecting and interdicting
maritime smuggling, Honduran and Colombian drug
wafficking organizations primartly used maritime
vessels 1o transport cocaine along the Honduren north
coast. The Honduran Bay Islands served a8 a transit site
where cocaine was concealed in legitimate cargo such
23 seafond and then shipped to the United States,

 Decasionally, cocaine reportedly was picked up in

fishing vessels in Nicerzguan and sonthern Honduran
waters, and then moved 10 Jamaics by way of the Bay
Istandis. From larnaica, cocaine was mransporned to The
Baharmnas or dirsctly 10 the United States, The use of
Honduren waters for cocaine smugling wes
demonstrated in Janvary, when the U8, Coast Gurad
{USCG) seized 1.4 metric tons of cocaine jettisoned by s
go-fast boat approximately 20 miles northwest of
Santanilla, Honduras,

In addition to serving as a staging point for mariteme
smugpling, Honduras also served as a transit point for
cocaine shipments bemg transported by land northward
along the Pan-American Highway, This was illustrated
in 1996 with the ssizure of three cocaine shipments
from tractor-fratlers at the El Guassule, Chohuteca
Department, a pont of eniry on the Honduran-Nicaraguan
border. These seizures included 223 kilograms of
cocaine en rogte from Panama to Mexico, 684 kilograms
&n ronite from Costs Rica to Guatemala, and 307
kilegrams en route from Costa Rica to Mesioo. Intotal,
spproximataly 3.3 metric wus of cocaine were sgized in
Honduras in 1996, a dramatic incresse from 400
kilograms in 1995,

Nicaragua continued 1o play an important role in
cocaine trafficking to the United States, largely dus to
its location near waditional air and sea smuggling
routes. Drug waffickers shipped cocaine from
Celombia’s San Andres Island 1o Nicaragus's Com
island and Cayos Migkiws Islands, as well a3 the Pontof
Biucficlds and Puerin Cabezas, From these points,
waffickers were abie to reach Florkds by go-fast boats in
as lirtle a5 6 hours, Cocaime shpments alse were
wansporied overtand, slong roads stueiching from Puerte
Cabezas to the Mosguitia region of Honduras, as well as
alotig the Pan-American Highway, In 1988, 360
kilograms of cocaing were seized in Nicaragua. This
was down from 1.5 metric tons i 1995, tut of the 1993
amount, 1.4 metmic tons were seized during one
operation. In addition to seizures by Nicaraguaty
suthonities, the U.S. Navy in November 1996 recovered
14 bales contzining 400 kilograms of cocaine in
imemational waers off the Nicaraguan coast. The
coczing had been jertisoned by the crew of 4 go-fast
boat destined for Nicaragua, afier the crew became
aware of UL, air surveillance; another 10 bales
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jentisoned by the crew while they were under
surveillance were got recovered.

Panams is a key transit connwry for zocaine destined for
the United States. A swbstantal quantity of the ¢otaine
siuggied to the United States by commescial maritime
cargs reportedly passes through Panama’s Colon Free
Zone (CFZ)—the hargest fron oxie zone in the Americas,

In 2 cocaine smuggling operation, waffickers .
transported cocaine 1o Panama from Calembia primanly
by marnitime vessel, The cocaine then was stored at
stagh sites, normally in the CFZ, hefore being ioaded
into maritisee commersial cargo vessels o7 conunescial
and noncommercial land vehicles destined for the
United States.

i 1996, 2 total of 7.8 metric tons of cocaine wers stized
in Panama. This figure, however. was inflated by the
August seizure of 2.4 metric tons of cocaine from the
fishing vesse! Oyster, which was escorted to Rodman
Naval Base in the Panames Canal Zone specifically for
inspestion purpases. The Oyster reportedly was et route
fram Colombia to Mexice when it was intercepted off
the Colombian coage, and prohsbly would not have
wansited Panama but for its interception. Among other
significant seizures, police in Semember discoversd
over 1 merric wn of cocaing in two vehicles foliowing a
car chase and 2 brief gun banie, The chase began when
the vahicies ran 2 roadblock near the Port of Sambs
Baosita, Colon. In addition, 417 kilograms of cocaine
were seized by police in Tolon in June, and 339
yilograms were seized by avthorities in Distrito de Bans,
Chisqui, in July, '

Several other significam enforcement events aiso 100k
place in Paoama in 1996, In April. for example, police
in Panams Chry srrested Colombian cocaine rafficker
Jose Castrillon-Hemao, Castrilfon’s wafficking
organization has besn linked 10 two cocatne seizures ofT
1he coast of Panama-—w 1} metric wens from e Aalelv
in July 1995 and 2.5 metric tons {rom the catamarnn
Michoe! Angelo i Qetober 1595, Also in April 1996,
the Panamanian CGovemment extradived Colominan
national Fermando Hernander-Arias to the Umnited States,
Hernandez bad been indicted in the Federal District of
New Jevsey on charges of drug maflicking. money
undering, and income tax fraud.

Although the coantry is not considersd a major soce
producer, ooca is cultivazed in Panama to & limited
extent, in February 1996, Panama’s Nationzl Air
Service compisted & succassful serial coga cradication
¢ffort in an ares of Darien Provinge. near the Colombian
burder, destroying spproaimarsty 125 hactares of coca
plants,
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DEVELOPMENTS 1M THE CARIBBEAN

The Bahamas are mude up of 700 islands and over
2,000 isiets that occupy 100,000 syuare miles of ocean
in the Adantic. The istand chain, which Hes as clost as
52 miles from Miami and which swerches as far south a5
Haitl, i a favorhe staging ground for drag smugglers.
Adrerafe fly from South America and lamgica 1o The
Bahamas, whete they make airdrops or land to make
deliveries. Mantime vessels also smuggle cocaine from
Jamaics to The Bahamas, Drugs that arrive i The
Bahamas are then moved w Florida or.to States on the
Atlantie ceast, typically by noncommercial maritine
means. In 1996, 410 kiiograms of cocaine were seized
in The Bahamas, an increase over the 391 kilograms
seized in 1995, This increase was due In large part o
single July seizure of cocaine by suthorities in
Miatthewsown, Gregt inagua initially thought 1o be as
large as 1 merric ton. The cocaing was discovered
aboard & go-fast boat that ran aground after developing
engine troubis, The cocaine reporntedly had been air-
dropped off the coast of Jamaica and reinieved by the
boat’s crew',

Drug law enforcement authorities from The Bahamas,
the Turks and Caicos Islands, and the United States
comtinued thelr succsssfol 14-year opermion conducting
Joint patrals in Bahamias and surrounding waters, The
cperation is known by the acronym OPBAT (Operation
BAHAMAS ANDTURKS and CAICOSISLANDS).
OPBAT enforcement teams include Bahamian officers,
who provide local enforcement suthority, and 1.5, Army
and USCE personnel whe provide helicopter support for
the teams. Addiionally, U.S.-Bahamian agreements
aliow LS. suthorities to engage in patrols in and near
Baharmian waters and to sxercise jurisdiction gver non-
Bahamian vessels. Royal Bahamas Defence Foree
officers are assigned 1o a number of USCG cuners in
order w0 bener cosrdinare drug interdicrion operatisng.
Since its inception, QPBAT activity has resulted in the
seivure of 39 metric tons of cocaing and 318 memis tous
of marijuzna and dhe confiscation of gireraft, vahicles,
and vessels valued in oxcess of 332 million”
Additionaliy, approximately 1,000 drug maffickers have
baen arrested, nearly ong.hird of whoms were considered
major violators.

OPBAT successes had conmributed o 2 shifting of
trafficker smuggling methods from sircraft delivery o a
jess derectable method—maritime smuggling. 1n 19946,
hewevet, maffickers continued (o ranspont cocsing o
the region by aircraft, and then airdrop to waiting go-
fast boats for delivery to Florida, Airomft landing and
uniozding in The Baharmas, however. remain rare. The
ondy trafficker aircraft that cominued o land in The
Bahamas were flights originating from Jamaica. Alr

* Uniess utherwise indicaed, £i monies sre cxpressed in U5, doliars,

Souece: U8, Depareneat of Justion, Py Eafarcenuns Adminissasion. The NNICE Keporr 1998 The supplv of Hicis


http:cataTn.1r.ln

traffic between Jarnaics and The Babamas was more
difficult to detect because of the proximity of the
istands and the ability of low-flying aircraft to avoid
radtar,

Cocaine shipmenis transitted Cuba’s airgpace and
termitorial waters en route to the United Stateg,
Traffickers reportedly sought to avoid law enforcement
presence i The Bahamas by crossing Cuba's airspace,
using internationsl air corridors to avoid detection. In
addition, maffickers wansited Cuban termritorial waters
the course of maritime smugpling operations, Available
information indicates that Cuban aothorities seized 2
tal of 8.3 mewic toss of cocaing in 1996, [Although
full-voar dara for T99S sre not available, it has been
reporied that Cuban sishorities seized only 155
kilograms of cocaing in the Brst ¥ months of 19%5.)

" 'The most significant seizure of 1998 in Cuba acourred
on October 1, when the USCG imercepted and boarded
the M/V Limerick, which had besn en route from
Barranguitla, Colombia, 10 Freeport, The Bahamas. The
gitimate destination for the cocaine appesrs ¢ have
been Miami. - The USCGE seized 6.2 metric tons of
cocaine, discovered in hidden comparntments sboard the
Limerick, which had 1o be evacuated afier taking on
water, The ship eventually drifted into Cuban waers,
preventing further U5, action. The Cuban Coast Gusrd,
however, towed the vassel mto Santago de Cuba
Harbor, where i was refloated and searched, In
December, Cuban officials mansferred the seized
cocaing 10 ULS. authorities in onder 10 facilitate the
prosecution of the Limerick's crew members. Other
significant seizures included the confiseation in
Febrsary of 360 kilograms discovered aboard a go-fast
boat en route frem Colombaa 1o Haitl, and another
Febroary seizure of 180 kilograms discovered aboard
the freiphier Spiritus. which ostensibly was transporting
a shipment of rement mix from Colombia 1o Hain.

The Dominican Republic rominuedtobe a
transshipment area for covsme. A number of {avorable
factors contribule {0 the nation’s popularity with
cocaine reaffickers. Firs, it lies 61 nautical enites from
Puerto Rice, making smuggting by fishing boat
Puerto Rico fairly simpie. Second, it shares a long and
semetimes desolate border with Haiti. Third, the
country's long coastline and dense thickes of
mangroves are ideal areas for airdrops and
noncommercial srugeling from Colombia and
Veneruela,

In 19%%, Dominican autheritiss seized a totat 67 1.2
metric tons of cacaine, compared to 1.6 metric tons in
F3935. Authoritics interdicted shipments transporad by
sea and awr, by hoth commercial and noncommercial
methods, Exampies of maritime cocaine shipments

teluded 100 kilograms seized in June from a maritite
comamerized cargo shipment of marble tiles imported
into the Port of Haing, and 630 kilograms seized near
Monte Ric Beach, City of Azua, in August, afier off-
Toading from 2 312-foot go-fast boat that sajied from La
Viguay, Colombia. In addition, spproximately 560
kilograms of cocaine were seized in February from s
soavainer shipment of avocados that arrived in Newask,
New Jersey, from the Dorniniean Republic.

Examples of shipments delivered by air included 270

kilograms of cocaine seized south of Isk Catalina in
February after an airdrop off the Dominican coast from
#n alrera®t Hying out of Colombis, and 23 O kilograms
discovered in Ditcomber in two airplanse engines shipped
by air freight to Santo Domings.

Despite USCG paols off the northern coast of Haiti,
maritime shipments of cocame contigued to reach
Haiti's shores in 1996, Selzures in 1996 101aled 1 4
meinic tons. Drug traffickers exploited Haitis numerous
unconmolied airsrips, an wyruarded coastline, and 2
remote imerior. In addition, widespread corruptios in
Haiti continued 1o be a probiem in 1998,

{Cargo ships, fishing vessels, and go-fast beats sailing
from Colombia reporiedly delivered cocaine shipments
1o Haitian fishing and sailing vessels off the Haitian
coast; these vessels then delivered the coraine to Haiti,
Once smuggied into the country, cocaine destined for
wansshiptnent to the United States by maritime vessel
typically was transported overiand o one of three pors:
Genaives, Miragoans, or Port-de-Paix. From these ports,
small Haitian cargo ships transported the cogaine to
Miami, of to transshipriem locations in the northern
Bahamas, A number of seizures from cargo ships
departing Hatian pors took place in 1996, For
example, in August, U5, and Haitian Coast Guard
personnti scized 348 kilograms of cocaine discoversd

" in o forward compartment of the MY Nuola Express

after the ship's areival in Port-an-Prince from Colon,
Panama. An oven larger seizure ook phace in
Seprember, when 2 U.S.-Haitian Coast Guard team a1 B
Port of $1, Marc discoverad 585 kilograms of cocaine
aboard the M/V Caribe. The Caribo, which had sailed
from Coco Solo, Panama, wis imercepted by the USCG
Cutter Norshiand and escorted to St Mare, Meanwhile,
in Migrmd, USCS inspectors seizedt 48 kilograms from the
cargo ship Torme Express, which amrived in March from
Porede-Paix, and another 21 kilograms from the carge
ship Andre Paul, which artived in Augast from
Miragone,

Traffickers also smuggied cocaine both into and owt of
Haiti by aieline courier, with seizures of 45 and 88
kilograms made in March and June from couriers
schedunied to board flights to Miami and New York City,

Source: 1.E Papanmeni ol fustie. Erag Enloraement Aduiinisration, Fie XN Report 1996 The Supply of Hiieit
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sespectively. Gengral aviation aireraft reportedly also
were used to moIggle cocine into Haig, with waffickers
either air-ropping cocaine off the coast, or landing and
uploading at clandestine airstrips along the northern
shore of Huiti’s southern peninsula.

Jamaics was 3 transshipment area for both maritime
and air shipments of cocaine, This likely was due to the
country's jong coasthine, i3 position near international
sailing routes, and its thinly streiched serurity forces.
Go-fust bosts posed o significan trafficking threat,
given their ability to make the jourmey benween
Cotombia and Jamaica in less than 12 hours.
Additionally, aircraft based on Jamaica were used 10
pick vy and deliver cocsine. Airdrops usually were
made 10 boats off the southwest coast in the Pedro
Banks area, off the southeast coast 1o the Moram Cays,
and off the northeast coast. Aircraft flying from
Jamaics, meanwhile, reporiadly were used to transpont
cocaine to The Bahamas. In 1996, Jamaisan authorities
seized 236 kilograms of cocaine, compared 1o 571
kilograms seized in [995,

Puerte Rico remained the primary castern Caribbean
destination for multiton cocaing shipments. Both
Puerto Rico and the UL, Virgin Islends wern ansttive
staging points, given the fact that domestic commercial
sargo shipmenis between these U5, territories and the
centinental United States ordinarily are not subject {0
{UBCS inspection.  Agcordingly. most of the cogaine
smuggled from these islands to the United States ‘
prabably was congeaied in commercial mariting or air
cargo. Several seirures in 1996 supporied this theory,
In February, for exampie, USCS and New Jersey
Nartional Guard persannel in Newark, New Jersey,
discovered 470 kilograms of cocaine in a containgr
shipment of detergenr shat had armived from Puerte Rico.
_ Also in February. DEA and USCS ageats in Philadeiphiz
seized 227 kilograms of cocaing discovered in s
containerized shipment of plumbing supplies impored
from Colombia by way of Puerto Rize. Andin
December, DEA spzcizl agents in Hialeah, Florida.
stized approximately 848 kilograms of cocaine that had
béen imponed into Miami from Venszuels. agasin by
way of Pusrio Rico, }

ini addition 1 cocaine shipments that transited Poerto
Rico in containenzed Car0. 4 significant amount of
cogaine was smuggled ine Puerio Rico by other
methods, for later shipment to the Unied Stass.
Airdrops by geaeral aviation sircrsft originating in
Colombia or Venezuels to waiting go-fagt baats
commonly oosurred in waters off the eastern and
southern coasts of Paene Rico sad in the ares of the
LS. Virgin isiands. In March 1996, for exampie, USCO
persannel, responding 1o 2 reponted androp 120 mikes
southeast of Point Tuna, Maunabo, intercepied a 23-
foet sport fisher and found over 400 kilograms of

Seurcw: 1.8, Bepartawn of Justee, Dryg
Lrngy o the Csiited Staics. August, 1007,
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cocgine abgand, The cocaine had been dropped from &
rwin-engine sircraft Nying from Veneruels, Alrdrops
als0 have been made over land to Puenio Rico. ingne
Iuly case, authorities seized nearly 300 kilograms of
cocaine zir-dropped from an airoraft flying out of
{olombdia 1 waiting vehicles near Sama Isabel.
Additdonally, Puerto Rics and the LS. Virgin Islands
were destinations for cocaine air-dropped elsewhere in
the eastern Caribbean—prinsanily in the Sabra Bank area
(Bt Martin, St Kitts, and Sabra), and near Asgnills
and Antigua, From these drop zones, cocaine was
sansported to Pusto Rico or the U.S, Virgin Islands by
go-fast boass,

In some cases, cocaine was dedivered to Puerte Rice
after first being stmggled into the Dominican Republic,
in such cases, Dominican wuffickers used volas 1o make
guick rans acress the 90 mautical miles betwaen the
Dominican Republic and Puerto Rico. In Dotober,
USCS personnel made two cocaine seizures, gach of
which amounted 1o approximately | metrie ton, from
yolas intercepted off the Puento Rican coast. Go-fast
bpats frequently also were used 1o smuggle cocaine into
Puento Rico. The potentisl size of such shipments was
demonstrated in Decomber, when USCG, USCS, and
DEA personne! seizet 1.3 metrie tons of cocame afier
mtereepting a 37-foot go-fast boat 2 mautical miles
south of Salings. The craft reportediy had departed from
Santa Marta, Colombia, several days egrlier, In 2nother
incident, Pusrto Rican authorities in July seized over 1
mewic ton of cocaine spparently iettisoned by a go-fast
boat in waters off Palomines island, Fajardo, In general,
soncommercial maritime smuggling is a frequently used
means of transporting cocaing to Pueno Rica. :
According (o one estimate, approximately hetf of the
cotaine moved through the zastern Caribbean by
aoncommercial maritime vessels may be smuggied
directly through Puerte Rico,

Eisewhere in the Caribbean, cocsine traffickers
continued 10 operate in the Lesser Antilies region, in
waters near Antigus gad Barbuds, Barhados,
Bominica, Grenada, 8t. Kitts sud Nevis, St. Lucia, St
Martin, St. Viscentand the Grenadines, snod Trinidad
and Tobago. This srea in general was used as a staging
site for sirdrops and small vesse! smuggling., Maritime
vessels sailing from Colombia or Yeneruela wangited
the area en route 1o Pusrto Rico, while airoraft flying out
of Colombia or Venezuela air-dropped cocgine to
waiting maritime vessels that then transported the
cocaing 1o Puerto Rico, Examples of such smuggling
operations included the January seizures of 400,
kilograms of cocaine air-dropped 25 miles east of St
Kitis and 300 kilograms air-dropped off the coast of St
Martin.

o Fiwe MNICC Report 1996: The Supplv of Hlicit
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Fishing vessels, pleasure vraft, and commergial
maritime cargo vessels aiso posed 2 smuggling
threat, Pishing vessels and pleasure craft
wansported most of the cocaine that was snugpied
into Aruba and the Netherfands Antilies, wivie
conmunercial cargo vessels carried most of the
cocaine smmggied out of these countries. Unthe
island of Snint Martin, which consists of French St.
Martin and Dutch Sint Mawrten, smuggiing by
commercial maritime cargo vesseis aiso posed 2
threat, due largely 1o the island's free port stats,
However, airdrops and smuggling by go-fast boats
posed greater dangers. The Jarge number of tourists
who visited Saint Mariin on Caribbean cruises,
meanwhile, made simuggling hy cruise vessel
another concern. Smuggling by couriers on
coramercial airiines was #lso & problem, primarily in
the movement of cocsing from Saint Marin to the
Usnited Smates. Smuggling by commercial maritime
cargo and commercial airkines lkewite wert
problems in Aruba, Bonaire, and Curseso. This
was itlusirated in November 1996, when authoritics
at Curavac Imeraavional Alrpor seized 260
kitograms of cocaine discovered in coolers checked
as lugpage by 12 Haitian nationals en routs to Miami
through Poreau-Prince, Hait,

DEVELOPMENTS IN SOURCE COURTRIES

Official U.8. Govemment estimates determined that
maximum potential worldwide cocaine production in
1996 amounted to 760 mewic tons, compared to 786
metric tons in 1995, Acnual worldwide cocaine
productien in 1996, based on data obtained under

the auspices of Operstion BREAKTHROUGH, was
placed at 700 mewic tons afier deducting the estimates
for coca produced for tegal uses.”

According 1o the Federsbhowide Drug Seizure Syvstem,
U.S. Feders! authorities seized 108.] mowic tons in
Fiseal Year 1996, vompared 1o 1024 metric tons in
Fiscal Year 1995

Bolivie

* Operauon BREAKTHROUGQH S acompretiensiic cocd culinatiun
and coeame base progessing ressarsch araject. This smitsstive seeas
10 establish reiatie estineales of Andean Bidge coca crop vaolds and
leaf alkalod gonens, and to treasune the efficiencios of cocarnr
processing methoduioges and labormory snalvses. X provides
sufficienthy detailod aNTOrmManon 10 ¢stimale sourse countnes cotame
produchon from the amount ol voga sultivatien. BREAKTHROLGH
EERLENATEN JEMPE KO FCKOUNT T wastege and for coca produced for
fegal use. Vouw! pingntal production estimisies sssume tha 100
percent of coca cultieazen i uied for illick producion,
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Cultivation: In 1986, Bolivia produced the world's
second largest crop of coca leaf, in Bobivia, coca plants,
cultivared on aver 48,100 hecrares of land, had the
poteniial to yield 75,100 metric tons of coca ieaf. By
contragt. in [995, 48,600 hectares of cultivation
potentiatly vielded 85,000 mewic tons of coca leaf,

Cosa-growing arcas were in the Yungas de La Paz, the
Apolo, and the Chapare regions,

Yunpgas culivation primarily sooved iicit coze markets,
as gid 1he dwindling caltivation in the Apolo region.
{ir Bobivia where chewing tock leaves and brewing
coca beaf (22 are actepted praciices, cors cultivation is
perenitted in spacified areas.] in the Chapare area,
however, cocs sublivation was dedicated almost
sxclusively o Hlich cocaine production.

Iy 1996, the Bolivian Government eradicaled 7,500
hectares of Hlicit coca Crops, an increase from 5,493
hectares in 1995, Unfortunaely, because coca growers

Source: LLS. Department of Jugtice, Drig Entorcoment Administeavon, The MNICC Report 1996: The Supply of Hlicit
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planted 7,000 hectares of new socs crops, the net
reduction in cultivation was modest. Recognizing the
thrzat posed by new cultivation t achieving sny
substantial reduction in the total tous crop. the
Bolivian Government in late 1996 took sggressive steps
10 locate and destroy new crops and waged & publesty
campaign warning that pianters of new crops wouid be
prosecuted.

Processing: In 1996, coca leaf production in Bolivia
accounted for a potential 215 metric tons of cocaine
HCl, a decrease from 240 metric tons in 1995, [DEA
estimated actugl production at 172 metric 1ons in 1996
and 198 metric 1ons in 1995.]

Esseniial chemicals used in the production of cocaine
base and cocaine HOE were smuggied across Bolivia's
borders with Argentina, Brazil. Chile, and Paraguay.
mostly by road. Tailroad, and river netwaorks. bat
occasionally by nir.  Additionally, precursor and
essential chemicals were imported into Beliviz jegally,
and then divérted to cocaing processing operations. In
1996, Bolivian authoritizs, working with their Chilean
counterpans. took sirides toward stemming the flow of
chemicals when they dismantied two organizations
allegediy responsible for 80 nercent of the esseptial
chemicals smuggtled into Bolivia from Chile. Other
operations yickied significant chemical seizures
including the February seizure in Choguesena, Qrure
Depaniment. of 3.2 metric tons of agetone, the August
seizure in Santa Cruz Deparinent of 1§ mieirie 1ons of
liquid ammaonia, the Sepember seizure in Cochabamba
of 5 metrie tons of sulfuric acid, and the October serzure
in the Chapare of 3.4 mewic tons of acetone, These
measures foreed producers 10 conserve chemicals and
vesearch recycling techniques. The price of chemicais
in Bolivia also skyrocketed

Histoneally, cocaine processing in Bolivia did not
procesd bovond sthe srodustion of covaine hase. In the
pasi, cocaine hase would be shipped from Bolbviz o
{olombia. where processing inie coeaine HO would
take place. and where arrangements woold be made for
movement of the cocaing o the intermetional market

In recent vears, however, an incressing quannny of
cocpine his been produced in and digiribuicd from
Bolivie. 2s the involvement of Colombian waffickers in
Baliviy has decegased. leaving the production of both
cocaine bose and gocaing HCT primanty in the hands of
Bolivians, This has been cotroborated by seizure
statistios. which have indizated thas the previous ratie
of coa product sezures vonsisting of 90 percent
cocaine base and 10 pereent covabne has shified o a
ratio of approvimately 70 percent cosaine base and M)
percent cacaine. In addition, this shift has becn
evidencad by inelligence indicating that some cocane

b s e
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Coca Growing Areas

base iz being shipped fom Peru 10 Bolivia, rather than
to Colombia, for progessing, This fact has besn
substantiaied by large-scale seizures of sssentisl
chericals that are used in cocaine processing. and by an
increasing number of confiseated cocaine conversion
laboratories in Bolivig, in june, for exampie. federal
arthorities in Buena Vista seized an setive cocaine HC
kaburatory, along with 480 kilograms of cocame and 1.4
meiric tons of essential chemicals. Additionally, reports
mdicated that Bolivian trafficking organizations have
established direct contacts with Mexican and European
wffickers, 10 whom they are exporsing cocaine directly,

Trefficking: Traffickers generally used aircrafi to
transpon cocaing base from Bolivia to Colombia, where
conversion Mo cocaine KUY took place, Covaine base
was transported from the Chapare by roads, trails, and
rvers, Cocane HOT and coname base from outlving
aboratories and transshipment sies in £l Beni, Panda,
and Santz Cruz Departoents were gansporied to
Colombia. Brazil, and Paraguay, as well 25 16 staging
potnts elsewhere in Bolivia, primarily by tvin-ongist

-
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gircraft. Bolivian forces responded with roadblocks,
mobile patrols, and rivering counterdrug operations.

Giroups engaged in cocaine smuggling from Bolivia
included independent Bolivian trafficking groups who
frequently were engaged in smuggling 1o Eerope by
way of Argentina, Brazil, Chile, and Paraguay, Mexican
and Argentine groups also were engaged in smuggling
1o the United States. -

Brzzil's role in cocaine smuggling from Bolivia was
highlighted by 2 number of seizures made during 1996,
For example, in June, authorities in El Carmen, Bolivia,
seized 111 kilograms of cocatne discovered in the
ceiling of » train dining sar. The cocaine ultimately was
destined for Corumba, Brazil. And in Qcrober,
suthorities in Santa Cruz seized 455 kilograms of
cocaine discovered n 2 hidden comparment within a
truck eo route 1o Brazil. In December, Brazilian
aythoritiss at Brasiiia’s international aipont seized 223
kilograms of cotaine found in an air cargo shipment of
coffee grounds and pepper thet Bad originated in Samta
Cruz. Meanwhile, Mexicas and Argetitine traffickers
played a greater role in the dircet exponation of
Bolivian cocaine w the United Stares,

Drug Law Enforcement: In 1996, DEA agents and
Bolivian police seized 168 metric tons of cocs leaf and
4.3 metric tons of cosaine base, compared with 1995
seizures of 110 metric tons of coca 12af and 4.6 metric
1ons of cocaine base. Seizures of ague rica-s partally
processed fomm of cocaine buse i solution—amounted
16 98,360 liters, compared to 14,300 liters in 1995,
Seizures of cocaine HCI decreased from 3.6 metric tons
in 1995 to 3.1 metric tons of cocaine in 1996, The
lasgest cocaine seizures of the year included those
setzures mentioncd above, 85 well as the seizure in
Augustefover 136 kilograms of cocaine from 3
residence in the Santa Cruz area. in all, Bolvian
suthorities arrested 855 viclatwrs and destroved 7
coeaine laboratories and 2,033 cocaine base production
sitgs in 1996,

Celombin

Cultivation: in 1996, Colombiz was the warld's third
largest producer of coca. An estimated §7.200 hectares
of coca plant had the potential to yisld 53,800 metric
tons of cocs igaf, This reprasented 2 marked increase
from 1993, when cyltivation coversd 30.900 hectares of
land, and the potenzial coca leal yield stood at 40,800
mctric sons. The Colombian Government repened the
acoal spraving of approximately 16.000 hectsres of
cona in [ 90—wdowa from 24,000 hectares in 1995—bat
the amount of cota actually destroved by the spraying
is believed 1 be far less, Eradication operations by
agnial spraying of herbicides were hindered in 1996 by a

Souree: U8, Departmen of Justice, 1kag
Drngs 1o the United Sioses, August, 1997,

awmber of factors, including unususlly bad weather,
three U.5. Government-miandated groundings of
eradication aircraft for security and technical reasons.
and Insurgent attacks sgainst eradication aireraft.

Coca cultivation was lacated in the eastern plains. with
heavy growth in Cagueta Department, Goaviare and
Vaupes Commissariais, and Putumayo Intendency.
Cocs plants also werr caltivated in Bolivar Deparmnent
and in southwesigrn Colombia,

Processing: Most of the world's cocaine is produced in
Colombia, In sddition to cocaine produced from
Peruvian and Bolivian cocaine base, potential cocaine
production from domestic Colombian coca leaf
cultivation amounted 1o 110 metric tons in 1996, an
increase over 80 meiric tons in 1993, Actual production
in 1996 was estimated 31 100 metric tons.” Processing
wok place in laboratories that ranged in sophistication
from: small, simple operations to large, industrial-type
facilities employing several bundred workers and
preducing over 250 kilograms of cocaine per day, Most
iaboratonies were located in remiote ateas. In rocent
years, the largest cocaine laboratories discovered by
Colombisn muthonities have been in the remote castern
lowlands, the rain forest, snd in rrafficker stvongholds in
the Valle de Cauca and Tolime Departments.

In 19496, the Colombian Goverment reponed the
dgestruction of 523 cocaing HCI and cocaine base
laborataries, an increase from the 396 laboratories
destroyed in 1993, Eleven of the largess laboratories,
located by authorities in the Departments of Caqueta,
Guaviare, Meta, and Vaupes. consisted of between 9 and
18 buildings, with housing for beoween 35 and 80

“workers.

The esseniial chemicsls nzeded by cocaine jnhoratories
in Colombia were imporied legally ino the country,
and then divertad (o wholesalers of renailers after
delivery. However, in one March operation, authorities
seized 200 metric tons of sediam carbonate during 4
raid at a chemical company warchouse in Barranguilla,
In this case, the chemicals had been impored from
Poland without vaiid permits. 1 an August operation,
anthonities seized 16 metric tons of essential processing
chemicals from a business in Bogota. The owner of the
husiness allegedly falsified business records and
documernted fietitious wansactions 1 justify the saie of
controlied chemicals, A raid in October on a paint shop
mn Bogoia resulted in the seizure of approximately 50
mnc tons of conwolied essential chemizals,

* O bundeed 7azeic tnns is o derivedt catimate, as Opetanion
BRE&K?{&ROUGB as yet 40 compiote the fizld study i Solombis.
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In 1996, Colombian authorities seired a fotal of more
than 73 metric tons of solid precursor and essengial
chemicals and over 8OO thousand gatlons of Homd
chemieals. {Note: These figures include chemicals used
in the production of both ¢otsing and heroin]

1a response 1o increased law enforcement focus on
¢hermical interdiction, waffickers have adopted
sophisticated processing techniques and rcinologies
designed to reduce the amount of chemicals requirad.
In particular, the use of recycling systems has allowed
waffickers to separate and recover a porion of the
solvents used in the cocaine produdlion Process,

Trafficking: Alshough bundreds of Colombian
eriminal organizations engaged in cocaine trafficking,
the handful of Colombian drug wrafficking
organizations, collectively known as the Cali drug
mafiz, until recently, held undisputed control over the
internationat cocaine market. In 1996, although the
Cali drug mafiz contipued to play the dominant role in
the worldwide wholesale cocaine trade, some analysts
noted a trend toward decentralization of the trade. This
wrend, which was given impemws in 1995 with the
capture of kingpins Jose Santacruz-Londons dnd
brothers Gilberto and Miguel Rodriguez-Orejunela, was
spurred on in 1996 with the capture of several
additional significan: maffickers {sex the Dmg Law
Enforcement section). These arrests by no means
crippled the Cali drug mafia, Indeed, reports indicated
that the Redriguez-Crejueta beothers and others
continued 1o direct their drug wafficking organizations
from prison. -

The arrests of the major Call kingpins, however, were
age without effect; they indirectly provided a new
generation of Colombian waffickers with the
OppETIURIY 10 assumes a larger role in the intemnational
cocawe srade. In particuler, the Nonhem Vaile del
Causa-bazed Henao-Montova wafficking group.
dicecied by brothers Ascangel de Jesus and Jose Orlande
Henao-Monioya, moved to incTease its power and
influsnce. One resuh of this heightened compenition
between rival Colombian trafficking groups was an
ngrease in drug-related vinlenee in Colombia,

Despite the imprisonment of the Cali drug mafia feaders,
cocaine trafficking patterns remained largely
unaffecied. Cocaine base was smuggled into Colombia
mostly by single-engine general aviation aircraft
capabie of carrving Joads ranging from 500 1o 800
kilograms, '

Afier progessing. finished cocaine was smuggled ovt of
the country along a number of routes, as detaited carlier
in this report, Seizures in 1996 demonstrated the
vaniety of methods used 1o transpernt these shipmenis,
For example, go-fast boats were intercepizd off the

Colombian coast several times during the year, resulting
B significant cocaine seizures. In March, personnel
from the L1858, Vincennes recoversd 1.5 metric tons of
cossine jettisoned from a 35-foot go-fust boat after the
go-fast was overflown by a belicopter based aboard the
Fincennes, In November, the USCG cutter Campbel!
intercepted & 44-foot go-fast boat 100 nautical miles
north of Colombia, and seized 1.3 metnc tons of
cocaine., Smuggling attempts using conftainerized carge
also were detecsed, In January, for exampie, Colombian
authorities seized 2 200-kilogram shipment of cocane
that was to be secreted in'a cargo container of blue jeans
destined for San Francisco, California.

In other eases, seizutes were made from fishing vessels.

. In August, for example, 2.4 memic tons of cocaine were

discovered in $eret compartments within the fishing
vessel Oysrer, The Qusrer had besn intercepted by the
U.S.8. Sides, 15 nantical miles west of the Port of
Tumaco, Cedombia. The Qvster was esconted 1o Rodmaen
Naval Base in the Panama Canal, where & thorough,
dock-side inspection led 1w the discovery of the cotaine
in a commpartment within one of the Owsrer’s fued tanks,

Authorities aiso seized & mumber of cocaine shipments
that were to he transporred by sirereft. In June, for
example, polive in Bogow seized 130 kilograms of
cocaine that was 1o be vanspored to Paris ip an air
carga consignment of wopical fruit, And in November,
Bogota suthorities selzed 567 kilograms of cocaine, at
teast a portion of which was 10 be sent 10 an unsprcified
Canadian city in luggage checked on commercial
airhing Hights,

Drug Law Enforcement: Colombian authorities seized
more than 21.5 metric toms of cogaine and 17,5 mewric
1ons of cotaine base in 1996, compared 1o 21.5 metmic
tons of cocaine and 19.5 metric 1ons of cocaine base

serzed in 1995, Muore siguificantly, Colombian

aathoritits captwed or killed a number of important
Cali drug mafia figures in 1996, In March, the
Colombian Government announced that Cali drug lord
Jose Samacruz.-Londono, who had escaped from prison
in January 1996 with the assistance of cornpt prison
officials, had been killed in 2 shooi-out with police a1 8
roadblock cutside of Medellin, Also in March, Juan
Carlos “Chuprta™ Ramirez-Abadia and Carlos
“Cuchillo” Oriiz-Escobar, both of whom wers
considered nising leaders in the Cak drug mafia,
surrendered to authorities. More mmponantly, @
October, Helmer “Pacho™ Berrers, the tast of the old-
guard Cali drug mafia leaders to remain a1 jarge, finally
surrenderad.

Despite theiy incarceration, the CUali drug mafia leaders
mfluenced the Colombian legal system. The initial
defeat of bills to reform Colombia's sentencing and

Source: U5, Depannent of Justice, Drug Lnforeenoens Adminiswstion. The NI Repors 1896 The Supply of Hligit

Birugs to the Usnited Sresees, Aagasl, 3557



asse: forfeiture faws in the Colombian House of
Representatives in December underseored this fact,
Following the defeat, allegations surfaced that bribes
had been offered 10 fegislators to rejecs the reform bills.
Afier she discovery of oniginal drafis of the defeated
togislation and exact allies of voting records in
Bogom's La Picows Prison, where the Rodriguer-
quuc!z brothers were being held, the allegations
[gaincd added credence. Under the public scrutiny
’genemeﬁ by these discoverics, the Colombian Congress
econsidered and passed tough asset forfeiture
§cglslaucn in mid-December.

P‘nson sentences imposed in 1996 raiced questions
regmimg the adequacy of the Colombigs jegal syssem.
For example, Vicwwr Patino-Famequoe, former Calimafia
chz:f of operations for smuggling in the Port of
_Bucnamma vens arrested in June 1995, Aldwugh
initiatly sentenced in February to 18 years
Emgﬁsomnz‘ Patino-Fomeque reccived 2 Syear
sentance reduction. {Later, his semence was lengthened
t:a 12 vears, foliowing an appesl by the Colombian
Prosecutor General's office.} In December, Ramirez-
Ahaézz received the harshest sentence yot imposed on 2
mﬁ' cker, but his sentence also was reduced
submnzzaliv—mfwm 24 to 13 years—based ot his
sumndtr and confession. Alsain Dacember, the
sentence of Ortiz Escobar was reduced from 2010 52
mrs 1t is Hkely thase sentences will be reduced funther
for goud behavior and work study. Migue! Rodrigues-
{}wjucia is earning work-study credits by running a
small kiosk in prison calied Poor Mivhael s,

Pery

Cuim ation: Peru was the world's leading producer of
cm:a leaf coca paste, and cocaine base. As in previous
\fc:;f& cultivation was located in the Upper, Central. and
i.oucf Hyallaga Valieys: the Apurimac and Aguaviia
Rm:z Valleys: and in the Deparmment of Cuzen, in

¥9% Peru's coca cultivation decreased. {stling w0

9-% AU0 heceares from 115,300 heotares in 1995,

f’ot:nm% coes jeaf production in 1996 wax plaged at
i?é 700 matric tons, 3 decrease from 183,600 metric
wns in 19985,

Thers was a limited increase in coca eradication activity
in] 1996, as the Peruvian Government expanded Ns
emdzcatsw campaign bevond sesdlings—ithe exclusive
tar,gczs of eradication in past years—to trops under 2
v&;zm old and to fully mature Crops i unpopulaied areas
orin national parks, [Nowe: For years, Peru has declined
1o eradicaie mature coca plants antdl farmers have found
vighic aliernative means of suppon.}

Eradication eliminated only 1.259 hectares of coca
z:tz}tivatéeiz. Autharities attributed the additional
decrease tt cultivation of over 19,600 hectares to & drop

*wuru. LN
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in cocaine base prices caused by a glut of the product in
Peru. This situation was due, at least in part, to the
successfisl inlerdiction campaign waged by the Peruvian
Atr Force (FAP) against suspect srafficker aircraft, and
the resubting difficuides experienced by raffickers in
transporting cocaine base to Colombia.

Provessing: in 1996, coca Inaf produced in Peru kad
the potential 1o yield 433 mewic tons of cocame HOY
efier procassing, down from 460 metrie tons inn 1HRS,
Actual production. according to DEA. amounted to 428
memrie tons in 1996, compared to 443 metric tons in
1995, 1n 1996, however, most processing that took
plage in Peru was of coca leaf 1o eocaine base, Asin
previous years, raffickess in Per were maior cocaine
bage producers.  Most processing ocurred in the Upper
Hualiaga Valley, Cocs legves were processed into
cocaine bass in clandestine laboratories set up neay
coltivation sites. These laboratories ranged from smai
swactures o large complexes. In 1996, Peruvian
suthorities destroyved 14 laboratoriag, a decrease from
the 2] laboratories destroyed in 1998,

Essential chemicals were divented from legitimate
chemical shipments imponed through Pery's seaports,
Chemicals aiso entered Perut by lund from Berazil. Chile,
and Ecuader. 1n one major law enforcement operation
that stretched from March to June 1996, Peruvian police
seized over 12 metne sons of essential chemicals, These
seizures were the culmination of investigations
targeting over 270 businesses in the Lima-Callao
metropohifan area. And in August, police seized 4
metie tong of scetone, 105 kilograms of hydrochloric
zeid, and 180 kilograms of ethyl akcohol after 4 raid on
& warchouse in Puentc Piedra,

Trafficking: The export of cotaine base from Peru was
controfied by Peruvian traffickers who served as
maddlemen berween farmers-—many of whom produced
cotaine base themselves——and Colombian traffickers.
Maost cocaine base was wansponed by air to Colombia,
where it was convented 1o cocaine, However. raffickers
responded o air inxerdiction efforts by increasing their
use of land and river routes.

The FAP has been authorized to shoot down suspeat
wrafficker aircraft under specific circumsiances. such as
when an aireraft flies Blegally in Peruvias airgpace and
rzfuses 16 obey instructions to land, After the seizing or
downing of 3% trafficker aircraft in 1995, srafficker

. piiots reponedly were more reluctunt 1o fly shipments of

socaine base from Per to Colombis, In some Cases.
these pilots demnanded a large increass in pay to fiy this
touté., Pressure on traffickers was maintained in 1996, as
demonstrated in January, when FAP fighter sirerafi
forced down & Piper Seneca that was careying over 300
kilograms of cocaine base, atar Yunimaguas, Peru, Afier
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their arrests, both pilots of the aireraft stated that it was 8
well-known fact among Colorabian pilots that the FAP
was authorized o shoot down eraffisker aireraft flving
illegally in Peruvian airspace if the violator did not
obey instructions to lasd.

As a consequence of air interdiction operations, -
gaffickers repertedly relizd more hezvily onriver
transport to move socdine base o airstrips in northern
Peru or southern Colombia including airstrips near
fquitos and Estrecho, Pers, 2nd Leticis, Colombia.
Rivar wraffic in 1996 was noted on the Amazon,
Maranon, Napo, Putamayo, and Ucayali Rivers,
Shipments, hidden in commercial ¢argo of covernd with
river debris, were moved through known areas of law
enforcemant activity 4t night, when authorities had 3
fimited ability to patrol the waters. Still, the value of
river transport as an alemative to air transpor: was
tempered by the attendart delays and risk of
interdiction.

The use of river wansportation to smuggle cocaine
products was demonstrared by s nursber of seizures in
1996, For example, in January, the Peruvian Navy
seized 472 kilograms of cocaing paste from 2 vessel
intercepted near Puerto Inca, on the Pachitea River, An
$ven larger seizore was made in March, when police
intercepred three wooden boats op the Pisqui River and
seized 1.2 metric tons of cocaine base. Police seized
356 kilograms of cocaine base in August and 368
kilograms of cocaine base in September of cogaine base
from smal vessels on the Ucayah River.

Adduionally. waftfickers who used smalier afrerafi
augmpted 1o avoid radar by fiving at low alumdes. by
using flighs routes that passed through southern Pery
where radar coverage was lighter, by using airfields near
the Braziiian border us staging ghes, and by making
itenal use of legivimnte flight plang. The Amazon
repion, where the borders of Pery, Bolivia, and
{olombia mezs. siso wag exploitad 10 3 greater extent.
At lepst |5 airstrips were reponed along the Peruvian.
Colombian border, and another 18 reportedly couid be
found siong e Peruvian-Baolivign border. in rosponse
{0 airerafi oporations in the area, authoritics faenched
opseraniens in the trishorder area in Apel and December,
sitcmpting 10 deny trafficker aireraft acoess to airsnps.
in the December operation, Peruvian and Colombian
forces destroved a iotal of 14 glandestine airsiaps. 1 in
Colombia and 4 in Peru. )

Traffickers used land routes 10 transport cogaine base, if
anly o and from conselidation poinis and alrsirips in
northesstern Peru. For instance, in January, police in
Aucavacy seized 613 kilograms of cocaine base frosn 2
hidden comparimem in 2 truck en rowre to Ucayali
Peru. in August police seized 235 kilograms of cocaine

base from a freck at a checkpoint near Sangapilia, Pern.
And in September, authorities seized 171 kilogramy of
cocaine base discovered in a truck Stopped and searched
at a checkpoim north of Tarapoto,

$reng Law Enforcement; In 1996, Pzruvian authonties
seized approvimately 18.7 metric tons of coonine paste
and base, an increase from 9.6 metric tons seized in
1993, Significant seizures made in [996. in addition w0
those mentioned above, included 411 kilograms of
cocaine base seized in Apnil in Cuxeo Depgriment, ind
256 kilogramy of cocgine base seized i Mareh in
Huanuco Department. Seizures of cocgine HC in 1986
decreazed 1o 1 meric ton from 7.6 metric tons in 1995,
This drops was not necessarily mdicative of decreased
effectiveness on the part of Peruvian authorisies,
however, since 7.5 metric tons of the 1995 ol were
part of two unusually large seizures made in January
and Seprember 1965, Individual cocaine seizures in
1996, by contrast, were much smaller. For example in
March, authormies seized 61 kilograms of cocaine
discovered in false wells of 2 shipping container af the
Port of Callao in one of the arger cocaine HCT seizures
of the year,

Peruvian military personnel were involved in two
cocaine smuippling operations disrepied by authoritiss

_in 1996, In the first incident, in May, police seized 174

kilograms of cocaine found aboard 4 FAP DC-§
transport plane: they arresied 13 FAP personnel. The
plane was destined for Europe by way of the United
Siates. One of the president’s milntary axdes de camp
and three colonels reportedly were selieved from duty
tor possible involvement. In July, 3 wta] of 127
kilograms were discovered aboard ewo Peruvian-
regisiered merchant marine vessels crewed by Peruvian
Navy personnel. Canadian customs officss seized 79
kilograms aboard the MV Martarem st the Port of
Vangouver, Brivish Columbia, and Peruvian navy |
afficials giscovered another 48 kilograms aboard the M/
A Ho at the Pore 68 Caliac.

In November 1996, Willer “Clampa” Alvarado-Linares
gnid three licutenants in his organization were arrested
by authorities in Quito. Ecuador, and deported to Peru.
AlvaradosLinares direcizd a Cali-linkad cocaing
rrafficking organization tied to over § metric tons of
cocaing seized worldwide sinee 1991, Subsequent o
his arrest. raids in a numder of cities throughout Peru
resulied in the arrests of an additional 3] key mombers
of the Alvarado-Linares organization. In Gcotober 1996,
Demertrio "Vaticana”™ Chavez-Pensherrera, once
considered the main Peruvian suppiier of cocaine base
for the Cali drug mafia, was sentenced 10 23 years’

" imprisenment. Chavez-Penaberzers was arrested in

Colombiz and expelied 16 Peru in 1994, He bagan
serving 2 30-year semence for treason in 1994, after s
military court convictad Aim of coliaborating with the
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Shining Path terrorist organization in coca-growing
regions of the Upper Huallaga Valley.

I
DEVELOPMENTS IN OTHER AREAS

S?aib Amsprico

Transshipment through Argentina mnnmwd in 1996 as
cocatne was xmnuggied into the coumry by general
arymmm aircraft from Bolivia, end by land vehicles and,
couriers an commervial airhine flights from Bolivia,
{kztie and Paraguay. From Argentina, cocaine
nponcdly was smuggled 1o Evrope and the United
Swws Hrough containerized mariime cargo, of by
couriers aboard commercial airliners.

Asgentine authorities seized a fotal of 2 mewic tons of
c@cama in 1996. Significant seizures inchuded 40
kiiagmms of cocaine seized near Escobar, Buenos Aires
Pr:mm::, from a racior-trailer ¢n route from Boliviato
Sam, Argentina, and 30 kilograms of cocaine seized by
auzhOMzs at Ezeiza International Afrpory in Buenos
Am:s from the luggage of two individuals seheduled 1o
board 2 flight to Jtaly,

In addition 1o serving as & wansshipment poist,
ﬁrgmz;na wag the site of Iaboratorias for the conversion
a;f Botivian cogsine base w cocaine HCL, which then
was shipped ta Europe end the United States. Argentina
&Eso produced essential chemicals, which occasionally
wm sald legally & }cgmmatc businzsses and then
dwcr:ed to iiich cocaine prodzm;cm or were soid
z!lcgaiiy 1o front companies for use i in clandestine
iabm‘amncs in Bolivia.

During the year. waffickers flew air rouses through
&mzii in an anempt 16 avoid traditional tafficker Might
mutcs berween Celombia and Peru. By transporiing
cm:amz base 10 Airstrips in the tri-border arca of Brazil.
Cc?ambza and Per, traffickers were ablg 10 CiTcumvent
?eruv:zn airspace altogether. Flights reponediy
angzm&:é from the area of Bolognesi, Peru, with
m{s.tchag stops near Leticia, Colombia. Usualiy, Vauprs
Department, Colombia, was the destination for such
ﬂlg}its In addition, wraffickers used Brazil as 3 staging
locatwn for cocaine HCI refined in neighbocny
countries and in transit to the United States and Evrope.

Mamzmc smuggling sccurred from the Ponts of Belem.
Ma?taus and Sao Paulo, while {aneanba, Recife, o de
Janctrc‘ and 20 Paulo served a5 land and air
trans&tz;;zmcm points. Cocaine also reporsedly transited
Brzzll en route to ports i Suriname. Couriers flving out
of San Pauio and Rio de Janeiro. meanwhile, were used
by orgaized crime groups from West Africa 1o smuggle
cocaine to Europe and southern Africs.

Brazilian authorities seized 3.1 metric tons of cocaine in
1996, a decrease from the 5.7 mewric tons seized in

1995. The 1996 total included several mulithasdred.
kilogram seizures, For example, in Aprl. pohee seized
200 kilograms of cocaine afier 2 raid on & house in the
Piadade District of Ric dr Jangire, The cocaine
reparedly was transported 1o Brazil from Colombia by
truck, and was 10 be broken down and smuggled to
Europe by couriers. And in September, authorites
seized 243 kilograms of cocaine, 225 kilogramg of
which was found in a vehicle in a Sao Paulo parking lot,
Additionatly, several multihundred-kilogram cocsine
shipmnents that origisated in Brazi] were seized
overseas. In Jannary, for exampie, Portuguess
suthorities seized 120 kilograms of cocaine that had
been srauggied into Lishon miemational Alrport on s
commescial flight from Bragilia. And in September,
Falian autherities in Genoa discovered 160 kilograms
of cocine aboard the MV Calapedra, afier the vessel's
arrival from Brazil, '

Additionally, Brazil is a major kicit producer of ether,
aceiane, and other essential chemicals used in cocaing
processing. Despite efforts at control, substantisl
amounts of these chemicals were divented to illicn
cocsine processing lsborgtories in Bolivia, Colombia,
and Peru. The Brazilian Federal Police conductad joint
operations with DEA, targeting both Brazilian and
forcign firms, in order w interdict the flow of diverted
chemicals.

1n Csile, authorities seized over 500 kilograms of
cocaine, an increase from 346 kiHograms in 19935,
Cocaine from Bolivia was tassported w Chile's
northem ports for shipment in commercial cargo to 1he
Linited States and Eqrope. These shipments were
facilitated by 2 hilateral agreement prohibitiog the
nspection of Bolivian goods routed through Chile for
export o third countries, Cocaine shipments from
Colombia aiso were routed through Chile. Ina duly
incident, Chilean guthorities at the Porg of San Antonio
seized 486 kilograms of cocaine discovered in a
shipment of medical equipment that had amved from
Buensventura, Colombia. The company o which the
shipment was consigned had imported three similar
shipments since December 1993, each of which was
reesporied 1 Miami, Florida, ’

Some minor guantities of cocaine base imponted ino
Chile from Bolivia reportedly were processed inwo
cocaine HC domeszically, Chile algo sontinted to
serve as a source of essential chemicels for vaffickers in
Bolivia and Peru. Several significant chemisal seizures
were made in 1996, In May, police in Santizgo seized
§.150 liters of scetone, 125 kilograms of soda ash, 606
liters of hydrochloric acid, and 1,000 liters of sulfuric
acid. The chemicals reporredly were destined for
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cocaine xboratories in Bolivia. In Jone, police in Astca
seized 4,000 liters of sulfuric acid, gise destined for
Boiivia,

Ecusder was 2 major ransit coungy for large quantities
of cocatne shipped from Colombiz, and for smaller
guantities shipped from Pera. Cocaine was transported
by land into Ecuador, und then shipped o Europe and
the United States either in maritime cargo vessels
sailing from the Port of Guayaquil, or in air cargo
deparding intermational zirperts in Guayaguil and Quire.

in addition to the Colombian groups, which
waditionally bave moved cocaine through Ecuador to
the internmional market, Nigerian organizations aiso
plaved a role tn cocaine safficking through Eevador.
Ome Nigerian operation smuggled cocaing by courier
from Colombis inmo Ecuader, and then on te the United
States or Europs. Couriers were able to walk across the
largely uncontrolied Colombian-Ecuadorian border,
typically ar the Tulcan International Bridge, and then
depart on flights out of Ecuadoer, thereby avoiding the
serutiny usually given by customs officiais in the
United States or Europe to amivals fram Colomina,

in 1996, Ecuadorian nuthorities seized 8.75 metric tons
of gocaine, & substamial increase from 4.0¢ metrie wns
in 1995, This increase was due in large part to the
seizure i Datober of 7 memie tong of sovaine

distoverad abnard the MV Dor Ceivo by authorities a1
the Pori of Esmeraidas. The Don Celso vas intgreepied
by the 1£.5.5. Ticondercgs in intermational waters off the
coast of Ecuador, and was escorted to Esmeraldas afier 2
thorough at-sea search of the ship was impossibis
becsuse of both 2 fire below deck and toxde fumes
caused by 2 large spill of amumonia in the vessel's
enging room. En April. authorities made another
significant seizure, when authorities raided a fish.
packing plant in Guayaquil and seized 360 kilograms of
gocaime that was 1o be packed in a container shipmen:
of frozen Hish. And in May, authonities seized 133
kiloprams of cocaine secrated in fruit jars in prepatation
for shiprmeni 1o Europe.

Ecusdor also was an important transit country for
chemigals ussd by clondesting laboralory opsrators in
Colombin, Chemicals were mucked from Guayasgiil inte
the eastern jungies, and then transported into Colombia
by trugk or river boat, Signifivams chemical seizures
made a1 the Port of Guayagquil in 1996 included 14.9
metric tons of sutfuric acid and over 18.3 matric tons of
sogium hydroxide seized in January and February: and
2.2 meiric wons of sodiurn carbonate and 2,64 msiric
tons of calcium chlonde seized in April. A June seizure
of 350 drums of chemicals in Quite was particularly
noleworihy because the slemicals were ved o a
cocaine MO iaboratory discovered in Sanio Domingo

de Los Colorados. Pichincha Provioce. This was the
first cocainge HCI labomtory discovered in Ecuador in
the fast 10 yoars. Ecuadorian suthonties estitnated that
approximately 100 kilograms of cocaine in various
processing stages were found at the 1aboratory site.

Authorities in Guyana seized 74 kilograms of cocaine
in 1996, ax incresse from 57 kilograms in 1995, Use of
Guyana as 2 gransshipment poing for cocaine shipments
appeared 1o be limited, despite faverable conditions,
such as a heavily forested and sparsely populated
interior, and nignerous small and virmally inaccessibie
airfields. Al of these factors presumably would
facilizate the ransshipmernt of cocaine from Venezutla,
Brazil, and Sunname to the Caribbean, the United
States, and Europe.

Paraguay has long uapatrolied borders with Argenting,
Bolivia, and Brazil that are well-suited 1o smugpling
operations. Smuggling by small aireraft i 4 particalar
threar, given the couniry’s many unregulated and
slandesting landing strips near the border with Brazil,
Seizares snggest, however, that ¢ocaine smuggling
through Parsguay is not vet a significant problem.
Approximately 56 kilograms of cocaine were seized in
1994, a slight decressc from the 39 kilograms sesized in
1995,

Significant quantities of cocaine were routed though
Suriname to Europe and North America, aceording 1o
Surinamese authorities. Cocaine trafficking
organizations in aeighboring countties reportediy used
Suringme as o S13ging area. In 1995, cocaine was
transported into Suriname through northern Brazil from
Bolivia. Colombiz. and Pery. Transport was
accomplished by smail coastal vessels that fertied both
lieit carge and conmaband betwren the Amazon delta
and other ports along the nantheastern coast of South
America. Additionaily, some cotaing was smuggled
ino Suriname by private aireraft that used clandestine
zirstrips and open roads in the interior of the country.
Once i Suriname. cotaine was repackaged and
exported on commercial ships and regulaniy scheduled
commercial flights, A il of 1.4 metric tons of cocaine
were seized in Subimamie in 1996, an inerease from 6]
kilograms in 1995, A record setzure in Apal
coniributed 10 this increase. In that case, police
responded 1o a report of a twin-engine aircraft landing
on a taud berween Jodengsavany and Blakawats,
Suriname, and seized 2 Cessnza Timn airgraft and 1.77
mefric tons of cocaine, Surinamese authorisies point &

.this sefzure and w the increasing Celombian trafficker

presence in Suriname a5 indications that the cowsry is
becoming 3 more anportant transit point for Colombkian
COCEN,
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While police officials helieved some cocaine is shipped
ffom Suriname 10 the Umitexd States, there wasg ns
cwdcm;e that such ghipments oceur in targe quantities.
Mosz of the cocaine transhipped through Suriname
n;apemd ta be destined for Europe; the Netherlands, in
;:artmuizr hos been a popular destination. inthe first 4
mazz:iss of 1596 alone, suthorities in the Netherlands
mzcd over 440 kilograms of cocains smuggled into the
counxty from Sariname, including one 200-kilogram
shipment discovered in an air freight consignment of
pmducc {One Jarge factor in the prominence of the
Ne;imkands as a destination for cogaine shipments from
$unnaxm: was the presence of over 280.000 ethnie
Smmase residing in the Netheriands, Cocaine
mfﬁckers have taken advasmage of this and of historical
ianks among Suringme, the Netherlands Antilies, and the
Nezhmands 13 ship cocaine through Duich sezporss
ethcr countries in Western Eorope, Ties beiween
Summcsc and Europeans alse may have facilitared the
smﬁgglmg of precursor and essential chemicals from
Europe into Latin Americs.

Venezuels was a significant cocaine transit country in
!996 Cocaine was smoggled into Venezuela along
Ceiombmn rivers, and thes mansponed overland o the
coast Cuzuta and Maicao ports of entry on the
Co?mb:anavcnezugian border were the soene of
wmcm&:s drug seizures. From Venezuela, some cocine
was transported northward by go-fast beats depaning
Cumana ardd isla Margarita. In other cases. cocaine was
:ra'nsmmd i suithion guantities through marntime
canzamertzed cargo and i cargo to the United States
za{i Eursps. Exampies of such shipments in 1996
included 64 kilograms of cocaine discovesed in March
inla maritime cargs container shipped from Venszuels
to} Port Everglades. Flonda 123 kiloprams of cocaine
difcavarcd in October in the doors of two mannme
comtainers shipped from Venezoucls to Miami: and 548
klk}g:ams discovered in December in an ndustrial
chccscwpmcessmg frachine that was (o be shipped from
zhc Port of La Guaira, Venezuele, 1o Rome, Baly,

113 wieal, approximately 5.6 meric wnx of cocame were
<;t:;z':-cl in Venezaels in 1996, compared 1o & meing 1ons
m 1995, The year's largest seizuee accurred in Mach,
»hcn authorities found 1.1 mewrid tons of cocamnw
follo% ing raids on warchouses in (uarenas in the
mftmtbs cf Caracas. The cocaine was hidden within a
consignment of tennis shoes destined for Momtrea).
Carada. Oniser sizeabie seizures included 200
l,ﬁagrams szized in January from a warchouse in
Ac&r;gﬁa Ponuguesa Stare; 509 kiloprams scized in
May from 2 vesse! off Maurica Beach on the outskins of
Bareelona, Venezuria: and 750 kilograms seized in
Mz\‘cmber frome a 1ruck at & cheekpoint in San Antorto
;2::% Tachira. The May seizure was nateworthy in that
sgveral active or retired members of the Venezuclan

national goard, the marines, and the customs service wers
arrestad following an investigation,

Venemtia also was used a8 2 transit ocation for essential
chemizals shipped 1 cocaine processing iaboratories In
Colombiz, Significant chemical seizures in 1596
inciuded 120 metric tons of various chemicals, inclading
acttone and methyl ethyl kerone. seized in March in
Valengia, Carabebo State; 43 metric tons of chemicals
seized in April in La Vietonia, Aragua State: 105 metric
tons of ures seized in Seprember at the Del Tachina
checikpoint on the Colombian-Veneauslan border: and
1.5 metric fons of acetone seized in September ata
checkpoint in Guanare; Pormguess Swate,

Europe

The coczine market in Western Europe has expended
dramaticatly since 1988, Seizure statistics ingdicated tha
Colombian drug mafia elements increasingly wrgeted
1his markes, where they were able to realize profis marging
higher that those in the United States,

Cocaine being smuggled o Furope. in recent years. from
time to time, has bess wansited through 1S portis in
addition o those in the Caribbean. QOccasionally, South
American raffickers have first shipped cocaine through
Eurgpean ports and then 10 North American markets, The
growing cocaine thiyeat to Europe has brought more
interest and involvement on the part of European police
agencies in counterdrug sctivities in the Western
Hemisphere. According to the imemational Crimsinal
Police Organization {INTERPOL). European authorities,
i include anthorities in the Newly Independent States,
colizcrively seized 31 metric tons of cozaine in 1896,
compared to 22 metric tons in 1995, Kilogram quantities
of cocaine were seized in countries throughout Evrope,
inchuding countries where the total guantity of cocaine
szized during the vear was relatively modest. For
esample, Anstria, Bulgaria, Croatia, the Czech
Republic, Denmark, the Farmer Yugoslav Republic of
Macedonia (FYROM), Hangary. Norwsay, Polasd,
Russia. Sweden, and Turkey teported individual seizyres
of at igast 1.2 kilograms, with seizures typically made
from couriers arriving on insernational flights from South
America, In each ofthese cauntries, however, szizure
totals for 1996 failed o exveed 0 kilograms. In other
countries. however. ¢ocaine seizures were more
substantizi,

Beigium continued to serve as a wansshipmen point for
cosaine destined for markets in the Netheriands and
Germany. Cocaine was smuggled into Belginm both by
maritime commercial carge, and by couriers aboard
commercial airline fights artiving st Brussels’ Zaveniem
international Adrport.

Soure: UK, Depersmanl ol fastioc, Dirag Enforcosenl Adassustrulion, The NNICT Hepont 1980 The Supply of Hictr
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Belgian authorities seized over 935 kilograms of
cocaine in 1996, compared to 452 kilograms in 19583,
The year's largest seinues wers muade from marnitime
cargo. For examgle, in January, suthorites at the Port of
Anrwerp seized 100 kilograms of cosaine that amved
from Colombia aboard the banang boat Chiguite
Rostock. This was followsd in Febrogry by the seizure
of # kilograms of cocaine that hisd arrived in the Port
of Zeebrugge aboard the MV Swanstream.

France was both a consumer county and transit point
for cocatne, Cocaine was smuggled into the country in
maritime cargo, by vehicle at border crossings. and by
zirline couriers.

French authorities szized approximately 1.7 metmic 1ons
of cocaine in 1996, compared 1o 863 kilograms in 1995
§n April, authorities at the Port of Le Havre seized 33
kilograms of cocaine that arrived on a container ship
from Arpentina. The rocaine, which was carried by an
htalian nationsl, one of the ship’s crew, reponedly was
destinted for Pormgal, And in June, authorities in Le
Perthus. on the Franch-Spanish border. discovered 12
kilograms of cocaine hidden in the rear seat of a ear en
route to ltaly, Also in June, authorities at Charles de
Gaulle International Airport in Paris seized 3 kilograms
of cacaine from luggage belonging 1o 2 passenger en
route from Colombia o lsragl.

Graymany lkewise wag 3 cotalne consumer coumry and
transit point, Georman authorities seized .37 metric
wns of cotaine in 1996, & decrease from 1.8 meric tone
in 1995, Seizures wern gonemally under S8 kilograms.
with the largest seizures made from wir feeight, or from
luggage arriving on commercial 2irdine fights. In
February. for example. 20 kilograms of covaine were
discoverad in an air corgo shipment that arrived in
Frankfurt from Guaremala by way of Miami. In uly J0
kilograms of cocaine were discoverad in the lupgace of
three individuals arriving from Venszoels en route 1o
Poland, Additionally. rwn seizures, sach of over 28
kilograms, were made i March and April from e
luprage of individuals ammiving in Stungart from Cosw
Rics. Oversess. meanwhile, suthoritios seized
shipmanis en routz to Germany. In Sepiember, for
sxample, suthorities in Lima, Pery, setzed 30 kilograms
of cocaine from the fupgage of an individuad destined
for Frankfurt, Peru. in fact, was the point of origin for t7
secaine smuggling cases destined for, or routed
through, Germany in 1996,

Although Greece is not reparded as a major ocnine
CONSUIST OF Fransit country, a recaed smount of cocsine
was seized in April. when Helienie customs officers ot
the Port of Pireaus discovered 114 kiograms of ¢ocaing
within & container shipment of biue jeans that had
grrived from Callso, Peru. Roponigdly, the shipment was

to be transponted to Sofia, Buigania. The last seizure of
thix size was made in December 1994, when authonties
in Pireaus seized 103 kilograms from 2 container
shipment of dce en reate from Ecuador 1o haly.
Authorities seized 2 total of 136 kilograms of cocaine in
1996,

in 1996, Ireland emerged as a transit point for
multihundred kilogram maritime shipments of soraing
en route t0 Western Europe. The country’™s sumnerous
inlets and harbors, and #ts largely unparolied wesiem
coastline provided a convenient staging point for offs
inading cocaine, as well as 3 safe harbor for wafficking
vessels that encoumered roagh waather en route 1o other
European destinations.

in the first of two noteworthy seizures in 1996,
authorities in August seized 50 kilograms of cocaing
discovered aboard the cargo vessel Frone Guider, afier
the Guider's arrival in the Port of Moneypoint, County
Clare, from Santa Manta, Colombia. Authorities believe
the cocaine was o he off-loaded in Ireland, bt was
destined for continental Evropean markeis. Inthe year's
second large seizure, Irish suthorities seized 5 record
410G kilograms of cocaine off Cotk from the fishing
wrawier Sea Mise, which had satled from Venezusia fo
Trinidad, and was op route 10 an off-load polor off the
French soast, when it satied into Corll in order to avoid
3 storm at 582,

Cocaine wrafficking to and shrough Italy continued,
with seizures totaling 2.3 metric tons in 1996, 2
decrease from 2.6 metnic tons in 1595, In September,
authorities at the Port of Genoa seized 160 kilograms of
cocaine discovered aboard the MV Calapedra, after the
vessel's arrival from Santos, Brazil, Then, in November,
police in Milan seized 350 kilograms s part of an
opzration that resulted in 48 arvesis in aly, the
Netheriands, and Spain.

The Netheriands continged w serve 25 a destinaion for
Evropesr-bound cocaine shipments, with smuggling
usperations fasiiitated by ties among traffickers in the
Netheriands, Suriname, and the Netherlands Antifles. In
1996, Dutch suthorities seized over 8 metric wons of
cotaine, compared to 4.9 metric tons in 1995, The
vear's largest seizare was made in July, when authoritisg
boarded the private vacht Odermirense off the coast of
ljmuiden and discavered 1.t memic tons of cocaine,

The cocaing reporeedty had been transferrcd 1o the
Qdermirerse from a go-fast boat in waters in the vicinity
of Trinidad and Totage (nher significant seizures in
1996 inciuded 113 kilograms of cocaine seized from the
MY Josielle, and 137 kilograms seized in Octoben:
both seizutes were made by authorities in Rotterdam,

Saurve: U.S. Depurtusent of Justice, Drug Eniorement Adiinisiration. The NNICC Report 1995: The Supply of Hiteis

Pirugs 1o the {nifed Siatos, Augyst, 1997,



Authorities in Portugal seized 673 kilogmms of
cocamezxz 1994, a decrease from 2.1 metric tons in
199{ Most seizures in 1996 were made from couriers
ariving st Lisbon's internations) sirport. In the year's
1arges: seizare, police in January seized 120 kilograms
of | mm that had beony smuggled into the couptry
thmug}s the Lisbon airpert. In most cases, howaver.
mmc shipments smuggled into the country by courier
wm under 20 kilograms, Seizuras from maritime

ve:ss:is were rare in 1996, although Portugal's long and -

dcsoim coastline traditonally has been an amractive
ta:gct for muritime smu@lmg attempts, The year's mogt
s;,gmfm msritirng seizure was miade in October, when
auzkamncs in Ponta Delgads, Saint Migue! tsland, the
Moms seized 46 kilograms of cocsing afier 2 search of
A ssfimg vesse! that just had compieted 2 round-trip
voyage te Venezuela, v

Spain served as & gateway for cocaine shipments
dcs:meé for the European market. Smuggling into
Spam way facilitated by the nutltiple points of entry
available to traffickers, including 15 intersational
airponts, 23 major and 175 minor seaporns: by
notthwcszcm Sgain’s rugged coastling; and by the large
numbcr of warists whe visited the counry. Cultural,
zszhmc and linguistic ties berween Spain and Latin
Amesica also played 2 role.

Spanish authoritics seized a record 13.7 metric tons of
c’ezainc in 1996, & substansial increase from the 6.8
memc wny seized in 1995, Several seizures were made
05 muititen cocaine shipments. In Jazmry Spanish
auzhcmtts seized 2.6 meteic tons of cocaing from the
ﬁshmg vessel Mae Yemaja, afier i mtcmptmg the vessel
25 miizs off the coast of Carme and esconting i1 1o the
Parz of La Coruna for inspection. In May, authorities
zgxscowmei over 1.6 metric tons of cocaine from the M/V
Sive after boarding the vessel in intemational waters
‘?ﬁ(i miles off the coast of the Canary Isiands. in August,
auzmmtes i Putnio dz Raos. Santander Province,
st:tzcd 1.2 metric was of cocaine that had been
smugg.icd imo the Port of Bilbao from Colombia in g
sthmzm of lumber. And in November. authonsies
scu'.cd 1.1 metric tons of cocaine after boarding the MV
-z:ma 16 nautical miles off the Galician coast. Other
mgnzi’:cam seizures included 900 kilograms of cocaine
fennd in June floating off the norhwestzrn Spanich
em&L 280 kilpgrams of cocsine found in Febryary in a
shz;x;smg comainer imported into Baresiona from

{’.“ clombia. and 230 kilograms of cocaine discovered in
Junz in a comamer shipment of coffee that amived in
Barce!onz from Colombiz. In sddition, in July. Spanish
‘suthorities on the island of Gran Canaria, the Canary
istands, seized 64G kilograms of vocging distovered in s
container shiprment of coffee and Hquor imponed from
Venezutlz,

Drugs 1o the Limred Srares, Augus), 1957,

Traffickers continued to use Switreriand zs z transit
location for smuggling cocaing to ltaly and other
countries in Western Europe. Cocaine was smuggled
inte the country by couniers traveling on commercial
airfine flights wriving at intermational airports in Zurich
and Geneva, Individual cocaine seizures were of
kilogram quantites or less. For example, in May.
authoritiey in Zunch seized 2.2 kilograms of cocaine
from a courier who armived on 3 flight from Sso Paujo.
Brazil, by way of Barcelona, Spain. In 1996, Swiss
authorities made 122 cocaine seizures, totaling 255
kilograms, compared to 262 kilegrams of cocaine seized
in 1995,

The United Kingdom was both 4 transit country and a
destination for cocaine. British authonities seized 1,16
metric tons of cocaine i 1994, compared 10 963
kilograms in 1985, Most seizures were made from air
freight shipments or from couriers arriving on
nternational flights from Seuth America. In the larges:
such seizure, in Septemmber, authorities at Lopdon’s
Heathrow International Alrpor seized 180 kilograms of

. cocaine discovered in the false sides of two cargo

rontainers that arrived on a commercial airline flight
from Bogota, Colombiz, In a February investigation,
noteworthy because of the method of conccalmens,
authorities ot Heathrow discovered 30 kilograms of

‘eocaing in the nose cone of & British Awrways 747 that

had arrived from Bogota. Typically, seizures of cocaine
from the luggage of couners ranged from 3t0 §
kilograms, aithough authorities did seize 25 kilograms

" from a coyrier arriving from Brazil in April. and 27

kilograms and 22 kilograms fom uvnclaimed fuggage
arriving on Hights from Trinidad and Tobage in July
and Septomber, respectively.

Alriza

Nigerian mafficking groups were responsible for most
cocaine wafficking activity in Africa. Nigerian
wafficking groups are entrenched deaply in the 1S,
herpin trade. Their exposure to and increasing
involvemens in moving cocaine to Europe and Africa is
2n outgrowth of their U8, drug activiry. Az of May
1997, no statistics were available 25 10 the gmount of
socaine seized in Nigeria in 1996, or in the Jast half of
1995, In the first half of 1995, oniy 1.9 kilograms of
SOCHINE were seized.

Typical seizures of socaine controlied by Nigerian
organizations consisted of quantities of under 10
kilograms carmied by couriers. Most of the cocaine
moved by Nigeran-contrelied couriers was obtained in
Brazil, althoogh in 1995 Nigerian organizations also
obtained cocaine from countries in e northern Andean
region such a5 Colombia and Ecusdor, Evidence of the
Nigerian organizations’ presence in Colombiz was

Seuree: ULS. Departmant of Justice, Drug Enfbreement Adminiseation. The NNICC Report 1596 The Supply of et
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demonstrated in Apfil, when police in Bogota amested
24 West Africans who were prepared 0 smuggle over 50
kilograms of cocaine to Europe. In addition to taking
direct fiights 1o Europe, couriers also smuggled cocatne
to Nigeris and other West Afnican countries, as well as
1o South Africa. From these countries, cocaing was
reshipped 10 major markess in Ewrope.

Souath Africs has developed imo a cocaing destination
and iransshipment location, due in pan to s well-
developed infrastructure and internationsd air links.
South African authornities continued to ssize regularly
kilogram quantities of cocaine in 1996, In 1995, 183

kilograms were seized. Statistics for 1996 are no1 ye!
available. Seizures ranging fom 2 10 7 kilograms
typically were made from couriers arriving on flights
from Rio de Janeiro, Brazil, In atleast rwo cages.
however, seizures also were made from individuals
arriving from Buenocs Aires, Argentina. Nigenan
eriminals are nvolved widely in cocaine distribution in
South Africa. These criminais probably introduced into
Sowth Africa’s wwnships methods of produting crack
cocaine leared while in the United States.

Other African coumries were used as trangit points for
cocaine smuggied into South Africa or Europe from
South Americs. The most commaon method of manspont
was by couriers who smugglied kilogram gquantities of
cotaine ¢oncealed in their personal effects, or whoe
ingested latex-sncased peilets of cocaine, Individual
szizures of between 2 and 4 kilograms were made fron:
couriers amiving on intemmational Bights tnta Benin,
Cote d'Ivoire. Kenye, Namibis, and Zambia, In
addition. in March. authoritics in Morocco seized 62
Kilogeams af cocaine from a containgr ship docked in
the Port of Casablanca. The comainer in which the
cocaine was secreted, however, was not destined Jor
Morooco, but instead was (0 be uiloaded at a later port
of zatl in Genon, taly.

Yhe Middie Eost

. Seizures of coacaine or cocaine base in Lebanon

amoumed to 166 kilograms in 1996, compared w0 13.6
kilograms in 1995, Of this amount, 4] kilograms were
discovered in Jamuary in a contatnerized shipmen of
wooden doors imported inge Beirut from Brazd, and 122
kilograms were seized in inte Octaber and early
November after importation in 2 two-comainer martume
shipment of coramic ties.

Lebanon was one of the few countries outside South
Americaiha processed cocaine base into cocaine HOL
Lebanese raffickers living in South Americs reponedly
faciitiatzed the imponztien of cocaine base 110
Lebanan. principally from Colombia, bat also from
Bolivia, Brazil. and Pera. Most of the cocaine

processed in Lebanon was refined in conveesion
laboratories in the Bekaa Valley, Past reporss have
indicated that 80 percent of the cocatae produced in
{.cbanon is exported. with the remainder used
domestically, Exported cocaine was packaged and then
shipped-sometimas through Jordan or Syria—is Enrope,
or to mivkers in the Persian Guif where cocaine pnves were
high. Lebanese traffickers also used Lebanon as 3 suaging
area for refined cocaine base being shipped to the Persian

. Galfor Eurape.

‘There have been 3 mumber of reports that criminal groups
in Lsrael are involved in cocsine mafficking. Traffickers
based i isracl ceportedly have established links with
Colombian drug cartels. in 1996, 43 kilograms were
seized in March from 2 shipping container that arrived in
the Port of Haifa from the United Siates. The cocaine
reportedly was hidden in the container in the Los Angeies
area angd then shipped 10 New York, where it was tepacked
in household effects being shipped to Israel

. The Far Eost

The level of cocaine wafficking in Southieast Asia and the
Pacific remained low, Nonetheless, focal authontics were
concerned by reports of conuacts berween cocaine
trafficking organizations and loca) organized crime
groups. In particelar, there have been repons of comacts
berween Colombian cotaine waffickers and elemens of
Fapaness organized crime groups {collectively known as
the Boryokudan or Yakuza) that conwol Japan's ithcit
drug trade. Moreover, covsing is transporied into the
region by {1.§. criminals and by Asian criminals who
obtain the drug in the United Stares.

Both Australia and Japan have been wargeted by
waffickers as lucrative cocaine markers, For example, one
group in Sydney. Australis, composed of individuals who
emigrated to Australia from Medsliin, Colombia,
reporiedly ausmpted o essblish a local market for
cocaine. Southeast Asia’s largest cocaine seizure in 1996
was rrade in Jane by authorities a2 the Pon of Mackay, in
Oueensland, Austeaiia. In that case, 20 kilograms of
cocaing were discovered in a bulk coal carrier that amived
from Port Victoria, Brazil, by way of Taiwan. in fapan, on
the other hand, seizures remained small.

Eisewhere in Southeast Asia, seizures of between 306
gramis and 10 kilograms were made from couritrs aiving
i Hong Kong, Malaysia, and Thailand on flights from
South America. Authorities in Thailand also seized 7
kilograms of cocaine from 2 parcel mailed from Colombia.

Soerce: U.S. Depanment of Justice, Drug Enforcement Administration. Tie NNICC Reporr 1996: The Supply of fificit
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BACKGROUND

‘i’hci trafficking and abuse of cocaine, particulariy in its highly addictive, smokable base form known as
“erack,” combined with the severe and chronic social cauma they generate, represent the gravest
pwbictns for 1S, drug law enforcerment authorities. Cocaine HC) {'hercszr referred to 4s cocaine) 15
pmézzz:cd in South America and smuggled o the United States on a massive scale by sophisticated
mnmza? organizations. These drug mafias also are responsible for most of the wholesale domestic
cocme traffic, supplying primary source cities with the drug. From these source cities, loosely
sm:cmrc:i but extremely violent gangs distribute cocaine to and within other U.S. ¢itigs, smaller rouns.
and rural areas. Ttis these gangs that are responsible, in large part, for mvcmag the cocaine into crack.

Thc cocaine threst first emerged in the United
Szatcs during the mid- to late-197¢°5 when both
tha trafficking and abuse of ¢ocaine escalated
mpldiy The trade was centered in South
Ammca where Chilean, Bolivian, and Peruvian
sxtppiicrs dominated coca cultivation and cocane
pmccssmg Thess groups supphied cocaing 10
Cubans and other groups of wholesale and retail
(or street level) distributors m the United States,
m that time, the volume of gafficking was
ncwbcre neas today's level. Large segments of
tbz: U.S: populstion were unaffected by cocaine
trzﬁ”rckmg and abuse, due in large part to

' cocaine’s high price—$100 or more per gram.
prease however, was no deterrent to those whe
wicrawdth: use of coraine or viewed itas a

:lmaadchcttva “party” drug.

Circa 1980, the “cocaine wars"w—a bloody spate
of murders and shootings in Miami berween rival
cocaine trafficking organizations vying for
control of wholesale cocaine distribution—
focused the public’s stiention on the violense that
accompanied the expanding cocaine trade. Asa
result of the struggle to control the U.S. cocaine
market, Colombian traffickers replaced Cubans
as the pnmary wholesale distributors. Two
distinct Colombian groups emerged: & band of
violence-prone, Modellin-based mraffickers
operating primarily in Migmi snd Los Angeles,
and 2 group from Cali that established operations
in New York City. As domestic demand for
cocamne grew, the infrastructure associated with
drug wmafficking at the importation and wholesale
leveis—the production, transportsiion, and
distribution elements—alse grew as dealers
competed to cash in on the boom market,

Source; U.S. Department of Justice, Drug Enforcement Adminisetion, The Cocaine Threat to the United States, March 1955, 1



In the mid-1980°s, the cocaine threat forther
evolved as crack cocaine trafficking and abuse
swept through many metropolitan areas,
particularly economicaliy deprassed, inner.city
neighborhoods. I 2 gruesome parody of
Colombian traffickers &t the whoiesale level,
crack distributors at the mid- and retail-levels
mstitutionalized drug distribution nationwide,
Independent dealers/users—whe frequently had
distributed cocaine of other drugs to support their
own habitwere replaced by structured,
hierarchical organizations motivated by profit.
Futther, these groups established reliable sources
of supply while creating transportation and
distribution nerworks that employed salaried
wotkers and enforeers.

Examined in its entirery, crack wrafficking has had
a devastating social impuct on many metropoiitan
areas across the United States. Bevond the
psychological and physical damage 16 individusl
users, crack distribution and abuse have degraded
entire communities, particularly low-ncome,
nner-eity neighborhoods ill-equipped to cope
with the wide range of social problems ¢created by

" the drug. In communitics across the country, the

ongoing crack plague has undermingd the qualiny
of life more than any previous drug episode in
U.S. hustory.

crack itsolf,

raonthe ot first use.

cocaine.

2

THE PHARMACOLOGY OF COCAINE

Cocaine is the mast powertul stimutart of natural grigin. in both hydrochloride and base
forms, i is classified as & Sthadule it drug under the Controfied Substances Act of 1870,

in order 1o be classified in Schadule 1), a drug must have 2 high potential for abuse and &
currently accepted madical use In the United States, Furhermors, use of that drug may isad
o sevars peychoiogical or physical dependence. Technically, crack has an accepted
recdical use only because it is one foem of the cocaine afkaloid, which, as cocaine HC, is
used as an anesthetic in some surgeries. However, memzsmlagmw medival use for

Because of the intensity of its pleasurable effects, cocaine has the potential for extraondinary
psychological dapendency, particulardy among socaing injectors and srack smokers,
Hecurrent users may reson 12 iarger doses at shorter intervals, leading to hard-core cocaing
addiction, The onset of cocaing addiction vanes acsonding 1 the route of administration.
Users who snort cocaine can maimain their addiction without the need for treatmernt
assistance for a period of 3 to 5 years, whils crack smokers often seek freatment within 6

The suphoria induced by cocaine use is simitar regardiess of the method of administration,
However, different roastes of administration may vary the intensity of this exaggerated feeling
of axpitemsent. For exampie, the efects of inhaling cocaine are felt in spproximately 20
mimaes antd may linger &7 up to 40 minutas. The effects of smoking or injecting cocaine are
| felt simost immediately and persist for roughly 10 minutes. The resuliing depression ot

- ‘crash,” themiure, is much greater with smoking or injecting cocaine than with inhaling &t
This depression is the primary frigger of cocaine addiction; the cocaine abuser's desire to
avoid this crash frequently results in compuisive use and psychological dependency.

Excessive dosas may cause seizures and/or death from mespimtory failure, stroke, cerebm!
homontage, or heart failure - Psyehological effects inclisde various psychiatiic disorders
such as parancia and suicidal tendencies. No specific treatments exist for cocaine
overdoss; nwdmmtarmdmelwwmmsmm “rbemisno“am duseaf

Source: U5, Depanment of Justice, Drug Esforcement Administration, The Coeaine Threot 1o the United Stares, March 1985,
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THE COCAINE TRADE IN LATIN AMERICA

CULTIVATION AND
PRODUCTION

Cor.;ainc is derived from the coca
plant grown primarily in Peru and
Bolivia, As seen from the chart,
smaller amounts of coca also sre

Fotentist Covame M1 Production by Country, 18931884

COCAINE PRODUCTION.
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cultivated in Colombia, The leaves
are stripped from the plant, dried,

andﬁthczz processad into codaine
basa through simpie chemical

promimcs These procedures occur
in cm;ic labaratories focared i

remote regions of Peru and Bolivia.’

thig: there is some cocaine
produczzan in Bolivia and Pery,
mnst cocaine is refined in Colombia. Colambran
mcamc trafficking organizations import cocaine
basr:, frors Pary and Bolivia, refine 3t into finished
cocazzzc at clandestine laboratoriss throughout
Ct:iomb:a, then smuggle the finished cocaine
abroad for wholesale distribution. Independent

————

d Fojr mare nformation on ooca sultivaties and pmoduction, s
Coca Cultivation amf Cocsing Precessing, Divg Enfoteement
Aeimmmmn. Inseliigence Yhivision, Waghingwn, DC,
September 1993 (DEA-H10543.

Souree: 10.8. Department of Justice, Drug Enforcemett Admiistrxtion, The Cocaine Threat wo the United States, March 1995,

/|

Potential Cocaine HOT Production

o -
. Wy
- B e + .v,
' 3 ‘i“
A £,

Sousce. SsenanonK! SATONCE Carars: Serawgy Rectel, Mes 1995

Peruvisn and Bolivian trafficking organizations
also supply limited amounts of finished cocaine
to the United States,

Some Colombian iaboratory operations involve
large, “industrial-type” facilities that employ 20
or more workers and produce aver 230 Kilograms
of cotaine per week. The cocaine produced in
these laboratonies is smuggied to foreign markets
by traffickers using 3 combination of air, land,
and sea routes.,

l?c‘»
ﬁ.?wh

Typicsl cocaine base processing site in Bolivia.



COCAINE SMUGGLING TO THE UNITED STATES |

Transporiation Groups

In order to transport cocaine shipments from South
America to U.S. markets, the Cali drug mafiz uses
the services of well-entrenched smuggling groups
focated throughout the Caribbean, Central America,
and Mexico. These smuggling groups transport
multiton shipments of cocaine from Colombia by air,
tand, and sea conveyances to the Unired Stares
directly or by way of transshipment countries,

The Colombian drug mafias oftes use Mexican
uansporiation groups 1o smuggle cocaine through
Mexico into the United States. Many of these
Mexican transportation groups are polydrag
traffickers with extensive experience in smuggling
drugs and other contraband across the southwest
border into the United States. Frequently, the
transponation groups receive a percemage of the
cogaine shipments in exchange for their gervices. In
addition, these Mexican groups have become
wholesale distributors of cocaine in Chicago,
Denver, Detroit, and other U.S. cities.

These groups conro! routes and pipelines into the
United States. To aid smuggling ventures, they
employ high-technology equipment, including night-
vision goggies'and radios with scramblers, as well as
military havdware, such as asssult rifies, hand
grenades, and bulletproof vests, These Mesican
arganizations aiso use scouts with radios and
scanners tuned to police frequenciss to monitor law
enforcemant acitivities along the 11.5.-Mexican
border. Further demongstrating their smuggling
resourcefuiness, these waffickers have built
sophisticated unnels underneath the sputhwest
border.

Mexican transportation groups receive cocaimne
shipments from Colombian traffickers and assumie
complets responsibility for the shipments until
deiivery in the United States. Multiton quantities of
cocaine are warehoused in Mexico near the northern
border. Frequently, smuggling organizations divide
shipments into smaller guantities and tansport them
into the United States by smuggling organizations
using passsnger ¢ars, tractor trailers, and other fand
vehicles.

Routes and Mothods

The principal cocaine smuggling routes from South
America to the United States commeonty transit
Mexico, where cocaine shipments ofien are
watrehoused near the U8 -Mexican border before
they are transported into the United Stares. Orher
primary cocaine smuggling routes from South
America to the United States transit the Caribbean,
Caribbean isiands, such as Puerto Rico and The
Baharras, ars used as reansshipment areas for U.S.-
bound cocaine. While airdrops are used by -
traffickers 1o transport cocaine from Scuth America
ta Caribbean wansit areas, maritime conveyances
are believed to be used predominantly throughout
the region. .

Traffickers use maritime vessels to transport bulk
quantities of cocamne from South Americs to the
United States or Mexico, Maritime craft used by
traffickers include commercial cargo vassels,
fishing boats, specially designed low-profile
vessels, and pleasure craft. Of these, commercial
catgo vessels pose the greatest cocaine smuggling
threat to the United States as evidenved by

ALiEpiis
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Souree: U.S. Depanmeat of Justios, Drug Enforcoment Administration, The Cocaint Threwt 16 the United Srares, March 1995, §
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RUMErous multiton cocaine seizores, For
cxampic, during February 1994, the U S,
Cuswms Service seized 3.8 meme tops of
oocaxm from a cargo container that had been

u-anspurted from Cartagena, Colombia, w
Misgi, Florida.

‘I‘raﬁ*ir:kcrs use a variety of aircraft to ransport
cocame from South America © Mexico and the
Umwé Smites, including general aviation, large

carga. and commercial aircraft. General aviation -

aircraft are used to transport cocaine from
Caiambm to clandestine airstrips in Mexico and
Cczma% Apserica. Increasingly, maffickers are
mzmng 1o the use of larger, longer-range jet and
:.:argo aircraft to expand their smuggling
capsbilities. For example, in August 1994, &
Cmvcﬂcjezandsh&pmentonSmmmmnsef
cocaine were seized in Mexico upon arrival from

Colombia. Balk quantities of cocaine 2iso are
wansported from South America directly into the
United States concealed within commercial air

cargo.

The use of private and commercial lupd vehicles
is the predominant means of transporting codaine
from Mexico mio the United States. In one

- incident during July 1994, DEA El Paso seized

5.4 metric tons of covaine that had been
warehoused in northern Mexico znd transported
by cargo van to El Paso, Texas. Since 1962,
seizures along the southwest border have
accounted for the majority of cocaine saized
annuaiiy in the United States. The prigary
importation points for U.S.-bound cocaine are
Arizona, southem Caiafumm, southern kada
and Texas,

5. Degantment of Justies, Drug Enforcement Administration, mm&:m«:mwaﬁe vmm March 1965,
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THE COCAINE TRADE IN THE UNITED STATES

CALI DRUG MAFIA

The principal Cali drug mafia trafficking groups
have established “cells™ that operate within a
given geographic area in the United States,
Primary U.S. bases of operation are compnised of
cells operating independently of zach ather

within major metropolitan aress, notably
Chicago, Houston, Los Angeles, New York City,
Philadeiphia, and San Francisco.

Each eell, which may be comprised of 10 or more
employees, operates with little or no knowledge
about the membership or drug operations of other
eells. Within these cells, smaller units may
specialize in particular facets of the drug trade,
such as cocaine transportation, stomgs, wholesale
dismibution, commusaications, of monsy
laundering.

Each unit has minimal contact with other units
and is directed by 2 manager who reports to the
cell manager. Each cell manager repontsto a
regional director who is responsible for the
overall management of several cells. The
regional direcwr, in turn, reports directly 1o one
of the Cali leaders or their chiefs of operations in
Colombia, Stict adherenge to this
compartmentaiization insulates the leaders and
other cells from drug law enforcement

operations.

The cellular structure meguires frequent contact
berween the cell manager it the United States
and top-level drug mafia managers in Colombia.
Cell managers use the latest rechnology, such a5
compasters, pagers, and facsimile machines in
their daily operations. Cellular telephones often
are bought in bulk guantivies and discarded after
several months 1o thwan drug law enforcement
efforts at telephone interception.

The Drug Eaforcement Administration (DEA)
has dismantied many Cali drug mafia celis
operating in the United States. Most recently,

during September and Ociober 1994, special
agents from 10 DEA field divisions conducied
the prirmary asrest phase of Operation
FOXHUNT, a 2-year investigation. Among the
19% subjects arrested were 2 regiona) directors
who managed Cali drug mafia operations in New
York City and Los Angeles. In addition, 6.3
metric tons of cocaine and 313 miilion were
seized during the investigation.

CALI DRUG MAFIA CELL STRUCTURE

Cell Direcior

* Raporsy dinectly o Call principais

»ikay contro! muitishe cuils
» Dwersony citywite sparstiony

Cell Head
«Dirscty spenific functone
l’ Cell Members

sorve: 1.5, Deparment of Justwe, Drug Eaforoement Adminiserstion, The Cocaine Threat 1o the Unired Sutes, March 1993,
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Los Angeles

MEDELLIN DRUG MAFIA

In general, the Medellin drug mafia's method of
opcraimn in the United States is less
mmp&mmmlwd than that of the Cali drug
mai'xa The drug trafficking elements comprising
the Medellin drug mafia employ g group
dmszrm»mkmg process at the top level, as

cpposcd 10 the hierarchical decision-making
przx:ess employed by the Cali drug mafia, At the
iower jevels, Medellin trafficking groups transact
busmess with fewer restrictions on their choice
of business associates.

BOMESTIC TRAFFICKING AND
DISTRIBUTION

Gncc smuggied into the United States, cocaine
sh:pmwts are consolidated in sither 2 gateway
city or 2 warehouse facility near the U.S -
Mexican border, The principal gateway cities
used for stashing multihundred or multithousand
kziogram quantities of cocaine are Houston, Los
Angc!cs, Miami, and New York City, After the
sh:p::acms are received at a gateway city, control
zs relinquished back to the Colombian drug
mafias.

8

" PRIMARY COCAINE
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Once the Colombians regain control over the
shipments, the cocamne is divided again into
multihundred kilogram quantities and is
mansported to cells in other metropolitan areas for
local distribution, At this point, the individual
cells, as well as Mexican transportation groups
that were paid 2 percentage of cocaine shipments,
divide the cocaine into smaller amounts for sale
to Jocal wholssalers who distribute 13-kilogram
or less quantities. The local wholesalers sell
kilogram arounts to retail distribution groups
that fusther divide the cocaine for retail sales.

Rewuil distnbution groups repackage cocaine
purchases in ounce and gram quantities for sals
by that group or other, smaller retailers. These
groups include a diverse assortment of ethnic
gangs that are responsible for most of the
domestic street trads in cocaine and crack, While
there comtinues 1o be » market for socame gt the
retail level, primarily among casual users and
cocaine injectors, crack distribution and abuse
now constitute the driving force behind the
cocaine threat in the United States’ Although
tmportation of crack has occurred sporadically
{small quantities oceasionally sre transported into
Florida from a few Caribbean islands), virally
ali of the crack sold and consumed in the United
States is manufactared domesticaily,

1 ¥or mvore mvformarion on cmck frafficking, see Crack Cacaine,
Prug teelligence Bepont, Drug Enforoement Administration,
hurtiigence Division, Washiogron, DC, April (994
{DEA-341516).

Saure: 12,5.! Department of Justice, Drug Enforcement Administrntion, The Cocaine Threar 1o the United Ssates, March 1995,



INTERNATIONAL DEVELOPMENTS

gurope the Netherlands and Belgium, as well a8 in the

major markets of France, Germany, haly, and the
The dynarics of the cocaine trade in Europe United Kingdom, have been seizing increasingly
have not evolved 1 the same extent as in the larger amounts of cocaine. Colombian traffickers
United States. The threat to Europe is similar to have exploited historical ties with Spam'to
the situation in the United States circa 1980, smuggle large amounts of cocaine through Span to
the rest of Europe.
Western Europe is the second-largest cocaine
marke: in the world after the United States, To date, crack distribution and sbuse have not
Since 1990, Colombian trafficking organizations, gained a foothold in Europe, with the exception of
the Cali drug mafia in particular, increasingly the United Kingdom where the market mirrors that
have been smuggling larger emounts of cocaine of the United States in many ways. For example,
to Europe, as evidenced by increasing annual violent Jamaican posses distribute crack in mner-
seizures. city areas of major UK cities,
In addition, the Colombian drug mafias have Asig
established relations with Italian organized crime
families, Russian criminal groups, and Spanish Australia is threatened by the ilheit trafficking and
criminal organizations to coordinate the abuse of cocaine more than any cther country in
teansportation of multiton cocaine shipments the Far East. Colombian organizations have
from South America to Eurape. selected Australia as both a potential market and ¢

wansit country for cocaine being shipped to Japan.
Although the Derian Peninsula has served as the Since 1988, South American traffickers have been
traditional “Gateway 10 Europe” for South atternpting to cultivate 3 demand for cocaine in
American cocaing since the 1980°s, guthorities in lapan, but have met with only limited success,

Alrica

Several countries in
Africa also are
experiencing & surge in
cocaine rafhicking,
inciuding Ghana,
Nigeria, and South
Africa. Likewise,
{olombian wafficking
organizations are making
use of Algena, Moroceoe,
Tunisia, and other
countries in northem
Africa to smuggle
socaine 1o Western

Europe.

Magdiee
Frapa
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Souree: LS. Dopartment of Justics, Diug Enforcemens Administration, The Cocaine Threat 1o the United States, March 1993,



Theitrafficking and abuse of cocame will remain
the primary threat to drug law enforcement
authorines i the United States. The drug is
pmduced, transported, and distributed by large,
wc!?-enmmh::d crimminal organizations thar will
con;zzmc to supply large quantities of cocaine to
the illicit market in the United States,

Damesuca!iy, the o8t serious problem resulting
fmm the cocaine trade is crack-related violence.
Tha typical crack marketplace is defined by
spcmmneaus, random acts of violence, punciuvated
by mrf wars, rip-offs, drive-by shootings, and
mea A chilling by-product of crack-rejated
v;olmcz i3 the greatly increased risk of
v;z:tzmzzmg irnocent bystanders-violent
mzeracmns often are played out on densely
po;wiamd £ity streets,

Bezause crack distribution typically is perceived
as a local threat in most communities, the
mummpai police department 15 the lead law
mfowemem sgency in wrgeting crack
dzsmbmars However, many of the larger crack
d;smbumn groups also are involved in inirastate
and mnterstate shipments of the drug from source
cmes t6 secondary markets. Consequently,
Fcéeral and State authorities are engaged to
dismatle these highervlevel distribution groups.

Seurce: US. Departmest of Justice, Drug Enforcement Administration, The Cocaine Threst 10 the United States, March 1585,

QUTLOOK

Furthermore, Stae and local law enforcement
agencies and judicial systems are overwhelmed
by the increasing numbers of violators and the
escalating magnitude of crack trafficking
activities. Consequently, assistance from Federal

" and State authorities is essential 1o dismantling

these higher-level trafficking groups.

Federal targeting of the most significant crack
rraffickers has bess effsctive. Destroving these
organizations is the most daunting challenge
facing U.S. drug law enforcement officials,

To support this mission, the Department of
Tustice has established several programs and
funding mechanizms that target crack digrribution
groups, dirsctly or through ancillary channels,
and are geared to support State and ocal law
enforcement agencies. Examples inciude State
and jocal task forces, Organized Cnme Drug
Enforcement Task Forces, grants from the
Bureaw of Justice Assistance, and the designation
of High Inmensity Drug Trafficking Areas,

DEA is commined to dismantiing cocaine
rafficking organizations. DEA will accomplish
this goal by targeting the highest-level violators
both in Colombia—the primary source country
for cocaine—and in every community across the
United States,

15
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The South American Cocaine Trade:
An "Industry” in Transition

0} ggm@ggggf Qz}cazzze Pmduz:‘{zgn and Trafficking
O Final Qbservations

Intraduction

The heart of the international cocaine trade is located in the Andean region of South America. Virtually
all of the world’s cocaine base, the intermediate product used to manufacture ¢ocaine hydrochloride
{cocaine HC), is produced in Peru, Bolivia, or Colombia. Cocaine base production in Peru and Bolivia in
1995 represented about 90 percent of the world's cocaine base; the remaining 10 percent was produced in
Colombia. Operation BREAKTHROUGH esumated wa:idmzie cocaine production in 1995 at 715 metric
tons.L

The major Colombian drug trafficking groups continue to produce most of the world's cocaine HC! They
import hundreds of tons of cocaine base from Peru and Bolivia, convert it into cocaine HCI at clandestine
drug lsboratonies in Colombia, and export the illicit product to the United States and Europe.
Independent Bolivian and Peruvian trafficking groups, however, increasingly are producing cocaine HCL

The governments in the Andean region tock unprecedented steps against the drug trade in 1995, Notable
counterdrug successes included the arrest or surrender of seven of the eight top Cali drug mafia leaders
and the successful execution of an assertive air interdiction campaign against the traditional
Peru-Colombia atr bridge. These counterdrug initiatives have accelerated the treand toward
decentralization of the "Cali-centric" drug trade and compelled traffickers to change the way they "do
business” in South America. '

Impact of Operations against the Cali Drug Mafia
The death of Jose Santacruz-Londono and the arrest or surrender of such major traffickers as Vietor

Pauno, Jose Castrillon Henao and Juan Carlos Ramirez Abadia (aka "Chupeta”™) have disrupted some Cali
drug mafia drug trafficking operations. The Cali drug mafia per se, however, hag not beens dismantled in
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that Cali drug lord Helmer "Pacho” Herrera remains at igrge and the Rodriguez-Orejuela brothers’
continue to manage aspects of their trafficking organizations from prison.

DEA reporting suggests, however, that a new generation of relatively young North Coast, Northern Valle
del Caaaa, and Cali traffickers will attempt to exploit any "power vacuum” created by the arrests of the
Cali drug lords. The Henao Montoya brothers, for example, appear to be sesking 1o increase their power
and ::ﬁame relative to the Cali "old guard.” One i important resuit of this heightened competition
between rival Colombian trafficking groups has hwz an increase in drug-related violence.

The ma;ar drug trafficking organizations in Mexico alse may be expected 1o exploit the situation in
Colombia in order o expand their business contacts with cocaine suppliers in Peru and Bolivia.

Empact of Operations against the Air Bridge

Assernve air inyerdiction campaigns against the traditional air bridge by the gowmmmts of Peru and
Caiombm have forced traffickers in Peru to transport cocaine base increasingly via land and riverine
routes to mmnps in Peru that are located near the Brazilian or Colombian borders. This smuggling
szrategy minimizes the time that drug pilots are put at risk in Peruvian Air Force (FAP) areas of
operation.?

Detected drug flights from Peru to Colombia in 1995 decreased significantly compared 1o 1994,
Intelligence in 1995 indicated that this decline in drug flights resulted in a glut of covaine base in Peru.
This {in turn, fed to a plunge in cocaine base prices in Peru, Reporting in early 1996, however, indicates
that {:ocmne base prices in Peru are on the rebound. Aithaugh the air bridge interdiction intiative is
conmdercd to be a counterdrug suceess, this year-ifmg campaign does not appear to have caused any
meastrable shortage of cocaine base for processing in Colombia,

Expanded Role of “Spill-Over” Countries in the Drug Trade

Aggressive drug law enforcement efforts in Colombia and Peru have forced traffickers to relocate some
of zhw trafficking operations to Brazil, Ecugdor, and Venezuela. Brazil has become increasingly
maportant a5 2 Major cocaine r.tansxt route. Limited reporting also suggests that cocaine HCI production
has increased in Brazil,

Vmezuela remains a major transit country for cocaine HCI produced in Colombia. Venezuela aiso 15 an
lmpcmz.zzz conduit for essential chemicals and a financial center for drug money laundering. Likewise,
Ecaaéar is an important transit country for cocaine from Colombia. The countries of the Southern Cone
{Argent:n@ Chile, Paraguay, and Uruguay) are ranked a3 secondary transshipment regions for cocaine
destined for the United States and Europe.

Decentralization of Cocaine Production and Trafficking

The emergence of independent Bolivian, Peruvian, and Mexican trafficking organizations inghhghts the
trené toward decentralization of the "Cali-centric” cocaine trade. Increasing quantities of cocaine HC! are
being produced by independent trafficking groups in Bolivia and Peru,

Cocmnc HCI production in Bolivia has increased sigmificantly in recent years, In 1995, 61 percent of the
z:ccame seized in Bolivia was cocaine HCl, as opposed to cocaine base. In contrast, cocaine HCI
comprised only 9 percent of the cocaine seized in Bolivia during 1994,
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. DEA reporiing also indicates that independent Mexican, Peruvian, Brazilian, and Bolivian trafficking
organizations are increasing their activittes in Bolivia. To date, however, these organizations have not
demonstrated the capability to produce and transport multiton quartirties of cocame HCl from South
America on 2 regular basis. The Colombian drug mafias continue to play an important role in cocaine
production and distribution i Bolivia. ’

Recent intelligence and investigative reporting indicates that some independent trafficking groups in Peru
increasingly are producing cocaine HCI, These independent Peruvian organizations, however, continue 1o
sell the majority of their cocaine base to Colombian traffickers, who then process the cocaine base into
cocaine HCI a: clandestine drug laboratories in Celombia.

The trend toward decentralization of the cocaine trade, of course, is not imited 1o South Amenca,
Today, the major Mexican trafficking organizations are second only to the Colombian drug mafias in
terms of power, sophistication, and international scope of operations. Accordingly, Mexico's drug lords
may be expected to exploit opportunities to expand operations. '

Limited reporting suggests that certain Mexican trafficking organizations are attempting to bypass the
Colombian drug mafias and deal directly with Bolivian and Peruvian cocaine HCI suppliers, While
predictions of a fundamental "power shift” in the drug trade away from the Cali drug mafia and toward
the "Mexican Federation" are premature, additional expansion of Mexican trafficker contracts with
cocaine suppliers in Peru and Bolivia is anticipated. The major Colombian drug trafficking organizations,
however, are expected 10 remain dominant players in the international cocaine trade in the next five years.

Final Observations

The decentralization of the traditional “Cali-centric” cocaine trade presents international drug law
enforcement authorities with new challenges. Traditional enforcement strategies and intelligence
collection programs designed 1o target the major Colombian “cartels” may not provide optimum results
against a fragmented cocaine "industry” compnised of hundreds of smaller, but significant, Latin American
trafficking organizations. The international drug law enforcement community must explore new and
innovative strategies to confront successfully the evolving cocaine trade into the Z1st Century.

Enatnotes

1} Operation BREAKTHROUGH is a DEA scientific rescarch project desigmed to estimate the amour of cocaine produced
in the Andean region by examinjng the vield and alkaloid content of coca crops and the efficiency of clandestine laboratory
GPUrALORS,

2} Dxug pilots have reasonable cause to avoid the zaditional Peru-Colombia air bridge. In 1993, the FAP forced down or
shot down 20 drug aircrafl. Likewise, the Colombian Adr Foroe strafed o7 forced down at jzast 13 drug aiscraft,

This repont was prepared by the Laon Amenca Unit of the Strategic Inteltigence Section. For sdditienal information, please
somact the Inteliigence Production Unit, Intelligence Division, DEA Headquanters, a1 (202) 367-8726.
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Trends in the Cocaine Supply, 1909-1885
(i metric tons unless otherwise noted)

1989 1890 1991 1892 1993 1994 1995

Cocaine HCI svaifable for expont from 708-842 714.85% 71793 834972 581692 558670 B18-738
producing countries’

_ Cocaine deslined for the United Siates 603716 505.708 8335760  667.778 4585542 428513 462-553
Forsign seizures of cocaine destined for the 58 BG 88 B4 80 56 41
United States’ ‘
Cocaine shipped o the Uniled Stales 547-880 509-624 §535-664 883-694 375-462 A71.456 421.513
Faderal Ssizures’ 115 96 128 120 110 126 a8

Cocaline avaiiable for consumption In the 432-54% 413-528 412-532 437555 364482 258.345 287.376
Linited States

Retail valus of cocaine in the United States $70-88 $82-104 $68-88 $70-89 $58.72 $36.-48 $40.52
{1996 dollars, biltons)* , :

1 Estinsates of coesing 10T come from comgmter pwilel of covaine production. The range ¢ based on the error band reparied by the Depatment of State for the area under cultivation,
INCER, 1996 éand previous yeary); Boysd Canadisn Mounted Police, Nativaal Drug Indtiligence Fatimate, 1994 {and previows yesrs) snd International Nxroetios Controt Board,
Narcolic Prugy Statistic for 1991 {sd provious yoars), The calepory sxciuder ssizures of cocaine not destined for the United States,

3 Drug Enfaccemem Adesinististion, Federal-wide Drug Seirures System, 19%9- £99¢,

4 Esfonnink are g o yoof moving averzge of yeassT and T3, The estimate for Y989 i for year 3989 sfone,




Table ¥

Estimated Number of Hardcore and Occasional Users of Cocaine and Herein (Thousands),
1986.15995

1988 1989 1980 1991 1992 1893 1894 1895
NHSDA

Cocaine Occasional 6000 5300 4800 4500 3500 3300 ‘ 2800 3,000
Heroin Uocasional 170 150 40 178 210 28(__3 210 320
DUF

Cm;aina Hardeore 35800 3,400 3.200 3,600 3,100 3300 3200 3300

Heroin Mardcore 875 88C 780 730 gst¢ 79D 800 810

The NHEDA was not administered in 1989, Estimates For 1589 are the averages for 1938 and 1990,

Sourzey: NHSDA 1388, 1590 through 1993 DUF 1988 through 1995: Umifams Crime Reports fUCR) 1988 dirough 1993

For example, Appendix A presents estimates of hardeore heroin use that are based on a different methodology than
the methodology described in this report. One calculation from Appendix A supports a national sstimate of 308 000
hardcore heroin users; a second calculation supports a national estimate of 582,000 hardeore heroin users. The
Appendix sxplains why both estimans probably understate the true number, We are aware of enly ene other national
estimate of herodn addicts, by Hamill and Cooley,™ who contiuded there were 640,000 10 1.1 million heroin addicts
in 1987. These estimates are roughly consistent with the estimated 699,000 to 880,000 hardcore heroin users

assumed tn the retail sales caleslations.

Strneons, Rhodss and Hunt'® estimate that there were about 300,000 hardeore cocaine/heroin users in Cook County
in 1995, Assuming a constant propomionality between the number of hardcore users in a population and the number
of emergency room admissions atributed to them, the Simeone, Rhodes and Hunt estimates suggest there are about
4.0 1o 4.5 million hardcore users in the nation.  Although such an assumption of proportionality rests on shaky
grounds, it nevertheless leads 10 estimates that are remarkably close to the 2.6 million estimate used in retail sales

calculations.

Souree: Cffiee o Nationat Dngg Control Polses Hoes Admericn's Lxers Sperd on Hegal Drygs, 1988-1995,
September 29, 1997



In 1995, hardcore cocaing users spent $187 2 week on cacaine, and hardeore hesoin users spent $208 2 week on hervin
(Table 2). These DUF estimaes lack precision, but they are reasonable considering other data about expenditures
on illicit drugs (see Appendix B). |

Of course, oxcasional users spend legs per week than do hardeore users. Based on NHSDA dats, occastonal cocemne
users spent $19in 1988, $23 in 1988, $27 1n 1990, $30 in 1991, $341n 1952, and 335 m 1993, No such estimates
are avaitable fom the NHSDA for occasions] heroin users. For them, we assumed aweck}yexpmdim that was one-
fifth of the amount spent by hardeors users, or sbout $50 per week.

Table 2
Weekly Median Cocaine and Heroin Expenditures Reported by Arrestee Hardcoore Users, 1985.
1985 {doliars, 1996 doflar equivalents)

Cocaing _

Median $283 3287 ;240 3218 §198 189 $187
Heroin

Median $356  §340 $299 $257 $226 s214 $208

“Saurces;  DUF 1989 through 1995

Total Expenditures on Cocaine and Heroin

Between 1988 and 1993 Amencan users spent 537 billion w $61 billion yearly on cocaine and $9 billion 1o $18
billion yearty on heroin {Table 3). We derived these ¢siimates by maltiplying the number of hardcore and occasional
-users in Table 1 by the median expenditures in Table 2 (and the figures cited earlier for occasional users) and adding

the results.

Source: Office of Natiowl Drug Contral Policy. #%ar dmerica’s Lsers Spead on Hleget Drugs. 19851993,
September 29, 1997,



How the Estimates are Affected by Varying the Assumptions

The estimates of expenditures may vary duz to assumptions made about the mimber of hardcore and occasional wsers
and abowt their average expenditures. Because hardeore users account for the bulk of drug spending, our estimates
of wtal expenditues are especially sensitive 1o the scouracy of esimates of expenditures by hardoore users.
Consequenily, we testad how sensitive our gxpenditure estimates are to assumptions made about the number of
hardcore users and their typical expenditures. Becanse the factors that entered the calculations were not derived from
probability samples, #t is impractical 1o develop a statistically based margin of evor,

Table 3

Total Expenditures on Cocaine and Heroin, 1988.19%5
(s in billions, 1998 dollar equivalents)

1388 18988 1990 1061 3984 1903 1884 1085

Cocaine

heavy use $55.0  $500 $45.0 $387 $354 £33 $31.9 3324
occasional $62  $6.7 $65 $72 &4 B4 S 856
fotal $812 $56.7 8818 8459 $417 $403 §$374  $380
Heroin

heavy use $172 $i63 $139 $114  $96 383 §88 $87
oceasional 06  $05 $04 05 05 06 B 809
total | $17.7 §$168 $143 BB $10Z $0B $83 $0.6

Binee weekdy expenditares from UEIF data were not available for 1983, we used the 1389 wmounts ax proxies for 1528 in caloulating totd
expendites

Sources: See Tables ) and ¢

First, we determined how the expenditure estimates would be affected if we used lower or higher estimates of the

Source; Gfftoe of Nuusst Drug Control Paley, #har damerica’s Lsers Spend on [ilegal Brags, 19881985,
Septumber 2V, 1WU7



heroin. Afier adjusting for the limitstions of these other studics, our estimates are consistent with theirs.?
Accoursting for Income in Kind

Our expenditire estimates reflect money that actually changed hands at the retail level. ?mdmgsmaﬁmobtamcd
as “ieome m kind,” sometimes as payment for ssrving a role in the distribution chain and sometimes as payment for
=X meammplﬁzwdhAm&xB,wcmmtﬁ&Mma&aoﬁnmcmnmcnt of their drugs
as inkind payment and that users of cocaine received half that smount. .

Hﬁmmbﬁa&mnmmmmmmmﬁwZ?%douamwmcoumwmddi:mmbyam
$2 billion, and the 1995 dollar expenditure on hersin would increase by sbout $2 billion. These totals are pot
reflected m Table 3, but we do take them into account later when we estimate the butk amounts of cocatne and heroin
used in America.

How Much Cocaine and Heroin is Consumed?

To estimate how much cocaine and hersin Amenicans consurae, we used data from the System to Retrieve Drug
Evidence (STRIDE) to estimate the street prices paid for cocaine and heroin, These data come from laboratory
analyses of purchases by Drug Enforcement Administration agents, other Federal agents, and some State and Jocal
agents. The price varies with the size of the purchase Jot. Cocaine is much fess expensive when bought as a large
lot than when purchased 2 3 smaller Jot. This is also mue of heroin. Thersfore, to estimate the average strast price
of Hllicit drugs, it is necessary to know how much a typical bayer purchases each time he makes a purchase. The larger
the quantity of drugs purchased, the lower the per unit price. There is scant evidence on this topis,

For purposes of estimating the prices, we assumed that a typicel heroin purchase was of two 1o four bags, containing
a total of 400 milligrams of bulk heroin, at a purity of 20 percent from 1988 1o 1992, and at a purity of 25 pereent
from 1993 to 1993, These assumptions were used to ¢stimas the average price paid for heroin, based on regression

Seurce: Office of Mutional Dsug Control Policy. s Aeserica’s Users Sperd o Hlegal Drugs, 19881995,
Sepiember 2, 1997,
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predictions, for each year from 1938 through 1993, For cocaine, we assumed that the typical parchase was: two
packages, containing 1.5 grams of bulk cocaine ot 63 percent purity. Additional detail and yustificaton for these
assumptions is provided in Appendix C. Estimated prices are reported in Table 4,

The price of cocane foli sharply throughout the early 1980s; increased during 1990; and then declined again in 1991
and into 1995 Most of the decline afier 1990 i3 cansed by an masc in the cmm& price index. The price of
heroin also fell throughout most of the 1980s; increased slightly in 1990; and has F:ominue& 1o decline since 1991
{Table 4). -

Table 5 shows estizates of the amount of cocaine and heroin that ws seonsumed based on the expenditures reported
in Table 3 {adjusted 1o account for drugs eamed as income in kind) mnd the retail prices reported in Table 4.
According to the data fir e 1988 1o 1993 periad, cocaine users omsumed semewhere between 290 and 390 mewic
twons of pure cocaine cach year. The level of consumption has stayed close to 300 metric tons throughout the 19905,
Heroin users consumed between 10 and 14 metric tons of pure heroin each year during the same period. Consumption
has stayed close to 10 metric tons during most of the 1990s, although there may have been an increase in 1995,

Because estimates are not totally acourate, wends are uncertain. However, it appears that the amount of cocaine
' consumed in the United States has changed very little over the last eight yaars, The estimates are somewhat higher
in 1988 and 1989 than in later years, but given the margin of error in these estimates, no strong trend is apparent.
Total expenditure on cocaing has fallen over tme, but this is aunibutable almost exciusively 1o using the consumer

price index o inflate past expenditures™

Tabhie §

Retail Prices Per Pure Gram for Cocaine and Heroin, 1988-1895
(doflars, 1636 dollar equivaients) ’

1988 1989 1980 . 1891 1882 1993 1994 1995
Cocaine 8177 5183 £183 $165 S$160 $1558 $140 5138

Source; (M)iee of Nutieus! Dirug Controd Polay  Hhat Ameriea’s Lsers Spend ou Hlisged Drogs, 1988-1983.
Sepumber 29, 1957,



Table 4

Retail Prims'r;w Pure Gram for Cocaine and Heroin, 1988-1895
{dollars, 1986 dollar equivalents)

Herain $1855 51433 81478 $1470 §1.315  $1254 §1,088 §$984

Seuroes:  SYRIDE 198] theough 1996

Table 5

Total Amount of Cocaine and Heroln Used, 1988-1595

{in mettic tons) L

1888 1ses 1990 1991 1992 1890 1% 1996
Cocaine 383 388 286 308 255 f 289 496 304
Heroin ) 131 143 1i.8 8.8 8.5 8.8 103 11.8

Sourees:  See Tables | through 4.

‘Frends in heroin use may be different. - The amount of heroin uged seems to have decreased from 1988 and 1989 into

the early 1990s. Thereafier, heroin consumption may have increased, but it is hard w be sure because of the unkmown

confidence intervals involved in these estimates. As already noted, there seem to be fewer heroin addicts in 1993 than

there were In 1988, The HIV virug and AIDS have 1aken a woll. Yet, prices have fallen so much that remaining users

may be able to purchase much more than they did in the past, and these Ioﬁ'cr prices may have attracted new users

into the markst”®

Other studies provide comparable estimates. Using a much different estimation methodology, Rand researchers

estimated that about 451 metric tons of cocaine entered the United States in 1989.%° This compares with our estimates

of 386 metric wns. The Rand researchers estimate that 7.8 metric tons of heroin entered the States in 1991 Our

estimate is 9.8 metric wons.

Seurce: (liee of Nabonai reg Contral Polies, il dmerica’s Lsers Spend on Hiegal Drugs, 1988.1993
Scptember 29, 1997 gar e '



methodology changes from vear to yéax. Accordingly, we have made no adjostments in our mode] for these Jogses.

The amomt of cocaine available in consumer countries is further reduced by foreign seizures. According 10 the
INCSR, suthorities in producer, ransshipment, and other consumer countries seized about 56 metric tons in 1994,

and 41 metric tons in 1995, of cocaine that was destined for the United States market (Tables 9 and 1037

Tahle 8
Estimates of Cocaire HCI Availabis in the United States in 1994 {in roetric tons)

Low High
Cocaine HCl available for export 558 6870
Frorm producing coundries’ 428 514
Foreign seizures of cocaine destined for the United States? | &5 =56 N
Cousine shipped 10 the Unifed vStates 372 458
Federal seizures’ : 20 -120
Cocsine aveilable for consumption in the United States® 258 348

T Esimaes of vocaine HOI come from the commraer mode! of cocaine production. The rapge i basedt on the erroe band reporied by
the Department of State for the ams apdizy coltivation,

2 INCSE, 1925 and 1998,
Drieg Enforcernent Administration, Fodorel-wide Drug Seingre Svswm,

4 Average for 1993 and 1994,

Nee, Soeme sumbers may not sidd dus to rounding

Source: Office of Nationn! Drug Contrgl Policy. #har Americe’s Lisers Spend an Hegal Lirugs, 1988-19%5,
September 29, 1957, i



Table 10

Estimates of Cocaine HO Avallabie is the United States in 19385 (in metric tons)

Low Hiak
Covaing HGI avallable for export - éi& 738
Fram producing countries’ 452 | 554
Foreign seizures of cocaine destined for the United States? 41 41
Cocaine shipped to the United Stales 421 813
Federal seizures® 98 -98
Cocaine avallable for consumption in the United States® 287 378

! Estinuases of cocaine HCl come fimem the computer nodel of cocaine production. The tasige is based oa the esvoc hand reponied by
the Depastonent of Siase foe the ares smider aultivation.

2 INTSR, 1995 and 1996, The cutepory exchades seimures of coomine vot desined for the Uniad Staey.
Duz Enforoement Administrmion, Federai-wide Drug Seinure Bystem.

4 Average for 1994 and 1995,

Note: Some. pumbers oy st add dus o rounding

Estimatss of the amount of cocaine shipped 1 countries other than the United States are uncertain, Western Europe
would appear to be 2 significant market for cocaine, but there are no reliable prevalence mumbers upon which to base
European consumption estimates. 1t appears that cocaing use in Western Ewrope increased in the 19905 European
coxaine prices also ssem to have fallen fom relatvely high levels in the 1980s 1o relatively low levels in the {9905,
suggestng that more cocaine was available in Western European markets and perhigps that those markets are betier
orgamized* The International Narcotics Control Board reports that South Amenican dealers are smuggling cocaine
in1o Burope through Poland, the Russian Federation, Ukraine and other countries in Eastern Europe.®® There appear
to be ne major diversions of cocaine outside the Western Hemisphere, Furope, and North Africa.

Lacking prevalence estimates, we estimated cocaing consumption for Europe from cotaine seizures during the past

Soursar: Office of Nutious! Drug Contral Piticy, D dmerico™s Users Spend on Hisgal Drugs. 1988.1283,
September 29. 1997,
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Yable 11

Trends in the Cornaine Supply, 1999.1995
{in metric tons unless ptherwise noted)

Connine HC! available for export iom
producing countrias'

Cocaing destined for the {inited States

Foreign seizures of cocaine destined for the
United States®

Cocaine shippad to the Upited Slates
Federal Seizures®

Cocaine availabis for consumplion in the
{nited States

Retail value of cocging in the Unlted States
{1868 doliars, billions)*

1889
708-842

803.-718
58

547-660
118
432-545

$70-89

jsgso 1891 1g9e 0 1Be3 0 1894

714-851

£95.709
45

509.824
96
413528

$82-104

777934

835-786D
96

538-884
128
412.532

$58-88

834972

667-778
84

583694
120
A37.565

$70-88

581-892

455542
B0

375-462
110
384-483

$66-72

558670

428513
56

371.458
120
258-345

$36-48

1899
816-738

482.553
41

421-513
88
287-376

$40.52

¥ Estimates of cocaine HCE come from computer model of socsing production. The sange is based oo the crror bwsd reported by the Departent of State for the stes under cullivation.

INCER, 19396 {and proviots ey Royal Canadisn Mounted Police, Nulional Drug Intelfigence Estimale, 1994 (e previous yeass} snd ilemations} Nuwzaw Lontrol Bosed,

Narcotic Erugy Sttiatic for 1991 {roud previous yazrsh The category excluden seizurea of vocsing nol destined for the Ulaited States,
3 Dyop Enforcemen Adminisisation, Foderal-wide Prag Seigore System, |94%.15996,

4 Estimates we a twoeyeur moving sverage of yeansT and T-1. The estimase for 1989 s For yexr 1989 slone,




Figure 4

Pradictad Price per #ure Gram of Cocaine at the Retail snd Middle Distribution Levals

453
! 3 o ol Yol 333031 PP QUET 21 65 pRTNIR party

m‘ T ke kit vl £ains—00 pure graras ot 30 percerd purlty

i |

- N

g 4

£ .

Bm;

$

Z omni

F 1

& 3

g % .

© TR “ean,

g?w:’ “"'.

55 e et T NI TAS ORI Fevmmuinn een
o B e e e e e ;.l:;ﬁv' o S gt s 208 1 A M +
8 8 B 8 8 F & 8 &8 % 8 3§ 8 & % &%

Yaurs bry quarntes

Sowrce: Office of Nutions! Drug Comrol Policy. #er Anverica’s Users Spend on Hegal Drugs, 1988.1995.
Sepmmber 29, 1997,

i




FOR MORE INFORMATION

Fuil copies of publications used 16 produce this information packst may be obtained by

contacting the agencies below:

ONDCP Drug Policy Information
Clearinghouse

PO Bux 6606

Rockville, MD 20849-6000

1-800-666-3332

http:// www, whitehousedrugpolicy.gov

Office of National Drug Control Policy.
Pulse Check: National Trends in Drug
Abuse. Summer 1997, Order #NCI-
164261,

Office of National Drug Control Policy.
What Amenca's Users Spend on lilegal
Drugs, 19881985, November 1997,

hitp: /www whitehousedrugpolicy.gov/dru
glact/retait/contents. hitml

.S, Depariment of Justice, Bureau of
Justice Staaistics, Drugs and Juil Inmurtes,

1989, Augest 1991, Order # NCI-130836.

U.S. Depariment of Justice, Bureau of
Justice Suatistes. Comparing Federal and
State Prison Inmares, 1997, Seprember
1994, Order NCI#145864.

LS. Depariment of Justice, Bureau of
Justice Satistics. Drug Enforcement and
Treament in Prisons, 1990, Jly 1982,
Order #NCI134724.

U.S. Depantment of Justice, Bureau of
Justice Statisiics. Survey of State Prison
Inmates, 1991, May 1993, Order
NCI#136949

U.S. Depanment of Justice, Nauonal
Institute of Justice. 7996 Drug Use
Forecasting: Annual Report on Aduls and
Juvenite Arresrees. 1997. Order
NCI#165691.

httpi/iwww . nejrs, org/ pdffiles/ 165681 .pdf

National Clearinghouse for Alcohol and
Drug Information

PO Box 2343

Rockvitle, MD 20847-2345

1.800-729.6686 or

301-468-2608 in the metropolilan

Washington, DC area

http://iwww. health.org

U.S. Department of Health and Human
Services, National Institute on Drug Abuse,
NIDA Research Takes a New Look at LSD
and Other Hallucinogens in "NIDA Notes,
Volume 8, Number 1," March/April 1993,

U.S. Department of Health and Human

Services, National Institute on Drug Abuse,
Narional Survey Resulis on Drug Use From
the Monitoring the Future Study, December

1997,

1.8, Department of Health and Human
Services, Substance Abuse and Mental
Health Services Administration, Drug
Abuse Warning Nerwork, Annual Medical
Examiner Data, 1995, May 1997,

{Continued o0 next page)
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U.S. Department of Health and Human
Services, Substance Abuse and Mental
Health Services Administration, Narionai
}iewekoid Survey on Drug Abuse: Main
Fmdmgs 1985, 1997,

U.8. Department of Health and Human
Services, Substance Abuse and Mental
Health Services Administration, Year-£End
Estimazes from the 1896 Drug Abuse
Warning Nerwork. November 1997,

National Institute on Drug Abuse
Division of Epidemisiogy and Prevention
Research R

5600 Fishers Lane, Room 9-4-53
Rockville, MDD 20857

361.-443.6543

U.S. Department of Health and Human
Sr:rvzce National Institute on Drug Abuse,
Epzdemm!og:c Trends in Drug Abuse,
Volume | Highlights and Execusive
Summuary. Jfung 1996, 1996,

Drug Enforcement Administration
flntellzgeme Production Unit
;lnteii:geme Division

Washington, DC 203537

U.S. Department of Justice, Drug
Enforcement Administration, Miegal Dryy
Price/Purity Repori, United States: Janwary
1993.December 1896, June 1597,

U.S. Department of Justice, Drug
Enforcement Administration, The NNICC
Report 1996, The Supply of Hiicir Drugy io
the United Siares. August 1997,
hip://www,usdoj.gov/dea/pubsiintel/nnice
97.mm

U.S. Department of Justice, Drug
Enforcement Administration. The Cocaine
Threar 10 the United Siates, Mareh 1993,

I
U.S. Department of Justice, Drug
Enforcement Administzation, The Souwth
American Cocaing Trade: An “Industry” in
Transition. July 1996.
http:/fwww usdoj: gov/dea/pubs/intel/cocai
ne. htm

U.S, Government Printing Office
Superintendent of Documents
Mail Stop «SSOP

Washington, DC 20402.9328

U.S. Department of lustice, Drug
Enforcement Administration. 7996 Drugs
of Abuse. 1996,

http:/fwww. usdoj.pov/dea/pubs/abuse/chap
4/sumula/cocaine. htm

National Association of State Alcohol and
Errug Abuse Directors

444 North Capitol Street, NW, Saite 642
Washington, DC 2000}

202-783.6868

http:/iwww.nasadad.org

Qustafson, John 8., et.al., Srare Respurces
und Services Retared 10 Alcohol and Other
Bruy Problems for Fiscal Year 1993, July
1997. -
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University of Michigan

Institute for Social Research
Survey Research Center

Ann Arbor, MI 48109.139%

{313} 763-5043

http://www. isr.umich.edu/sre/mtf

Universty of Michigan, Institute for Social

Research, The Monitoring the Funure Study,

December 1§, 1997

bttt 441444 —_—


http://www.isr.umich

email: ondcp@ncijrs.ory
World Wide Web: ‘

hitp:/imww.whitehousedrugpolicy.gov
fax: 301-519-5212 :

P.0. Box 6000
Rockville, MD 20849-6000

The Drug Policy Information Clearinghouse -
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operates a toll-free 800 number staffed by drugs and
crime information specialists

distributes Office of National Drug Control Policy
and Department of Justice publications about
drugs and crime |

answers requests for specific drug-related data
performs customized bibliographic searches

advises requesters on data availability and of other
information resources that may meet their needs

maintains a public reading room

, Affifia__t%d with the Nat,ibn%al Criminal Justice Reference Service;
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INTRODUCTION

This information packet includes excerpts from selected Federal government, or
Federally-sponsored publications-that conrain information on crack. These data include
trafficking patterns, usage patierns, and sentencing data. Information from the following
publications is presented in this information packer:

Drugs of Abuse, 1996 Edition

National Household Survey on Drig Abuse 1996: Population Estimates

National Household Survey on Drug Abuse: Main Findings 1993

Monitoring the Funere Study, lecember 18, 1997 press release

Narional Survey Results on Ding Use from The Monitoring the Future Study, 1975-1995,
Volume 1, College Students and Young Adults

Epidemiclugic Trends in Drug Abuse, Volume 1. Fxvcutive Summary, June 1996

Epidemiviogic Trendys in Drag Abuse, Advance Repors, December 1996

Putse Check: Nativnal Trends in Drug Abuse, Summer 1997

Drug Abuse Warning Nepwork, Ammuad Lmergency Deparimen Data, 1996

Drug Abuse Wearning Network, Ammal Medical Examiner Daia, 1994

Drugs and Jail innnues, 1989

Women in Ialf, 1989

Survey of Stare Prison inmates, 1991

Comparing Federal wmnd Staie Prison lnmaes, 1921

Wamen in Prison

United States Sesencing Commission: 1996 Annnal Report

HHegal Drug Price Purity Report, United Stetes: Jonmary 1993-December 1996

The NNICC Report 1994, The Supply of Hlicit Drugs 10 the United Siates

Compleie citations and ordering instructions for fisll copies of publications used in
producing this information packet may be found on the last page.

This information packet was prepared by Jill Schmidtiein at the Drug Paolicy Information
Clearinghouse. The Clearinghouse 15 funded by the White House Office of National
Drug Controf Policy 1o support drug control pelicy research, and is a component of the
National Criminal Justice Reference Service. For further information concerning the
contents of this information packet or other drug policy issues, call 1-800-666-3332,
write the Drug Policy Information Clearinghouse, PO Box 6000, Rockville, MI» 20849-
6000, or visl the ONDCP web site 2t hup/wwa whirchousedruppolicy poy.
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Stimulants

Stimuiants are sometimes referred 10 as "uppers” and reverse the effects of fatigue on both mental and
physical tasks. Two commonly used stimulants are nicotine, found in tobacco products, and caffeine,
an active ingredient incoffee, tea, some soft drinks and many non-prescription medicines. Used in
moderation, these substances 1end to relieve malaise and increase alertness. Alhough the use of these
products has been an accepted part of our culture, the recognition of their adverse effects has resulted
ir a proliferation of caffeine-free products and efforts to discourage cigarette smoking.

A number of stimulanis, however, are under the regulatory control of the CSA. Some of these
controlled substances are available by prescription for leginmare medical use in the treatment of
obesity, narcolepsy and attention deficit hyperactivity disorders. As drugs of abuse, stimulants are
frequently taken to produce a sense of exhilaration, enhance seif esteem, improve mental and physical
performance, increase activity, reduce appetite, produce prolonged wakefulness, and 1o "get high"
They are recognized as among the most potent agents of reward and reinforcement that underlie the
problem of dependence.

Stimulants are both divented from legitimate channels and clandestinely manufactured exclusively for
the illicit market, They are taken orally, sniffed, smoked and injected. Smoking, snorting or iniecting
stimulants produces a sudden sensation known as a "rush” or a "flash.” Abuse is often associated with
a pattern of binge use, that is, consuming large doses of stimulants sporadically. Heavy users may
imect themselves every few hours, continuing until they have depleted their drug supply or reached a
point of delirium, psychosis and physical exhaustion. During this period of heavy use, all other
interests become secondary 1o recreating the initial euphoric rush, Tolerance can develop rapidly, and
both physical and psychological dependence occur. Abnipt cessation, even after a weekend binge, is
commonly foliowed by depression, anxiety, drug craving and extreme fatigue ("crash”).

Therapeutic levels of stimulants can produce exhilaration, extended wakeulness and loss of appetite.
These eHfects are greatly intensified when large doses of stimulants are taken. Physical side
effects—-including dizziness, tremor, headache, flushed skin, chest pain with palpitations, excessive
sweating, vomiting and abdominal cramps--may occur as a result of taking 100 large a dose at one
time or taking large doses over an extended peniod of time, Psychological effects include agitation,
hostifity, panic, aggression and suicidal or homicidal tendencies. Paranoia, sometimes accompanied by
both auditory and visual hallucinations, may also occur. In overdose, unless thers is medical
intervention, high fever, convulsions and cardiovascular collapse may precede death, Because
accidental death is partially due 10 the effects of stimulants on the body's cardiovascular and
temperature-regulating systems, physical exertion increases the hazards of stimulant use,

http:/www, usdol gov/dea/pubs/abuse/chapd/stimula/stimula hem
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| .
Cocaine

Cecame the most potent stimulant of natural origin, is extracted from the leaves of the coca plam
(Ery{braxyian coca), which is indigenous to the Andean highlands of South America. Natives in this
rcgzorz chew or brew coca leaves into a tea for refreshment and to relieve faugue similar to the
c:,zsw;ms of chewing tobacco and drinking tea or coffee. :

Pureleocaine was first isolated in the 1880s and used as a local anesthetic in eye surgery. It was
particulary useful in surgery of the nose and throat because of its ability ¢ provide anesthesia as well
as toconsirict blood vessels and limit bleeding. Many of its therapeutic applications are now obsolete
due 10 the development of safer drugs.

iii;mt gocaine 18 zz&aally distributed as a white ¢rystaline powder or as an off-white chunky material,
The pcwder usually cocaine hydrochloride, is often diluted with a variety of substances, the most
commezz of which are sugars such as lactose, inosito} and mannitol, and local anesthetics such as
lad{zcazm The adulteration increases the volume and thus multiplies profits. Cocaine hydrochlonide is
gemrai!} snorted or dissolved in water and injected. 1t is rarely smoked.

"Crack," the chunk or "rock" form of cocaine, 15 a ready-to-use fresbase. On the illicit market it is
sold § in small, inexpensive dosage units that are smoked. With crack came a dramatic increase in drug
abuse problems and viclence, Smoking delivers large quantities of cocaine to the lungs, producing
&ﬂ“e«czs comparabie to intravenous injection; these effects are feh almost immediately after smoking,
are ver‘y intense, and are quickly over. Once imroduced in the nud-1980s, crack abuse spread rapidly
and madc the ¢ocaine experience available to anvone with $10 and access to a dealer. In addition to
ather toxicities associated with cocaine abuse, cocaine smokers suffer from acute respiratory
problms including cough, shortness of breath, and severe chest pains with lung trauma and bleeding.

The intensity of the psychological effects of cocaine, as with most psychoactive drugs, depends on the
daserand rate of entry 10 the brain. Cocaine reaches the bram through the snorting method in three to
five mmuzes Intravenous injection of cocaine produces a rush in 15 to 30 seconds and smoking

prcd uces an almost immediate intense experience, The euphoric effects of cocaine are almost
mdzstzagwshable from those of amphetamine, although they do not fast as long. These intense effects
can iie followed by a dysphong crash. To avoid the fatigue and the écpmssmn of "coming down,”
fmqu‘ent repeated doses are taken, Excessive doses of cocaine may lead 1o seizures and death from
respiratory failure, stiroke, cerebral hemarrhage or heart failure. There 15 no specific antidote for
cocaine overdose,

Acmrdmg to the 1993 Household Drug Survey, the number of Amernicans who used ¢ocaine vmhm
the precedmg month of the survey numbered about 1.3 miliion; occasional users (those who used
cacame less often than monthly) numbered at approximately 3 million, down from 8.1 million in 1985,
The humber of weekly users has remained steady at around 2 half million since 1983,

http./fworw usdoj govidea/pubsiabuse/chapd/stimula/cocaine. htm
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Stimulants Photographs
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Cn%tmlled Substances

¥
Uses and Effects
Drug:: , iCocaine
Classification:: Sumulant
CSA Schedule: Schedule I
i:?‘ff:s?r Other Coke; Flake, Snow, Crack {Cocaine is designated a narcotic under the CSA)
Medical Uses: ocal anesthetic
Physical Dependence: [Possible
Psychological I’Hiah
Denendence: >
Tolerance: . Y es
Duration (hours): 1-2
sual Meathod: Sniffed; Smoked: Iniected
., _ nereased alertness; Excitation; Euphona; Ingreased pulse rate & blood
ossible Effects: ) . .
t ressurs; Insomnia; Loss of appetite
Effe%:ts of Overdoses gitation, Increased body temperature; Hallutinations; Convulsions;
t ossibie death
Witpdrawal A pathy: Long periods of sleep; Irmability; Depression: Disoriemation
Synrome: pathy, Long p . Y, 18P N

http://www.usdoj.gov/dea/pubs/abuse/charts/chand/table | 3. him




Crack ~ Towsl Popularion
Tabie 84, Crack Uss by Sex Within Ag;e_Gz:oup for Total Fopuistion in 1996

Ever Lsed Used Past Yesr Ysed Pegt Mooth

AGEyx Qwerved Obeerved . Observed

Laimais 948, ﬁf - Eximas oxes 4. m
RATE ESTIMATES {Peroeat)

1217 81 @S - LYy 04 03 .07 %) i - 06
Mule 6.8 87 - L0 % .67 0. @ - 03
Femaie 16 - @8 . L6 0.6 X BN} 03 o - 08

1825 38 24 - 38 13 0y - 1% ‘84 04 - L0
Male 38 728 - 30 16 (i - 23 0.8 o€ - 1.5
Fonaie 2 1.6 « 33 1.0 oe . 18 0.8 82 - 00

2634 Y a2 . 52 1.1 08 - 1% o8 03 - 08
Male 8 “r . 20 15 78 - 23 08 @l . id)
Fewsale a3 G4 - 40) 0. @8 - L 03 &1 - 08

235 L6 (12 - 1.1 0.4 YY) 02 PYRRrY,
Male 13 #y - 32 0.6 3. L) 03 @l - 07
Female 11 nE - L8 03 ol - 06 0.) 0o - 04

TOYTAL 13 fig - 2.5 0.5 8 - 08 6.3 B2 - 08
Male 18 1. 34 o8 s - 1.4) . 0d w3 - 06
Fowaiz 1.4 (13 - LY 0% e - 0.8 a2 ol -0

POPULATION ESTIMATES (1o Thoursnds)
1247 158 (108 « 237 % (62 - 159 & 24 - 5%
< Male 3 @23 - 11 13 (18 - 78 16 - 37
Femaie 108 /53 - 178 66 a7 - 0y 3 (i - 69)

1835 &4 (630 - 1,054 368 257 . 317 1 (40 - %%
Male £2] (388 - 697 . I3 {1e6 - 344) 112 81« 203)
Femaie h 773 £330 - 463) 140 a7 . 88 6 {36 - 1l

2634 1856 (1320 - 1,838 M . 832 191 (124 - 28%
Make 998 Bi& « 1,209 186 7169 . 188) 140 32 « 337)
Female 860 7430 . 77 129 83 - 200 5 26 « 100 -

235 2,867 {1,563 - 2734 26 A2 - 383y 252 (126 - 303
Male 1318 05 - 1L502) 54 {169 - 859 159 51 - 410
Femneie 753 318 - 1.08% 193 &2 - W 9% {32 - 269

TOTAL 4528 {3580 « 3377 1378 (1,083 « 1,730 t 668 (435 » 904
Male 3,884 2395 - 3,474 847 12 - 1172 427 {2583 - 843)
Femsie 1,744 (LE38 - 211 528 {394 . 747 241 (180 - i8¢

*mmm,mmw v

Sauree! ﬁmnn W zam Office o Appiied Smdies
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Crack ! Race/Ethricity
Table 5B,  Crack Use by Age Group snd Sex for Whites in 1996

l Ersr Lt Lied Past Year Unedd Pant Month
AGRLrx Obvere Obeerv Observed
i ﬁlﬂwlﬁa : %] o $as ot _Eatimaz g, &1
l ’ RATE ESTIMATES (Percent)
AGE
1217 08 w3 - Lo 03 .t - 0.7 0.1 me . 0.3
18.25 35 2.7 « 48) 16 {1« 2% 8.8 04 - 13
26.34] 38 32 - 49 08 (0.5 - 1.9 0.4 0.2 - 0.8
218 13 0y - L9 o3 w1 - 06 82 20 - 0%
Male 25 _ 2.0~ 3 8.7 o3 - Lo o4 02 - 08
Pemale 14" 7o - 1.8 k] 02 - 0% a2 i - 83
TOTAL 1.5 8« 23 0s o4 - 8 03 .2 - o8
GE - POBULATION ESTIMATES (In Thounands}
A
12-17 ”» 47 . 148 “ 23 - 103 2 7 - &5
1825 663 305 - 862) M2 (200 « €3 14 82 - 251}
26-34 984 (793 - 1,220 208 (124 - 339} % 48 - 201
238 1343 M12 - L8974} 258 (106 - 623 187 (50 - 489
SEX
Male 1943 (1520 - 248 846 370 - 885 288 {182 - S0y
Female 1,022 (B3§ « 1470 26 (162 - 440 134 (66 - 290
TOTAL 3067 (2840 - 3688 13 A 49 27 - 84D
Tabie SC.  Crack Use by Age Group and Sex for Hispanics in 1996
Ever Used Lived Paxt Yenr LUt Past Moath
AGELey
Obwerved Ohwerred Obtwervess
! _Eatimats 95% CI Estiman $8% Gl Batimas =nLl
RATE ESTIMATES (Percent)
AGE
1217 1.2 w6 - 2.3 o9 Gd - 19 4 B3 13
1838 2.8 (LB - 44 0.9 we . 2.2} 04 .7 - 16)
2634 36 - Q25354 07 03 . 19 8.2 0.0 - 05
:351 ) 0% (04 - LB .02 e - 1.6 I 0P - 1L
SEX
Malg 7 2.6 « 3.6 0.7 m:- 19 08 02 - LY
ch’aiz 19 .06 - L7 o4 @2 - 08 a3 @l - 0.5
TOTAL 19 {14 - 2.4 04 w3 . Lo 03 @01 .07
ACE POPULATION ESTIMATES (In Thouwnds)
1217 36 {19 .« &7} % (12 « 38 20 3 - @
1825 118 {0 - 170 E (s - 85 17 {5« 6
2634 . 36} {11 « 239 3 {2 - 84 3 2 - 4
zssl 52 (4o - 168 3 2« 152 n 3 - 1353
SEX = ,
Maie 282 (208 - 382 74 3¢ . 138 L (18 - 13%)
Femaie 107 &5 « 17¢) 41 {9 - 86 17 7.
IOTAL e @0 - S0 s {83 - 200} £ 30 . 148

* Low peecision; no enitsae reponed

Sonerce” wmmmmmmmmm&wwm
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Crack - Ruce/Ethnicity

Tabie 5D.  Crack Use by Age Gronp and Sex for Blacks in 199¢

Ever Used Used Past Yesr Lisect Fast Maonth
AGEjp '
Odoerved Obseresd Cibserved
Extimsate A Eriman %Y Estime s O3
RATE ESTIMATES (Percent)
AGE
12.17 a4 @M. LA 83 i~ L3 * *
1825 K RIS ¥} 171 a3 - LY 0.3 o/ - 0.9
2634 §2 HE - 103 Al {Z0 - 48) 1.8 fl.l - 31
238 43 3.3 - 61 14 me - 2.3 058 02 - L2
SEX oo
Male %1 938 - 88 14 me - 22 | [ A (0.4 « j4
Female 34 (28 - 44} 14 e - 2 0.6 i
TOTAL 43 (24 « 5.2 1.4 .0 - 7.0 0.6 04 . 16}
POPULATION ESTIMATES {1o Thoumsnds)
AGE
12-17 13 i€ - 45 $ 2 - 42} * *
18.25 - “3 - 18 n 7l - 30 13 ¢ . 3¢
26-34 %0 (287 - 433 132 B4 - 208 75 45 . 133
33 £ 2 « 3 17y {Ip6 - 29% &2 8 - 147
SEX
Mate 236 M6 - 4G 156 (306 - 141 78 "5 . 13
Fernnle “n 386 . 5893 188 {122 - 286 . ' 743 . 12
TOTAL 1.007 ROR . § 3813 341 f2e2 - 479; 3.¥) P - 219

* Low precision; no Letmaic repored
r Subtunit Abmc inichres f i )
Source: S z Wmmg;mm&momun Applicd Susdies
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Crack - Region

mtgm Crack Use by Age Group and Sex for Northeast Region in 1996
Ewer Liped Lined Fast Year Used Past Month
AGEyx
Observed
[ -4 Y Sitimags 255 €l I T
* ’ RATE ESTIMATES (Percent)
AGE '
1217 1.6 wy - 28 BA (a.i - 1.4 - .
1828 33 85« 25 ' 0.1 6.2 - L% 63 ! . 13
2631 s 27 38 11 0.6 - 2.3 06 02 .16
235 ¥ 07« 13 0.3 .7 - L) . .
SEX | : ‘
Male % BN/ 3 SR . ¢.3 {G.7 ~ 08 e1 - (00 - 06
Feeusie 15 0w . 37 06 0.3 « L4 02 G.; - 63
rmin 18 2.8 0% @2 - L0 0z @1-.04
AGE t POPULATHON ESTIMATES {In Thousands)
1211 » {13 - 9 i6 5.5 . » o
1625 54 {23 ~ 118} 36 Gf - & L 3.
634 ih6 7154 - BY Fri 38 - 137 43 fi6 - 109
238 P (188 « 930 ” 117 - 309 * .
Maie #43 {250 - 77 &4 € - 176 30 7 - j28)
?m‘iaié bt 1 79 - Y 3.7 3% - 288 » (13 - iy
JOTAL 2L YO #.7 0 SRR 1311 19¢ {95 - 404} 88 {28 . 132)
Table §F,  Crack Use by Age Geoup and Sex for North Central Region in 1996
} Evar Uned Used Pasxt Yoar Used Past Month
AGEgyx
Obwerved Observed Observed
R = (1T~ MRl Eatimaic 5% CL.  Estman 2% ¢
+ RATE ESTIMATES (Percent)
AE
1217 0.3 @ LG a2 i - a8 L3 Be . o8
IR25 29 7.6 - 50 L w4 - L8 04 Bi. Ly
26434 ax {18 - 3.0; 10 fi.2 - 35) 18 25 .20
2 3% 1.6 08 - 34 o2 Mo - Lo * *
SEX
Male Az 21 « 48 0.7 D4 - L3} 0.4 @ -0y
Femele 14 (.o - 21 0% 0.3 - 0% 0z Gl 6.3
TOTAL p &4 e - 32 0.6 04 - 0.9 ) 8.2 - 0.5
AGE POPULATION ESTIMATES (In Thousands)
12417 iy IR 14 “ - 53 12 33w
1825 193 (16 « 336) 59 28 - 120) 27 ® - 34
2634 450 316 - 688 158 o6 - 292) ‘ B% (42 « 170
35 490 {232 « %43 54 v - 300 N »
SEX
Male ps.: (696 ~ 1,156 160 8 - 298 5 (38 - 204)
Feaule &4 274 « 304} _ 134 {72 - 250) 61 a4 - 133)
m], 1163 &5 - Le33 208 (i90 - 436} 148 {80 - 2235}
*mmm»mmw
Soures: % M;h mwﬁ Adesinirration, Dfcx of Applied Sudies
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Crack ~ Region
Table SG.  Crack Use by Age Group sod Sex for Sonth Begion {n 1996

Ever Used Used Past Year Hsed Past Mionth
ACHBEx Obaerves Observed Obscrves z
Eatimats 95% C.1. Estimase 25% Cul Eatimsty b2 O P
RATE ESTIMATES (Percent}
AGE
12-1Y 4.7 My - Ly 0.8 03 - 1LY 02 A -09
1825 &4 3260 11 f1.3 - 30 1.1 oS5 -2
%M As 2.7 &) 6.4 @3 - L4 0x B2 - 89
235 13 08 - 38 o5 03 . Ly 63 ©.f « 6
SEX :
Meiz ¥ F - 36 1.2 o8 - 1Ly 0.6 04 - L}
Femxie 1.3 4.0 . 18 04 &l - 07 0.2 87 - 6.4}
TOTAL 10 (6 - 2.4 038 (0.6 - Li} . 04 0.2 - 08
- POFULATION ESTIMATES ¢Ia Thousstds) )
A
12-17 52 26 - 191) 3.1 21 ~ 9§ % % - 3%
1825 419 A - 574} 8 A2 323 113 {5« 157}
2534 436 Fa33 - SeE i) 38 . ¥ 55 8 - g
234 81 f285 - 88y b2 fi2f - 488) 131 45 - I293)
SEX
Made 968 (746 - 1.75%) £2¢ (280 - 83% 413 (125 - 374}
Pesnale 521 (377 - 7% 157 M 244 74 34 - 160
TOTAL 18T 1210 - 1825) L d (22 . 814) 290 (1B . 458

Table SH. Crack Use by Age Group and Sex for Wiest Reglon in 1996

Evar Uned Used Past Yeur Lised Past Month
ACEGyx
Qbserved Obwerved Otwerved
Ratisaic b A R Eatieats b O Jadmat BRIL
RATE ESTRAATES (Percent)

AGE

12-17 10 BE .29 0.8 &7 - LD (K] mi- Ly

18-25 26 {16 « 42 1.4 ms - 2.5 4.5 w2 - 18

2634 4£4- 3.5 . 88 08 w2 Ll 6.1 oo - 0.8

23% 3 3 - 3% 8.6 62 - 1.8 04 Bl -1y
BEX

Male Al (22 « 44) 0.8 e - 20 04 0 -1y

Feeale 22 {tr. 22 03 @2 - Lo 8.3 {©l - 87
TOTAL 28 {L9 « 16 0.7 fad . 13 0.4 @l . 0.8
AGE POPULATION ESTIMATES (In Thousandy)

1211 52 22 « 123 23 (19 - 38 17 (6 - 48

1525 181 {113 + 8% ™ as . 1 3% 713 - 10

26-34 394 7286 » 339 » {18 « 88) 10 72« #7)

215 578 {343 - 957 131 {34 . 45 10 G - 327
REX

Male ki ¥ {504 - 1018 19 - B2 3% 92 728 - 304)

Penale 486 7328 - 1Y 104 {58 - 213 0 39 - 180
TOTAL 1,203 [88] « 1%38) 298 (181 ;. S350 162 75 . 347}

* Low precition; no exuimsse saoned
S R AT B o, Ok g s
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Table 4.7 Percentage Reporting Crack Use in Their Lifetime, by Age Group

and Demographic Characteristics: 1983

| Age Group {Years)

ngographic
Characteristic 12-17 18-25 2834 A8+ Total
Total 0.3 28 4.2 1.1 1.8
Gt%nﬁer

Mate 0.9 31 6.0 5.8 2.6

F;maie g8 25 25 0.5 1.1
Raicafﬁﬁmicitym

White 1.1 3.4 4.2 0.9 1.7

Biack 0.1 0.8 6.2 34 3.0

Pispanic 06 2.7 31 1.0 1.7
Palpalaiian Density

Lazge metn 1.1 2.1 3.8 1.2 1.8

Si;ﬁafl et 0.8 34 53 1.2 22

Nonmetro 0.5 <X 38 . 0.7 1.5
Ralglcm

N:;&rtheast 0.2 34 3.1 14 1.8

North Centrat 1.3 2.4 38 08 1.3

Sauth a5 28 5.0 1.3 2.0

West 14 28 83 1.4 2.2
Ad‘ult Education|2}

Less than high schoot! N/A 54 10.3 1.1 34

mgn school graduate N/A ad 40 1.6 2.3
: Scfrfe woliege N/A 14 4.2 1.1 1.8

Coliege graduate NIA 1.3 1.2 0.5 0.7
Cutrent Employment[3]

Fuiiniim . N/A 2.8 4.0 1.1 20

Pa;i-ﬁme N/A 1.8 3.2 0.5 1.4

Ontempiayed N/A 5.7 8.7 8.2 7.8

Other}4] N/A 2.9 3.8 0.7 1.2
Mk lﬂuamﬁmm

Hote: Dyt improved procedunes implermented i 1594, fhess estimates ars nct corrpambie &5 home presertsd i NHS0A

WnFWWtMW

mmmay "other™ for Ruce/Ethnicly i not inchuded,

R}Monmmmmamwawmma@?m? _Totai refars 12 ahs S0 16 and oider

{umgntod N=13,152).

p]Mmmemwmmesz-ﬂ Tots: relers 1 ndutts nge 18 At

older {urmweighted Mx13, 152,

|41 Rtire!, clixnbinc, hoenermsionr, stucert. of “oftaer”

Source: e of Appied Studies, SAMHGA, Nationsd Houserld Survey on Drug dlose, 1985,
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Tabie 4.8 Percentage Reporting Crack Use in the Past Year, by Age Group

ard Demographic Characteristics: 1985

- Age Group (Years)

Demographic

Characteristic 1217 1B-25 26-34 A5+ Total

Total 0.8 11 0.9 0.2 0.5

Gender
Male L6 4.2 1.6 g3 8.6
Female 8.7 1.4 [+ 3] 0.1 0.4

Race/Ethnicity[1] :
White OB 1.2 0.7 N 84
Black D1 0.5 20 14 1.0
Hispanic 8.5 4.1 0.¥ 0.1 0.5

" Population Density

Large metro 1.0 0.7 0.8 0.2 6.4
Small meiro 0.4 1.5 1.1 0.2 0.8
Nongistro 0.4 1.3 0.7 0.2 o5

Region
Northaast 0.2 1.8 0.5 d 0.4
Narth Central 0.8 0.8 4.9 . 04
Sauth 03 1.2 1.0 0.3 0.6
West 1.1 07 a7 03 0.5

Aduit Education[2]
1255 than high schogl N/A 1.9 31 0.4 18
High schoot graduate N/A 1.8 0.6 0.2 0.8
Some coliege NIA 0.3 0.7 6.2 0.3
College graduate N/A 07 0.t * 8.1

Current Employment|[3]
Fuil-time NiA . 1.0 06 4.1 84
Pandime N/A 1.0 0.4 * 04
Linemployed M/A 15 3.8 b 1.6
Ctherid) N/A 13 14 0.3 0k

¥ Low precision, no ssiate eaporiad,

KA. Not spplicsble,

L}

Kote: Dun 10 impRoend procaciunes impiementad in 1884, hese sstisales wre ot comparsbie (o thoss praserdxd in NHSDA

Main Fintings pnor s 1954,

[1] Tha category “other” for Rsce/Eithnicity is not inckeded

[Z) Dtz o0 s sducation sce et appicable for yooth age 1317 ‘zwm«mwmmwwm

{unemighted Not3 1521

13} Dot ot curmen empioyrnent wre ned saplicatin 1or youth woe 1517, Total refens to sdifts age 16 and

oicier {urweighted N=13,153].

{4} Barrng, Sisabined, Momemlosr, gtugers. of "tAher.”

Source; Offics of Applisd Stuxties, SAMHEA, Nutioow! Hosssehold Sutvey o Drug Azuse, 1005,
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(24) Drug study—Page 4

Future study {data reported elsewhere),

In 1997 the proportions of students reporting any use of ecstasy in the prior 12
tonths were 2.3 percent, 3.9 percent, and 4.0 percent among eighth-, 10th-, and 12th-
Stimulants. The use of amphetamine stimulants rose graduslly in all three grades
during the early 1990s. This year, use leveled in the lower grades, though use may have
cominued its gradual rise in grade 12. Perceived risk and diszpproval are asked only of
12th-graders for this class of drugs, and both have stebilized following an earlier period of
decline. '

The proportions of students in 1997 reporting any use of stimulants in the prior 12
g mmhngmg 12 percent, and 10 percent for grades 8, 10, and 12,

Cocaine Powder. The use of cocaine powder inched up steadily in all three grade
levels in the first half of the 1990s. While none of the 199697 changes reaches statistical
significance, use appears to continue 1o be rising at about the same rate in 10th- and 12th-
grades, but to have leveled off in cighth-grade. Among the eighth-graders perceived risk
leveled this year and dlsapproval of use actually increased, both after an earlier period of
erosion in these attitudes.

The proportions of 1997 students reporting any use of cocaine powder in the prior
12 momths are 2,2 perceny, 4.1 percent, and 5.0 percent in grades 8, 10, and 12,
respectively,

Crack Cocaine. The use of crack rose very modestly at all three grade levels in the
first haif of the 19905, In 1997 use leveled in grades 8 and 10 and rose only 0.3 percent (not
statistically significant) in 12th-grade.

In 1997 the annual prevalence rates for crack were 1.7 percent, 2.2 percent, and 2.4
percent among eighth-, 10th-, and 12th-graders.

Heroin, The rates of heroin use in the student population are quite 10*;1, as would
be expected, but they nevertheless have risen significantly in all three grade levels during the
1990s. According to the investigators, it seems highly likely that taking heroin by nop-

{more)
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TABLE 1 {cont.)

Tronds in Annual and 30.Day Prevalence of Use of Various Drugs
for Eighth, Tenth, and Twelfth Graders
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Long-Term Trends in Lifetime Prevalence of Use of Various Drugs for Twelfth Graders
i
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NOTES: Level of sigoificance of difference hetween the two most vecent classes: 3 a .05, 55 = .01, 3ss = .001. "—' indicates data not available.
SOURCE: The Monitoring the Future Study, the University of Michigan.
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Diatiy* 5.7 5.C 5.} 51T A4 G0 £4 57 A5 48 R4 48 1A 42 42 37 38 3% 28 e - — =
34 2.8 16 3.7 28 W02
Been drunk daily — e R — S — —_ — - - . - - - 08 08 £3 12 33 18 20 04
s deinks o a rmw .
In {ast 2 works A AT 284 483 412 412 414 485 408 2ARY 3Ay 288 ATE 47 335 %22, 298 2Y0 24 242 208 302 24 «Lt
Clgnrettes
finidy 262 WP 2HB 278 254 210 203 2): 2 I.‘2 IMT OGS 187 187 BY O IBR8 194 Ab 172 1890 194 2EG 2273 245 24w
Haifpack pr move ‘
per dny £7.0 182 194 A 185 143 125 142 1385 1248 125 itd4 b4 0B 102 113 107 100 109 112 124 130 140 410
Smokotens Folincea® -— -— - - — —_ — — - — - &F 8B 43 13 — —  £3% 33 128 36 313 A4 0
Sroratdy’ o o e — - — —_ — v — -~ w—- —_ - 8l 4z 6t 01 O} 64 HF 03 083y 6p

NYOTES:

Level of significance of ifference betwaoen the Guo must recest claswes: 3 - 05, g% = 01, ass = J0L. " indicates duia oot evallahle, * indicotes Irne than 05 percent.

Any apparect incnnsistency hutween the change estimate and the prevalence estimntes for the ten most recent claases 19 due tu munding enor.

See Tnble ¥ for relevant funtnstes, .

Dnily nse is dulined 0y ose gis torenty o more coenaions In the post thirty dayy eacept for S+ drinks, cignredies, and smakeless ihncca, fior which actual daily use s mrenstrad,
SOHURNE: The Manitoring the Fuiure Sundy, the Univorsity of Michigsn. * .



How sk ifn yon thank
;wupfe risk fisrnpng
themaefres (nbiycieadly ar in
sther wayss , of they .. .

Try maciiann ance or Lwice
Sinuke marijusna coonsienally
Hinnke noarijnnan regoiss iy

Try inhalnnts once vr twice®
Try inhafonts regulncly®

Take 1.5} ance or lwice
Fake L.SI} regulo iy’

Try crach once o twice®
‘take erack uccasinaaliy®

Foy c«n:amo pawder nnee ar
twice®

Fske cocame puw det
oceasionnily

Try heroin nage or twice
withuut wsing s aeedle’

Fake heroln acrnsionally
without using 2 needle’

Fry one or Do drinks of an
aleshslic beverage thear,
wine, liqunr)

Take one or twa drinks nearly
every day

tiavo five o move drinks onee
oF twiss pach weskend

Rranke one s more packs uof
tigareiios por doy

e smakelons tohocey
regularly

Take steroids’

Approv. 8 » IT4I7 IREET 18I0G 17384 Y7501 17986 18788

TABLE 7

Trends in Harmfulness of Deugs a9 Perceived

by Eighth, Tenth, and Twelfth Gradery, 1991-97

Pereentoge saying “greot rigk™

{999

i9592

1983

Rile Grade

1396

40.4
570
"8

359
RA.G

581

3.8

i
642

Iri
53
a2.0

37.0
4

612
G

T4 3

124

Azd

£8.8

BG A

3.4
6845

352
53.8
79.6

36.5
ft i

42 1
£ 70

HY
R

o7

K

12.4
32.6
517
823

389
e

LR
8.8
£4.7
508

388
§1.6

5.1
%8

FE R
305
541
A1L8

LR

279
44.3
0.9

44 R
G8.2

WHh
£3.8
510
16

45.2
667

13 )
T84

HR.G

518

£84.4

Mo

a4
il
88.4
s2.8

a2

G607
change 19491
«2 Gaax 300
-1.2 44 6
o|R Rl
-7 31R
+83.5 it
Rt R s
4.5
-1.% 10 4
0.4 R7.4
G4 £0.1
400 #22
w17 o
2.8 —
1.4 4.8
% 5 A
$3.8nn3 ALY
+2.2 £0r.3
+1.2 46 3
- LY

48.9
REA

ARF
a1.h

896

LR |

32
B

0.1

368

3 %

a3

328
2%

FHEES

28.9
48.4
IRG

40.9
9.6

48.7
8.4
G4
H4.4

538
YRR

0.8
HBE
64.6
847

442
714

1oth Grady

1934

244
38.9
1.3

42.7
T8

46.4
5.9

647
L NN

56.4
774

84
An
£2.9
59.0

422
125

1935

215
364
1.9

41.8
TiH

A4
T4

0.9
"y

535
kLR

3
3
52.0
52.8

382

1836

20,0
3.8
5.9

47.2
18R

A5.1
%3

0.9
B804

534
6.0

EA
85

R
112
BG83
87.9

416

18.8
arn
45.9

47.5
(L R

44.5
TAR

69.2
g

H2.2
3.5

781
884

80
3.8
518
69.3

2.2

F4718 4BOR (5108 18888 17006 15670 15640

0697

1.2
0.9

+i4
+43.7

+0.}
+8.8
+38 -
+2.¢

s 1 2

L2th Grade

2TE 245 21.9 195
405 396 358 301

8.6

sy

it

46.6
842

608
6.5

£1.8
B84.8

8.1
32.7
48,8
89.4

374
8586

6.5

prey

s,

423
818

824
0

E7.1

108

&n
3.8
LER
£482

Bh
707

2.5 65.0

95 388
9.4 9.4

57.6 684
FAR AR

5.2 hfidq
£8.6 106

B2 1%
8.2 279
483 485
645 678

3a3 388
691 881

; 097

mmmwwwmmam&.m

163 168 149 .0.7

.6
GO.B

5%

24 R

452

65.6

33.2
68 4

25
59.9

8A.2

374
618

My 12
581 LB

.

My -
%8 .

1
1
4.0 .2
103 -1

Ei4 18
8.7 -1

8045 +1.8
743 »33s

87 88
248 .03
430 -G.Gssx
887 +0.5

386 +1.2
672 04

2549 2684 2758 2581 2607 2449 2573

NOTES:  Lavel of signifienare of differenve hetwosen the bve most recent tlazgey: 3 =05, # =01, wxs =801, -

NOURCE: The Montioring the Foture Study, the University of Michigan,

Answer altornatives were: £13 No sk, (0] Stight riek, {33 Bladesate visk, (4] Grent rlsk, (51 Can't any, drog eafamiliar

fth and 101h geade: D3ste haned by 1097 gy twothirds of N lndicated duc to changes in quentionnsire farms,

" indicates data not svailable,

dih and i0th grade: Data bassd an oo of tve forms in 199398 N is vae hall of N indicated. Dats based ia 1997 on one-third of N indicated due tr changes in quentinnenive farms.
Reh and 10tk grade: Patw hased un two forma in 1991 and 1992, Dats based va one of tn forms in 1993 snd 1884, N in ane-half of N indicated.
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Long-Term Trends in Harmfulness of Drugs as Perceived by Twelfth Graders

TABLE 8

HOE mnt BT s ook eiple

Fercenige sayinge great. rish sl

eavk haesing Phenielies

Tinas € i Todaxe Clasn 1 inee Thnas Clase {oinms (ane CInss CIses Claka (Iars Cines Clas Cinas Cinsy Linus (lnss Ginas Cined Clnse Closd

sphysieaflv ve on nther wayst, ul of of i af ol wf af ol of af nf ol uf of nf af of of of of nf of ‘B8 DF
o they . .. 1975 1976 1977 1578 1979 [9AG (OM] L982 1983 i5m4 1985 1986’ 1987 I98H 188 1450 10M) 1892 15993 1994 1995 1998 1997 ghangs
Try mariinoaa opee or fwice 181 EL4 95 BY O 84 WE O IN0 LS BT 147 48 IS IB4 1S3 238 23% 7T 245 2:H 145 160 154 149 97
Sanke wmarijuann sccastunafly Y 150 104 84 AR 147 18% $M3 2046 224 245 K0 304 317 363 388 404 396 3h46 0T 250 258 WT 19
Seanke mavinans regolarly £33 ARA NG44 348 42.0 S04 BYHE D4 A28 RRY M4 TR 735 1TO LS TIH MRE 1AL 725 650 AGHR AR SR 18
Try LS unee wr Lwice 4.4 457 439 427 ALG 439 455 440 447 454 4B 420 449 4RT7 4880 T 468 420 205 JBB 364 362 47 15
Toke LSLF regularly Hi4 BOE 703 ALY RB24 820 RAR KIS H3.2 AR KRS R824 #lB 843 B4O 846 B43 BIB 04 291 TR M8 G .12
Fry POP onre ar firice - o — P o — s e — e we = 8886 SHBR RBE AT 517 f4.8 K08 SLE 401 B10 488 .22
Tr'y MDMA sace of (wice - v — o e - o P, - —_ - ——n —_— s — —_— - . —— s —_ A8 i
Fry sueaing uace or bwice 426 381 356 ANEZ 215 N 321 A& A0 MY 348 335 479 5312 £4.8 504 594 BER 578 £YZ2 857 542 536 08
Take covaine acensinnnily - — - . P — o - — ww  hAR% B6BE H852 TIH 738 1585 5.1 733 TAT MWE TLZE 124 03
Take cucaine regulurly 730 TR0 ARZ 6RY ARG 682 712 730 743 FAA MO0 HIL BRR 802 852 41 904 D02 A5 BOY BYE 88] RTY .12
Try vsnek sooe o Twice -- Iy - - — - e o - - e - K10 BEY &29 643 G606 BI4 HT6 BR4 B4 GO0 B4 Q0
Take crack sconsivnnily - - -- - — o - — e R - 84 AR 5] BUM4 65 T6] 1AL WIH 7128 714 WA 30
Tolle orock rogularty - - — - - — = — - - - w- R4G BAR ARAE 1A GO0 BRI BYS BSG 885 RARH B2 1R
Tey enealne prwder ance s twive - — - - - _ - 480 K17 EIF A3I8 534 871 A3.2 654 K20 312 BlL4 -1A
Tahe gugaine powder preasisasly .. . - - - e _§ - — -~  KBE RLY HAEA 71} 688 TOR GRA 706 480 6GRE RYIT -1
Take cncnine pwdey remddmly . - - - = - — e = - e BE4A B2O B4 9032 #85 4A4 BTQ RAG BT.H K88 BAH .0A
Tey hernin nnce e tvive 61 BAG KAA 524 (04 K¥1 528 GU(] KUK 49F 470 468 636 640 BIE S5R4 687 EQ8 BOT OB 509 535 BGT +40n
Take heroin sceasinnaily THGE 56 T4 714 708 747 7122 608 1R MWT AUR 6RZ 46 I8 TAL V66 M40 742 120 7Ry LD T4B V61 415
Take hevein regularly A7.2 BR& BGY KOG RTAH ARY A6 RGO ARG L H7.2 BB RBT.1 MBT HER Rub N2 834 892 ALY ARY 612 895 BRAY 206
Try pnpleinmines apve or Wwice 354 334 D08 2489 209 207 264 260 4.7 284 200 i ¥8y 286 328 927 303 326 JLG 314 288 308 J10 .00
Take amphetamines regulatly A80 673 GES BT 699 631 AL 647 648 B2 G672 6%3 854 608 712 FIY M1 4 £09 BT0 650 684 GRO 08
Try ¢eystal meih. (ice) suce o .

tarige - — e — — - T — - e —-— e e — s o — Bl 6y.9 575 583 G444 H53 Hd44q 09
Try harhitvurates saen ar Livien 4R 325 1% 313 307 348 B4 OQTE WO 274 200 254 308 V0T 2% 324 W51 332 W2 P00 65 29 0.9 2%
Toke bevhiturates regotacly £9.1 G677 686 BB4 4B T3 409 RTE BT AHS 6RR 8732 894 685 TO5 TO2 THE 742 661 GID 618 604 G6H J6a
Try ane ar two drinks of an

alvohwlic bavernage thenr, Lo 3

wine, hguord 531 48 4% 34 41 38 46 35 42 48 60 48 67 606 £8 &) 91 K& I 16 8 T3 87 48
Take noe ar twa drinks sparly

evesy day 215 212 185 194 224 200 214 ZLe 206 220 244 260 262 373 QRS 1 JRT 306 2|E 270 #48 261 248 00
Taks fou) nr five drinks neprly .

svery day 838 81.0 828 837 661 657 645 685 GER GB4 HO0B GREE 657 A8% 6RE 70T 6HS TOS BTA G672 628 BAA RAD .28
Igve five or more drinks nace

wr twice cavh weekend A1.8 DG 347 Y45 348 NG D63 380 386 ALT 438 3D 489 420 440 471 488 400 M43 465 452 485 420 Jfass
Smoke one or mere packs of ; " ’

cignrelics per doy Bid BE.¢ BR4 X990 630 4377 623 605 £1.2 S1R NH6K 640 A6 GRE K77 SA2 084 402 BHE GTA S5 8 ARY GAT 058
Uae smokeless inhacoo regutarly . — . o — - — — - — B 200 332 209 34.% 34 355 RO RS BT AT4 O IHB 212
Take sternids — —_ e - — - R - - o - — -~ 6318 £38 685 T07 £21 01 HR4 674 A1 04

Approx. N = 804 2918 3J0SF G770 _AZ80 3234 JEQd MET JI08 A¢E2 I80 080 RIS 22TG 2790 2880 Q548 2GR FISN_SEG) 2507 $449 2578

MRS,
STHHICE: The Manitering the Puiues Study, the University of Michignn.

Level of sigsificance of difforence baivaen the tws moxt recent clagses: 5 » 08, s 01, sss = 801, '

‘Answey alioraatives werer (1) No yisk, (2 Slight tisk, £3) Moderate sink, #43 Qreat cisk, sod (83 Can't asy, drog unfamiling.

—" indicates dula vnt nvaiinbie,



TARLE O
Frends in Disapproval of Drug Usc
I_uy‘f‘.fig%zt.h, Tenth, and Twellth Graders, 159137

Poreent wins "dizapprove” or “siraagly disnpprove™

#ih rade 10th Geade 12ih Grade®
e your edixopprssy of peraple B0 BE-GT G487
whie .. . lanL EBAY ¥uud j0Dg 18RS 1996 1997 chasge 1991 1892 1983 INS4 1985 {096 19907 chonpe 1901 1902 1993 1004 1995 1898 1997 chenke

§

Try mavijeans ooy or twive  B4S N2 TRZ 128 M2 675 GY.6 .00 744 TR 03 824 S0M 653 540 -14 G687 690 611 BT 557 828 BiO .15
Suweke matijeany aucasionally B8% B KA BGR YO IG5 7R 16 K1Y K36 D4 7R3 700 G658 882 07 Y94 787 755 GAG 867 629 G012 03
Rasaky warijionn pegutarly 921 B8H BAO RS H BSY BRH B4G «fBRs 004 900 874 8232 BLE YOT 87 04 80D 804 8148 ¥23 819 B0G& YRR .17

Try inhaloain voce or twjge”  R4D A48 HIGL H1IG HIR #2989 B4y 412 RS2 BLG B4m B4D R4 B BEO AOD 05

Take inkalpnts repabinly’ SO U0N0 HAD HN HAB H3Z 909 +10 18 4915 908 #10 90% 91.Y 817 Q0 — e = e — -
Tey LED once or tavics! - ae o T TRE MG TOD TR 1R -— - 8201 783 7718 MWHE 754 .02 90t 8B} BRSD H28 ALf THL HOS5 0%
Take LB repgulariy® e P R TH4 HR OTEX TR L1 8 — —— S8R RBRG H4E A45 A34 Bt 064 GRS €58 943 9205 £32 8529 .02
Try croch ance ar bwice D17 T REF RGAH MGG RBLG RLHT 07 Qah 928 O34 BOYD H8Y HEZ A4 OR BLI DL RGO ARSE 914 44 ATH .04
Take crack wceasinaally’ 373 BEL O BIT OGN MNOH HHA 8503 «1.0 $4F T4 936 BXAE OI7 MEB 814 09 942 960 D28 IR 940 M2 913 nd
Try eoenine powder suce ny .

twice® GE2 BOG RHS KA1 BHR3 RIS ALY 1.2 S8 91.F 800 AR BAX BGY 851 {0 BRO H9.4 BESB 871 880 A3l ®lg .0
Tuke cucaing pawder

um:n.uimm%iy" 3 F 424 9is HHY HIT HRZ O H3Y +1Adx G485 RGO N2 A2d N4 N1 B804 .07 838 D34 G122 G4 827 BAY ADD .04
Try hevohy ince iy fwige

withost usiog o needle® - . A8 BR0 ALY 3= - - HOF HES RN 0 e e — . 920 HOR 823 15
Take herain accanionolly ) '

without using & accdle? - .- -=  HRH HLY 806} ¢24ss — —_ e TER 0L #1483 — e e e 847 802 944 W13
Fry oo or two drinks of aa

sicohalic boverage {beor,

wine, Hyunrd £57 522 BES 47TH 4AHNC 455 457 +0.2 372.6 899 38 3ss JRM 0a% 3ay LO5  THA 2.0 40 /4 1A L ML G4
Yohe one or two drinks nearly

every day P22 RLE 768 767 TESHE T4L TOG s%Bes BLY BLY YRL TRY 754 T3H TH +18 TED TRB YTE TR 33 708 WL .0A
Hlave flve nr mare diinks snce

or {wice each werhend A57 %18 H1I R/07T RO7 TR 810 228 FET 778 TET M3 TR 707 102 08 B4 TH7 79 6514 BA7 RAT GHE £33
Sruke one oF more packs nlf

clgureties por day B2.8 823 ABUE THA 786 772 P03 «30sss THA VTE WHE TS VIZ I 73R 0‘2,23‘ 7L4 TIhH T6#H 60R 6A2 €722 €71 0.}
Uae smokeless tohacen ; .

regulariy : TE T2 T4 761 TA0 T4l 785 44y T4 L6 TAB IR 710 LB TR LI e e e e oo e -
Yake ateroids® HEA BG4I RIB KBTS o —_ s 500 918 912 WiH a— - ~-  BOE 092.% 821 819 910 817 914 03

Approx. N o« F7390 [R503 FB415 (7420 7660 {79098 13764 4750 V47074 15334 ISHYT 17086 JS685 15697 . BELT7 24K 2727 PAAR 2603 200D 21

NOTES.  Level of significance of difference bulwoen the twa mnal recent classes: § =05, ss =01, #xs 2001 - iadiveteon dota net sesitalile.

SOURCE: The Mnapitoring the Puture Study, the Usiversity of Michigan,

*Answey altesantives were: {3} Don't d‘iaap?mm, (2} Disspgrove, {31 Strongly disapprove. For Hith aad 18th gendes, there swas npnothier eofegory—"Can't say, drug unlamiliar—.which wax
inclizded in the colculating of these porcentnges,

“The twellth grade guestivna nsk sboot peaple wha are 18 or older,

Bth and L0h grade: $¥ate bosoed in 1997 oo two-thivdy of N indicated dve t6 changes In questiennaire forms.

Hth and 15th grade: Pata hasod on ose of 1ove Ruioy bn 199386 N in onc half of N indicsted. Batn based in 1907 ver ane-third of H indicsted due to chiangen in quostingnpize
"Btit and 19tk grade: [Dato based on Iwo forms in 1891 sad 1992 and na gne of two forms $n 1990 and 1994; 8 5 unc-half of N fndicated,
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TABLE 10

Porcentage “disapproviag™™

11 you desapprore of gogls
who nre T e ofdes il o
cavh nf che fullagrng 1875

Pey mmifoain once o vy 470
Nmeke marijuans scoasimally 54 8
Smoke mnrijesas veguinrly FER

ey LS vnee vy e ALB
ke L5813 regulanly 94.1
Fry RIDMA e or bwien -
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Fry erovk nave v Dok -

fiukr crnvk necasianally -—
Tk enawle segadaly —
Fry coke poselor mnee e

Fuke eoke powder swevasunalty
Paka crke puwider segubaly

Fry hernin sace ar twice ay h
Take herain neencinnafly 2
Take hernfa regolaly 67
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twice 748
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Toy Beehiturates ance or twice 777
Toke horbitorntey reguimly 3.8

Fry ong or fwe drinks of an
olcohalic hevernge Theer,

whne, Hquor) 21.6
fake uar ne twn drisks neasrly

evary day 87.6
Fake four or five drinks

nenarly every day any
Have five or more drisnks nage

wir Iwice onch weokomd £0.3
Smoke sue ne more packs of

cigarottes per day 67.5

Take steroida -
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SGURCE: The Munitrring Uhe Future Study, the tEaiversity of Michigan,

Level of sigaificnnce of difference hetwoon the tws mast revent classen: a = 05, xx = 04, ass = 081 - indivates data sot svailable.

‘Answver alternatives svere: (1) Thin't disspprove, (2) Disnpprave, and (3) Strongly disapprove. Fercontages ore shown for catepoties (2} and (3) combined,
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TABLE 11

3
Trends in Perceived Availability of Drugs
Eighth, Tenth, and Twelfth Graders, 1992-87
How Jeffrenll dn yon Porvent saying "fnirly easy” or “véry ensy” tu pet*
thenk of would He for
yeng o el rarh of the &th Grosle 16th Grade $2th Cirads
petloverng iypen of I 3 BH-"OT -7

druge of vou wonted 1992 1003 1094 1085 IAR6 1997 change 1902 1980 1494 1996 1896 1997 ehnope 1982 1851 1994 1835 1906 1987 chanze

runre?

Mrrifnann AZ0 AR 488G A24 S4H H4Z N6 652 R4 THO TRI ORIl RDS 44 827 R3G ALB BASR BRY BIG OB

LS 2ta 2y RO21M 208 Zae 227 B9 36 AR 3RL O BOH 410 3R3 (20w 445 4R2 K08 £38 K13 607 408
e W AL 1TT 88 (D6 JU% 04 2T 234 208 247 288 4R 20 817 317 3i4 JL.p 306 IBe -Bh
Crmel ghG R0 A% QHT 2R 2YS D40 23 M0 M2 348 354 IREG 04 4.6 4368 406 419 407 408 -8
Couenine Poseder 27 2hG 204 27TR OREE 460 .03 e N4 345 AN 368 371 W08 $tHe 454 437 438 444 4301 i
Heroin IR7 IBA 04 211 206 %R DR 2401 240 7247 2486 248 244 04 349 a3%7 .3 5.1 T 33B 1A
Other Oplates® IRH 196 83 200 200 204 406 245 248 269 2Y8 294 2048 -04 7.8 ATS 3RO BB 404 IMOS 1%
Ampheramines J2F 314 MO0 334 3286 306 206z 404 464 48B 417 472 446 RGnw ABE O A10 62D g7 694 KO8 0.4
Crystal Math, (ge) 680 151 41 150 1B) 157 46 168 8.4 1B 207 2286 229403 2666 2646 P8 270 26D 214 07
farkitvraten 274, 261 253 2H5 254 F44 12 3RG 3BE IR IBR 8 366 Phxs 440 445 430 423 44 400 .14
Tranguilisers WRE 214 204 213 264 188 -G8 316 905 208 Q06 203 287 46 408 .1 302 378 880 354 48
Aleohnt MWEOTID M5 749 751 48 04 HAE BRY ROR 887 904 890 -fdes . —_ = e . -
Cigarattes IR 155 M) 764. 108 7680 09 81 BS4 903 987 13 RUB L17asw e — - - e -
Sternids 240 P27 231 23R 24%F 238 08 18 28 3G 340 248 342 .06 488 448 429 .5 403 417 W14
Approx. N » BI55 18778 16119 15496 16318 15482 7054 P4ERE 15192 6203 14RR? 14A56 586G 0 9ERUK 2552 M40 35317

NHOTES:  Lavel of significance pf difference betwren the 1wy yeore & =06, xs =0, sez = 001, ' Inficaten data nnt available,

SOUHCE: The Munitoring the Future Study, the University of Michigon,

“Answer slternatives were: {1} Prohably imposaible, {8 Very diffieyl?, £33 Fairly difficale, (4] Fairly cony, (581 Yery cnay. For #th and 101l grades, there was nnather
categnry - Can't xay, drog vefumiliner —which was included in the saleolotion of these parcentages.
*1h and 1tth grade snty; Data hased sn one of twn forms; N is aoe-half of N iadicated in $893-87,



TABLE 12 -

Long-Term Trends in Perceived Availability of Drugs, Twelfth Graders

Hore diffieall da you Purcent saying “fairly ensy” ar "vaery vasy” to get?

thonhk i7 wondid fre fr yom
£ get eock of the Chess Cloys Clasy Ciass Clases Clans Class Class Clans Clnan Ulass Class Class Clany Class Clars Glasa Claas Class Class Class Class Closs

Foldoung typex vl drugs, uf T 4 of wl af of uf 3f uof of af of afl of of wf of af of of of of uf '96.'97
if you @onted sane! 1835 1936 (971 1018 I970 19x0 18RI 1042, 1383 1084 1985 1SN 10ART 10A8 18A8% 1850 188 1092 {951 1994 1005 1998 1847 chssge

Marijusns B?R HT4 B70 KIR 903 RO $02 MRS AGY A46 RSS M52 AAR 850 R43 M44 AN 827 B3O B5S BES 887 8056 209
Arytuiyl Nits ites e e e e e o e — 333 288 268 244 227 250 259 267 2606 219 MB .04
L38 6% 374 MK 32T 0472 I8 350 142 G 308 I85 28B4 30D IRA 40T 306 445 457 GOS8 538 B13 K07 .04
Same other prychedelie  47R 757 938 IR 46 O60 027 306 266 U6 260 249 250 262 282 203 2RO 209 335 338 IR 339 13 00
Pep i — e e e e e 208 248 209 TR 278 417 AL7 314 310 J0F 200 -0
MIIMA (Festany) _— . . - C e e e — e e e 207220 230 242 2R3 312 342 364 IME 18
Coenlne 47.0 340 3368 7R A58 4ZA 425 474 431 450 4R0 B3R K42 RSO BAT 545 AE0 527 4RB . 488 477 48 486 404
Crach e an e e e ew e — - 4L1 481 470 424 300 435 438 405 41.9 467 4ng -6l
Cacanitse gowdor e e e e e e = e e K38 503 807 490 400 400 454 437 408 444 435 .11
Hervio 24.2 184 119 184 1RO V2 8% 268 192 105 240 228 237 280 314 1% 306 345 237 J41 3%5) 322 998 1R

Some athor niyestie
{inchading methadonel 3458 2690 278 261 ZAT 284 05 304 300 321 331 322 330 358 383 Y 348 I37F TR aRn 248 400 3/H -1

Asiplietainines 878 GIR SR AR5 599 613 80% 70N GRS 8R2 AS4 A4 B45 £3.0 B43 A9T B7A GRB BIS5 620 62.8 5S4 £08 +0.
Cryatal meth. fice} - —_ e - o — — o o w - - o o — 241 243 2R0 268 2/E 270 260 215 07
Borhiturates B0 8§44 524 S04 499 401 845 BR2 RIS 510 N1 483 482 478 484 4R9 424 430 445 413 430 414 408 -1 4
Tranguitizery M 655 54D 643 B14 K01 B0B 589 G52 B4B 647 61T 4BE 490 455 447 408 409 401 354 7B 360 54 08
Sterpidy e e e — e e e e e e we e BT ABR A48 429 455 403 417 214

Approx. N = 2627 3865 J065 J598 3§72 240 J578 3602 JIRS 1868 AB7H 0TV 3271 X020 2R06 2549 2476 BARE IRT0 DEYE 2557 2740 IKIT

NOTES:  Lovel of significance of difference hotweeo the hwa most revent ¢laaaes: 3 = 05, a5 = 01, ssn = 601, — ndicntas data not nynbindds,
SQURCE: The Monitoring the Foture Study, the University of Michigan.

"Aoswer elternatives werg, (1) Probiably bnpocsibie, £23 Yery diflicule, (1) Fabrly difficolt, £4) Falely cosy, and (8} Yeory rasy.



Trends in Lifetime Prevatence of Various Types of Drugs
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Chapter 5 Trendx in Drug Use Among Young Aduits

TABLE 7

Among Respondents of Modal Age 19-28

{Enimnes arg pereentages)

Percent whi ysed I hfetme
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iRA 19RO
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(6000 (6800 [GF00,) (680G 157001 16600) 16800 5750 (0500 183800;
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H N
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a4H 427 408
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158 ®A 135
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NA
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i1
540

166
31

NA
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6.

NA
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chaneg

04

A%
EH

+].3
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Sourne The Momorug tie Ruture Sady, the Universuy of Mactugan

NOTES: Levet of significance of differenice between the two most recent years: = 08, ss= 01, sssw D01, Any apparent
INCUNKISHSY Merweel: he Cige esamale and the frevitience esimates for te twvo Mos! recent s is due (o rounding,

NAT mdicales g o avaiable,

Footnotes conaiue o0 fickl Page.
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? Chapter 5 Trends in Drug Use Among Young Adults

TABLE B
Trends in Annual Prevalence of Various Types of Drugs
Among Respondents of Modal Age 1928

* {Eryies are pereenages)

Pereasg who used i 1ast dunvy daw

008
|96 1987 [ORR 1ORG 1OOn 1G9 1992 893 jGug [RO%  phaner
Approx. ¥eighed Ns = (69067 (6800} (6700) (66083 167001 {6600 158G0; 5700 (G500 A4

Any Dlicit Drog* 415 383 383 328 07 1o 83 28E B4 R +L3
Any Ulicit Drug?

Onher than Marijeana 210 338 113 183167 143 & 130 10 38 408
Myimans 365 24E 318 290 260 JIE 283 250 23F 284 «1 [k
fnhaianls? Ly i I% 1 20 1@ I 2 o -
Inhalants, Admssied K X: B T R Ot S S - EARC D S —

Nirrires* 20 13 10 Na 04 03 0 02 O3 Na -
Hafiyowogens 25 40 30 3¢ 4 45 AG 3% 4F 56 0B
Halhuinagens. Adjsed : 43 21 39 NA 42 46 51 &f 4% 37 0%

18D a2 e rt %% 3F 43 3 &b 4h 04

PP LS Bs g4 NA 2 0% 03 02 a3 4d 88
Covaine 195 157 038wl B6 62 BT 47 43 48 Wl

Crack? 3T A KRS s 12 1. 3 i1 .1

Ly Cooaine! NA e 118 3 Al A 51 3% 38 39 D3
MDRLA © % pmsy™t KA Ma NA 14 1% 08 1D GE 07 14 +0Ys
Heren ie 0T X a2 01 41 a2 02 01 08 40
Usher Opratey 31k T Qe T 23 2% IS O30 .83
Sumulang., Adnesied- Wa 8T T3 35 5T 4% a1 40 4% 28 M

“foe™ Ba  NA ONA  Na b2 03 s 08 OB 12 403
Sedauves o 23 o 1.8 WA KA NWNA Ka Na  BA —

Burbinz pes D A S P YU I S . S A . S B

Mehanuxione 3 0w o8s ar NA KA KA O ONA NA Na e
Tranguiiners' S48y 4T At 3T 3R 34 L1 23 4 W03
Alcono!* BEE& swa d¥a K3 BRSO BAY BRI B51 RYT 841 410
Cifinrenies 405 &I 3TT 0 IESY 3T 1TT 418 3T IR OABE <03
Sweronge’ Na o oHA O ONX pis 83 05 04 03 04 05 03

Sowze: The Momtonng the Faiare Siucy. the Urasursay of Michipan.

ROTES: Level of significance of differenes beraeen the rwo most recen: yvears: s o 05, 552 §], 235 e 001, Any
apparen waonsisency beivween the change vximaie ang the prevaience esumares K the 10 most recen? veurs 5 due to
tenuding.

BA indates G BOL svailable, ' ‘

Seeioonotes s eng of Table 7.
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Monitoring the Future

TABLE Y
Trends in Thirty-Day Prevalence of Various Types of Drugs
Aroong Respondents of Modal Age 19-28

~ {Enmies we percentages}

Percen: who used i Iast thintv davs

9495

J9Re 1987 1988 (989 1990 1991 1992 1D 13 2D chanes
Approz Weighted N & (6900} (6800) {47003 15500) (6700 {6800 16800, (6700 {65084 (6400)

Any Bheit Drog? 258 234 205 177 13% 150 4% 149 153 138 +{1.4
Any Miele Drog?

Other ghas Marijumng 130 107 %% L5 60 %4 55 49 83 A7 +(3
Mariiuang 220 2067 119185 133 145 133 134 140 140 i
inhalangs® 64 B6 06 D5 08 05 08 8T 05 47 0.2
Inhalants, Adhusted” 47 09 8% NA 0T 08 DT 01 08 NA -

Nurbes*t 0.5 05 G4 Na D * Ry g2 17 NA _
Haliuginogens 1.3 i2 1.1 1Li 0.9 1.1 1.3 |2 1.4 £.7 ()2
Hallucisogeas, Adpsted 14 12 4L O NA 10 12 16 12 1A LT 02

L5D 89 08 €8 08 05 0% 11 08 L1 13 +{33
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Craokd NA ER Y S G4 T4 Q04 (4 &3 02 48

Oty Cocained NA 48 4B 314 21 18 LT 1% 10 13 +43
MODMA [Bosasy P Ba Na Na 05 62 D3 683 03 02 g4 +0.3
Heroin . a.l 0.8 61 0 .4 * 01 43 3.1 0.1 48
Cabser Opiltes’ g 4% 4T 4T &Y 06 437 o7 06 43 +0.3s
Stimulams. AdjustedV 48 32 17 23 1% 13 1S 18 17 0.8

“Tee™ \ NA NA NA NA 0P * 01 03 05 03 4.2
Sedatives’ 09 G828 97 03 Ha NA KA HA NA NA _

Barbinuraes 87 07 67 ¢% 06 83 4635 06 O£ OF +02

Mzbaguaione €3 02 61 40 Na Na NA NA MNA Na —_
Traoquiliners' 18 186 14 12 i1 08 18 18 0RO 13 +{14%
Aleohol* TEIOMA AL 24 N2 Hé 480 883 67171 481 +i4
Cigarenes I1 0% 239 86 I 282 83 O 20 192 +t3
Sweroidet Na Na NA 02 0! 02 1 o0 01 82 (1

Source. Tt Momionng the Futare Sredy, e LUiversity of MICIagam.

ROTES: Level of significance of difference brtworn st 1wt mas: recent years: 5= 05 53w 01, sxe = 001 Any
W:g:l irconaistency between the chinnge osiumare and the prevalence estmatss for the [wo mos: recems vears is due 10
rounding. . .

** inticates & prevaience rame of less ixn 0.0%% but greater Bun rur 2070,
NAT indicaies dxa not swailable,

Ser foomones gt end of Tabie 7.
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Monitoring the Future

old age band. In the 23 to 26 year old group, there was a general but modest
inerease for a year or two, which generally ended by 1392,

* The important drop in cocnine use since 1986 slowed considerably after 1992 or
" 1993 in all three age strata and in communities of all sizes. Usage rates among
the strata tended to converge 3 bit during the period of decline, and this
convergence remains, with the large and very large cities still showing rates of
cocaing use slightly higher than the less densely populated areas.

s CUrack use among all age groups peaked in 1987 or 1988 and, after declining,
appears to have bottomed out in all pepulation-density strata since about 199{.
The crack use reported in these young adult samples bears Zzizie systematic
association with community size.

s Stimuiant vse showed large drops after 1881 among 19 to 22 year olds in
commugities of all sizes; after 1984 (the first tite point available) among the 23
to 28 year olds; and,.to a lesser extent, after 1988 {first time point available)
among the 27 to 30 year olds. After 1991 use tended to level at relatively low
prevalence rates in all strata and age groups, although use has been gradually
rising since 1992 or 1993 for all strata—undoubtedly as a result of generational
replacement by the heavier-using adolescents.

¢ Methagqualone use, which in 1881 was rather strongly associated (positively}
with population density, dropped 10 annual prevalence rates of 0.8% or below in
all size strata for all three age bands by 1989, Its use is no longer measured in
the study.

* The use of barbiturates also fell to very low rates by 1989 before stabilizing,
Annual prevalence in 15995 is less than 3% in all community-size strata for the
two older age bands. Among the 19 to 22 year olds, however, use has begusn to
rise again since 1982 or 1993, Urndike methagualene, barbiturates have never
shown much correiation with urbanicity, at least as far back as 1889,

» Tranguilizer use among young adults has had little or no association with
poputation density over this {ime interval either, Among the 19 to 22 year olds
it declined by half in most straia from 1980 to about 1983, to just over 4% annual
prevalence, Since 1885 some further, rather modest declines have osccurred,
resulting in annual prevalence rates of between 2% and 4% ip all community-size
strata for all three age bands. Once again, however, use has begun to rise among
the 18 to 22 year olds only, since 1593 or 1994,

" »  Annugl Aeroin prevalence in 1994 stands at less than 1.0%—-usually much Jess~in
all strata for all three age bands, and shows little systematic relationship with
“urbanicity. In the early 19805 it did tend to be a bit more concentrated in cities
than in the smali-town and farm/countyy strata among the 19 to 22 year olds,
There was a slight upturn in use in 1995, which seems to be concentrated in the
more urban areas.
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TABLE 19

Annual Prevalence for Various Types of Drugs, 1995
Full-time College Sindents vs. Others
Among Res;wndents 1-4 Years Beyond High School

(Entrics are perveniages)
‘Fotal ' Males Females
Full-lime Full-time Fall-ume
Suallege Lihers Lallsge Qibars Lollege Cthers
Any lificit Drugh 33.8 34.0 36.1 381 | 33 3.2
Aﬁhﬁﬁlﬁ%}ma 15.9 i7.8 19.5 19.8 133 8.2
Marijuana R | 28.7 341 308 290 27.0
Tahatamsh 3.9 14 8.1 44 23 2.1
Halluginogens 8.2 7.9 R e 5.5 55
LSD 63 6.8 . 9.7 9.5 49 46
Cocaine ‘ 36 4.8 56 53 2. 16
Crack i 15 12 22 | o6 0.9
MDMA {"Eestesy" ¥ 2.4 1.9 3.2 . 25 18 14
Heroin T03 3 64 08 6.2 6.5
Other Opiates® 3.8 40 5.8 4i 2.3 3.9
Stimulams. Adjusied®s 54 7.5 $.9 8.6 49 67
“lee™t 1.1 32 25 3.4 0.1 1.2
Baroiurales® 20 an 27 42 1.6 138
Tranquilizers® 29 44 3.3 4.4 2.6 4.3
Alcohol 83.2 80.8 84.5 806 822 £0.9
Cigarenes 393 5773 5.4 48 9 381 44 8
Approximare Weghied ¥ » id450 ia20 6i 64t 40 770

Scurce. The Moniloting the Funure Study. the Universiny: of Mickigan

¥ ige of “anv §then drup” ineludes any use of maryuana, halluainogens, cocaine, or heroin. or any use of other opiates,
sumu]mzs barbuurales, oF zrs:::;mhzcr’s nol arder & docior's orders.
BThus dnig was asked sbout in five of the so. quesnonnane forms Toal Nin 1993 for coflege sudents is approximately
1248

TThis grug was asked 2bout in two of the s questionnsice forms Total N iz (993 for eollege students is approxemanely
485,

ACinty drug use which was not under a doctor's orders 1s included here. _

*stczi} on the data from the revised guest:on, which attempis 1o axclude the inapproprisie reponing of nen.preseription
sunuiants
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Any Iilicit Drug®
Any Illicit Drug?
Other than Marijuana

Ma;‘ijuana
Inhalants®
Hal:lucinogcns
LSD
Cocaine -
(llrack
MDIMA ("Ecstasy)®
Hcr!)in
Olhir Qpiatesd
Stirr;u!ams, Adjustedd-*
“ecC

t
Barbiturates

d
Tranquilizers®
Alcohol

Cigareties

Approximate Weighted N =

Chapter 8 Prevalence of Drug Use Among College Students

TABLE 20

Thirty-Day Prevatence for Various Types of Drugs, 1995:
Full-time Coliege Students vs. Others
Among Respondents 1-4 Years Beyond High School

(Entrics are percentages)
Total Males Females
Fuli-time Full-time Full-time
College Others Collcge Others College Others
19.1 18.8 23.7 20.8 157 172
6.3 8.0 8.8 8.8 4.5 7.4
186 15.5 23.5 180 14.9 135
1.6 0.7 2.5 0.7 0.9 08
33 2.4 5.5 3.8 1.8 1.2
25 20° 4.2 33 1.3 1.0
0.7 2.0 0.9 2.5 0.6 1.6
0.1 0.5 0.1 07 0.1 0.3
0.7 0.5 1.5 06 0.1 0.5
0.1 0.1 02 0l 0.1 0.1
1.2 1.2 2.1 1.2 06 11
22 26 26 2. L9 3.
0.3 0.4 0.7 0.2 0.0 0.6
“0.5 1.7 0.9 1.7 0.3 1.7
0.5 16 0.8 1.7 0.3 1.6
67.5 619 711 67.0 64.9 578
26.8 38.0 28.7 39.2 25.4 37.0
1450 1420 610 640 840 790

Sourcle: The Monitoring the Future Study, the University of Michigan

8Use of "any illicit drug” includes any use of man)uana, hallucinogens, cocaine, or heroin, or any use of other opiates,

slunulam.s barbiturates, or Lrnnqulllzcrs no! under a doctor's orders

bThis drug was asked about in five of the six questionnaire forms. Total N in 1995 for college students is approximately

12]0

$This drug was asked aboul in two of the six questionnaire forms, Total N in 1995 for college students is approximately

485,

90niy'drug use which was not under a doctor's orders 15 included here.
Based on the data from the revised qucsuon which attempts 10 exclude the ineppropnale reporting of non- prcscnpuon

stimulants
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Advance Report of 41rst Meeting of CEWG

National drug abuse indicators include the Drug Abuse Warning Network (DAWN) emergency
department (ED) drug-related mentions, drug-related deaths reported by medical examiners, drugs
reported by clients entering treatment, Drug Use Forecasting (DUF) urinalyses data on
arrestees/detainess, and Drug Enforcement Agency (DEA) price, purity, and seizure data. These
indicators show little overall change m patterns of use for crack, powder cocaine, methamphetamine,
PCP, and-L3D from 1994 10 the present. These same indicators show increases in marijuana use
during this same period. ED data show more heroin users being treated in 1995 than in prior years.
Although total methamphetamine DAWN ED mentions did not show an increase, other indicators
strongly suggest that the use of this drug is spreading 10 the Midwest and South,

In examining the data; CEWG members reported geographic/regional differences in patterns and
trends by age, gender, and ethnic group. Comparisons were made scross areas, thus dentifying
emerging trends and the potential spread of drugs from one community 16 another.

Cocaine

Many CEWG cities report that cocaine-and in particular crack- continues to dominate the drug scene.
However, the level of use appears 10 have stabilized in a number of cities. As evidence that crack
cocame use has feveled off, there was virtually no change in the overall number of DAWN
cocaine-related FD memions berween 1994 and 1995, These included smoked cocairnie, which is most
likely to be crack. Crack cocaine use, however, remains high. Of the 19 CEWG areas included in
DAWN, 15 reported more cocaine-related mentions than mentions of any other tllicit drug in 1995,
The four exceptinns are Minneapolis (where there are more manjuana-related than cocaine-related
mentions), Newark, San Francisco {more heroin mentions), and San Diego {more methamphetamine
mentions), Although most indicators show 3 leveling off of cocaine use across CEWG areas,
cocaine-related ED mentions increased substantially in several CEWG areas: San Francisco (§5%),
New Orleans (23%), and Deiroit (20%).

Of the 14 CEWG areas included in the DUF system, all but one reported cocaine as the predominant
drug among adult arrestees in 1995, In San Diego, marijuana was detecied among arrestees/detainess
more often than ¢cocaine (based on urinalyses),

The dara reported by the CEWG cities indicated several shifts among cocaine-using populations,
Although 1n most cities cocaine use was reported 10 remain highest among Blacks, its use in Texas
and Atlanta increased among whites. Chicago data indicated a slight increase in Hispanic use, and
there were anecdotal reports in Texas of young Hispanics initiating crack use. This development is of
some concern, as crack use among Hispanics historically has been low. Nationally, Blacks accounted
for a majority {59%) of ED cocaine-related mentions in 1993, followed by whites (32%) and
Hisparnics (9%).

Some indicators point to an increase in the number of female cocaine users. The largest increases
(between 1994 and 1993) in arrestees/detainees 1esting positive for cocaine were repaorted in Detroit
{15% increase among femate adults) and New Orleans {12% increase in female adplts).
Approximatety one-third of the wotal DAWN 1998 ED cocaine mentions involved females,

Reports from most cities show an increasingly oider chronic cocaine-using population, In
Philadelphia, however, there has been an increase in age of first cocaine use.

Crack reportedly remains the most popular form of cocaine, particularly among Blacks, In 1993 and
early 1956, over 81% of cocaine users admitted 1o treatment in CEWG areas were cocaine smokers.

hitp.//www cdmgroup com/cewg/docsfadvrep htm
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Crack remaing readily available and cheap. In ?httadelpbza a targe rock, or boulder, sells for about 35,
1n Seartde, Tirtle bits of crack called kibbles sell for $1. In New York, crack is still commonly sold
vzz%s! but heat-sealed plastic bags that discourage street dealers from taking out some of the crack gre
beginning to appear. In one area of Chicago, 2- for-1 crack sales are offered, and free samples are
distributed 4 times 2 week in another section of the city.

Heroin

Datalfrom drug indicators show that heroin use increased in most CEWG cities. Between 1994 and
1995, there was a 19% increase in total DAWN heroin-related mentions, Of rotal DAWN ED
memmns hergin wasrepored about equally by whites (43%) and Blacks (42%} as compared with
}inspanzcs {14%) and others {>1%). Among CEWG areas, the greatest increases were reported in San
Franczsw {67%), Philadelphia (63%), New Orleans (58%), Dallas {29%), Miami (23%}, Detroit
{23%) Newark (22%), and Boston {21%). New York City, 2 major import and distnbution center for
Southeast Asian and South American heroin, had the largest number {EZ 647) of hervin-related
DAWN mentions in 1995; however, this represented a slight decrease in heroin mentions from 1994
The New York City rate of heroin-related episodes per 100,000 decreased from 140 in 1994 to 136 in
1995,

Most CEWG DUF sites continued 10 report low percentages of gpiate use {(based on urinalysis)
among adult arrestecs/detamees in 1995, Only 4 CEWG sites (Chicago, Manhattan, Philadelphia, and
St Louxs) reported percentages of 1% or more, and none of these sites reported increases in
arresnmsfdezamees testing positive for opiates from 1994 1o 1995, In Manhatian, the percentage of
arrcszccs testing positive for opiates was 20% in 1995, The percentage of femnales in Manhattan
éropped from 30% testing positive for opiates in 1994 1o 19% in 1995,

The i)%A attributed higher rates of heroin use in some East Coast cities to the increased availability

of hrgh»pumy heroin from Southeast Asia and South America. Mexican brown and black tar heroin

remam the most available types of heroin in the West and Southwest and are reportedly spreading to
mhcf areas. In 8t. Louss, a steady supply of Mexican heroin was reported in 1995 and early 1996 In
Dallas black tar reportediy sells for 310 a cap.

in 2?535, approximately 20% of chients entering drug 2buse treatment, nanonally, reported heroin as
the primary drug of abuse. This is similar to the percentage reported in 1994 and somewhat higher
Lhanizbe percentages reported in 1993 and 1592 In Boston, indicators show a slow but steady
increase in heroin use- heroin {primary drug) treatment admissions surpassed cocaine admissions in
1995 Increased heroin use in suburban communities was reported in Boston and Newark. Reports of
zn;ea:}wn among heroin users have declined nationally: among heroin users admitted o treatment in
New York City, injection use declined from 71% in 1988 to 41% in 1965

Marijuana

Drug use indicators show a continued upward trend in marijuana use nationally and in almost all
CEWG areas. In 1995, manjuana was reported as the primary substance of abuse by 15% of clients
{n’-S‘hS 118} entering drug abuse treatment programs, natzoazﬁ}, compared to 13% in 1994, During
the pasz several decades, there have been improvements in methods of producing man;zzana, resulting
in mcrea&es in potency. In 1993, the average THC content of commercial grade marijuana repornted by
the DSA was 3.33%, higher than in the late 19705 and early 1980s, when it was 2%. The average
THC content of sensimilla {6.66%;), which is growing in populanty, was twice as potent as

hetp: Hfwrvew . cdmgroup.com/cewg/docs/advrep htm




EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

' COCAINE AND CRACK

Miagmi: "The rernaining cocsine users appear to be the more sddivted
proup whose prograssovily downwaerd cycle of abise haz led in
incressing probiems and adverse consequences, sven amony # shrinking
nunber of usors. ™

San Frangizet: “Crack is panevally viewod as ‘going &yt of style.”
.. Nonatholers, prevalernce romains high...”

MORTALITY DATA

Available cocaine monality figures show
recent declines in nine cities and increases
in four.

Recent Declines or Stable Trends

Cocaine mortality figures appear to be
declining in nine of the cities where 1993
{or early 1996) data are available:
Denver, Honolulu, Los Angeles, Miami
(cocaine-related, as opposed 1o cocaine-
induced, deaths), Philadelphia, S1. Louis,
5t. Paul, San Diego, and Detrait.

In Denver, after peaking in 1993, cocaine-
related deaths per | million population
have been declining (10 21.0 in 1994 and
20.5 in 1995). Cocaine toxicology
mentions in Honolulu declined nearly 40
percent berween 1994 (38 mentions) and
1995 (23 mentions). During that same
period, in Los Angeles, deaths directly
auributed 10 cocaine declined by 23
percent (from 107 o 82). Cocaine-related
deaths in Miami similarly dechined by 14
percent between 1994 (292 déaths, or 14.7
per 100,000 population) and 1995 (230
deaths, or 12.4 per 106,000}, (However,

cocaine-related deaths increased in other
Flonda cities; also, cocaine-induced deaths
increased in Miami.)

in Philadelphia, too, cocaine-positive
toxicology reports declined between 1994
and 1995, both in number {from 368 to
336} and proporuon (from &1 percent to
53 percent of all drug-related deaths),
Cocaine-related deaths in St. Louis
similarly declined between those 2 years
(from 128 1o 38). Earlier in that city's
cocaine epidemic, many cocaine-related
deaths were overdoses; recently, however,
most were cocaine-related homicides,
Cocaine-related deaths in St. Paul declined
slightly over the same period {from 8 1o
7). In San Diego, after peaking in 1993
(at 573, accidental overdose deaths
involving cocaine have likewise been
declining {10 54 in 1994 and 52 in j993).
Early 1996 data in Detroit indicaw a
possible decline in deaths with positive
drug toxicology for cocaine (61 in the first
3 months) following increases in 1994
{324 cases) and 1995 (342). This possibla
decline is even more dramatic in light of

" an expanded case definition as of lawe

1995,
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i
Recent increases

Four cities with 1995 dam show increased

marxahty between 1994 and 1995 Miami

(cocame-mduwd deaths}, Minneapolis, -
Phoemx and Seattle.

In Miami, the increase in cocaine-induced
deaths (frem 31 to 33) was still well below
the 1986 peak {of 53). In Minneapolis,
howcver, cocaine-related deaths increased
o a rzz:ord number (from-35 o 46),
Cocainelrelated deaths in Phoenix peaked
in 1992 ‘éccimad for the following 2
years, but have increased again between
1994 and 1995 (from 22 to 353). And, in
Seanle, c{)came averdose deaths mcmsed
6 pez*cenz berween 1994 and 1995 (from 65
16 69) (4! 3 per 100,000 popuiazwn in
1995) and seem o be increasing again in
1996 (19 deaths in the first quarter).

Speedball Deaths

Overdose deaths attributed to injection of
"speedbaﬁs {heroin-cocaifne combinations)
have been rising steadily in Seattle since
1990, bothlin number and as a proportion
of all dmg‘de:aths (to 55 cases, or 30
percent of all drug deaths in 1995},

Earliar Trends

Daia in Dailas and Newark were available
only through 1994. In Dalias, medical
examiner {ME) mentions of cocaine
declined in 1994 (1o 106) after reaching 2
record high in 1993 (129). Although
cocaine fmdmgs in Mewark have been
surpassed b}thﬁm:n hoth have been
increasing since 1991, Cocaine was found
in 14 percczzz of drug deaths in 1994
{compared with 13 percent in 1991).

Cocaine Babies

According to an ongoing urine toxicity
study in Chicago, cocaine was detected 10
62 percent of the 2,423 infams who tested
positive for controlled substances in
1994-95. In Miami, infant deaths related
to matemal cocaine exposure. which
peaked in 1990 (at 21), conunued 0
decline {to 2 0 1995). And, in Minn-
eapolis, 3 of the 46 cocaine-related deaths
in 1995 involved newborns or stliborns
where malernal cocaine abuse was 2
significant contributing factor,

EMERGENCY DEPARTMENT
DATA

During the first half of 1993, cocaine
{including crack) continued 1o account for
sizable proportions (20 percent or more) of
total drug emergency depariment {(ED}
mentons in § of the 19 CEWE cities In
the Drug Abuse Wamning Network
{DAWN) (exhibit 13. In the majority of
cities, however, these proportions
remained relatively unchanged from those
a year earlier, in the first half of 1994,
The two largest proportion increases,
which were less than 3 percentage points
each, occurred tn Miami and Adanta; the
largest decline {less than 4 poinis)
occurred in New Orieans.

Cocaine thus remained, by far, the most
frequently reported illicit drug ED mention
it most cities: heroin, however, remained
more frequently mentoned in Newark and
San Francisco; and methamphetamine,
once again} was the most frequently
mentioned drug in San Diego. Asin 1993
and 1994, New York City and Miami had
the highest proportions of cocaine ED

CEWG Jupe 1996
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Exhibit 1. Proportions of totsl ED mentions composed of cagaing, heeoin,

martjuana, end “other” by metropolitan aren, ranksd by cocaine, firnt half of 1965°

Haw York Gity
Miami

Atignin

Chizags

Detroit
Fniladetnhia
Newark

S Loes
Washington, DC
_Boston

$an Frangisgo
New Qrieans
Seatile

Diaiias

Denver

Los Angeles
#hgenix

San Diego
Hannaapolis/S), Paul
All of Unked S1ates

»

Parent of Tatal ED Mentions

GCucaine

Hertoin

Mariuana

Otner {includes aiconolin-combination)

ON®

*Prahminary estimates

—/f///f/ﬁ | N= 32803

B i N= 4 850
T I N= 11,073
s i 'N= 19,786
;m////maaﬁ: N= 20865
T N 19,284
N7 7 TR N= 8,208
I— . N= 5668
R~ s PN 11027
e A YA 2 'N= 17087
:mg/ YIEIPS I N= 13,336
T Ne 5721
P I N= 9,244
m‘“‘ N= 4827
m Nw 3793
g N= 18553
ey i N= 6,583
TS — Ne 4,256
WMJ - Ne 4422
T & = 485,507
o 10 2 b s s 6 0 8 % 1o

SOURCE: BAMHSA, Drug Abuse Waming Network, October 1985 fies, run in Apnf 1996
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|
mentions (32 percent and 31 percent) of
their respective total ED mentions. -

San iFranczsco however, now heads the
list ef cities in the estimated rate of
cocmne ED mentions per 100,000
pOpulauon it is foliowed by Detroit -
{exhibit 2). $an Francisco's jump from
iith1 place in 1994 follows an 83-percent
mcrzasc (p<0.001) between the first
halves of 1994 and 1995. At the same
time! that city had an overall increase in
ED mentions,

Four other cities had substantial increases
in z;zx:amc ED mentions between the first
haévcs of 1994 and 1995 Boston (55
percgm, p<0.001); Adanta (29 percent,
p<0.05); Chicago (20 percent, p<Q.05);
and Miami (17 percent, p<0.001). Only
in Atlanta and Miami, however, did these

San Frangisco

New York Dity

increases parallel any notable increase
{more than 2 percentage points} in
cocaine’s proportion relative i toial ED
mentions. (Note: Cocaine mentions
appear 10 have increased in 16 cities.
Only in seven, however, did these
increases meet statistical standards of
precision at p<0.05.) Mentions declined
in three cities. Only in Denver, however,

" was the decline statistically significant (13

percent, p<0.03); and there, 100, the
cocaine proportion remained stable.

Exhibits 3 and 4 chart the latest & years of
first-semester ED rates per 100,000
population in several selected cities.
Interestingly, they delineate a gradual
convergence of trends in-many cites that,
6 years ago, had a wider disparity in rates.
Overall, the most notable changes are the
recent increass in San Francisco and the

Exhiblt 2. Eslimated rate of cocaine/erack ED mentions per 100,000 poputation
by metrapolitan area, first hal of 199%°

ey —

negwark I : - -

1 Atlanio R : .
[ ———

Philadeigtia TR <.
Ol e —— . ETR
Hew Odeans TR - 1 .5 )
Riproi R = 0.7 :
Boston R . 5 :
Seattlc  NINEERENERERA "
Washingtars, DC  NEGTEERININERRN ;. ¢
StoLovis TN <. 5 :
Cenver NGNS 5. < :
Los Angeles TN 2.2 )
Cafias MENGNGTEEE :: < :
Prhoenix TN :S 4 ;
San Diego NN ::2
Minneapoiis/St, Pau! IS i
Al of i.)nitedstaz&e M <
H H H = . .
G 20 a0 60 80 100 120 140 180

Ef Menucns per 100.000 Populaticn

*Prefiminary astimates

SOURCE: BAMMHSEA. {hug Abuss Warring Nebtwork, Oclobes 1995 files, run in Apri! 1006
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. Exhibit 3. First-hait-year trends in cocaine/crack ED mentions
per 00,000 population in lour selegtad cities, first el of 1880-dirst halt of 1998

ED Mentions per 100.000 Population

160~ "’
140 7
120 =
100
80~
3
60
40~ .
: e DittO e AN
20 - : ! .
e NEWRTK ~& - New York City
6 . = T " t T TR
1HS0 1M 1492 1H93 Hyte ) IHGS
Hali-Year
‘Prefirdinary estimates
SCGURCE: xSkMHSA. Urug Abuse Waming Network, Ootober (995 liles. run in Apri 1098
Exhibit &. Firsl-hali-year irends in cotaineizrack ED mentions
per 100,000 population in seiested cities, tirst hatl of 180D-Jirst hait of 1985°
ED Memions per 100,000 Population ] e
i —fll— Gan Francisce  —#— Midmi
%60~ e Mo CHICAGO e BOBION
160~ w | B New Odpans .
; e ’\ - . .
140“% N .
120 b “
100 |
8-
50 | .
e '
2]
0 §
M50 HO M52 1HB3 1HG4 1Hes"
Hail-Yaar
*Pralmmingty astimates

SOURCE: SAMHEA, Drug Abuse Waming Network, Grraber 1365 Hies, run in Apnil 1358
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ny ,
decline inn the New Orleans rates since
carly in the decade.

TREATMENT DATA

Cocaine (including crack) as a primary
drug of abuse now accounts for the largest
propomon of admissions {excluding
aicaha l-only but including alcohol-in-
cambmaumz} in only 7 of the 18 areas
whem such data are available: Atlania,
Tcxz:s Detroit, Chicago, Philadelphia,
Mew Orteans, and St. Louis {exhibit 5},
sz:e the previous reporting penods, the
parcamagcs for cocaine have declined in

several areas, including Boston, Denver,
Los Angeles, Newark (where heroin
admissions have concurrently increased),
Mew Orleans, and San Drego. The
percentages have remained relatively siable
in Chicago, New York City, San Fran-
cisco, Texas, and the Washingion-
Raltimore consolidated metropolitan
statistical area {(CMSA); the pr’opt)m{m has
increased i Seattle.

Heroin now dominates the treatment
proportions in another seven areas, while
marijuana and methamphetamine each
accoum for the iz:gest Percentages in wo
areas. -

Exhibit 5. Primary drogs of sbuse as percentages of trestment admissions® in reporting CEWG aress

: Arss . Cocaine - Haroi M ariiuens Stiranants Pericod
Uasdiante ‘6% 5 12 2 TG 12198
Texss" 42 12 17 4 1/8%-12/9%
Datroit o83 25 8 <1. $/45- 12195
COhicags AT T 15 1 1 TGS
Wi -4 5 3 <1 1/94-6/94
|Phriladeinhia S 22 <1 1/8%-312/9%
iNew Crisans a4 B 2 <1 1858
{s:. Louis® . az 12 - 1/95-132/95
[friawark 16 12 2 - 1/95-8/9%
JLos Angoles 12 87 & 104851 2A5
{5an Franciseo = %2 3 5 1 /95--585
TRew York City® a3 & T = 185127485
i Bonton 24 38 5 < 1/95-12/9%
| Washington-Battimare 28 S84 12 <1 704-12/94
{ Soattie 23 26 13 15 1851285
| Danver 33 12 37 13 1485-12/95
§ Mnnesolis/St, Paud” 1% 4 13 2 11951248
' San Diegs 14 8 7 i &2 14853 295
. Honoiu 14 10 18 28 1PE—1 245

]
HOTE: The sisdad srsas indicste the topranking pamsery drug of sbuse in sach ares,

* Totw adrusdiors rumber sxeiudes elaohal-ondy,
* Inchudas Haros, Baxwr, and Datias Counties
¢ inniudes S Louis Sity, County, and five rural sraas

* Srate-funded programs only
* Alpohab-anly is 501 axcluded.
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DEMOGRAPHICS

Age

New York Lity: ... teanagers may be
using crack now more then in the
tocent past, Field rasearchery report
that morg yOUny peopls arg smoking
marijuens joirts or ‘hlunt’ cigars ewd
with erack.™

Texas: “in Houston, streel youth ore
smoking track and injecting
cocaing,... In San Antonio, young
African-Armericans will smoke cratk i
a marniiuana wigareite. but they ook
FOWH O Lrack pipe smoksss.... in
Dallas, uppor-ciass and upper-mididte-
class white youth are raporied to be
axparimenting with track.”

Chivago: “Cratk smokers span 8
broed cross-soction of ages.. Initislly
arack was uswd primarity by fiicit drug
wanrs younger tharn 30. MHowever, as
Srack came 1o domingts the street
cocaing markat, older drig users,
including DU, bogen to srska of
injoot erack.”

Diespite the growing evidence of an aging
cocaine-using cohort, it is important o
note that some vouth are still initiating use
in cerain aress, especially in conjunction
with manjuana.

However, available mortality figures for
cocamne generally show decedents to be
well over age 30. For example, the
average age of cocaine decedents in Miami
was 37.9; in San Diego, 42 percent were
ape 30-39 and 38 percent were 40 or
older; and 45 percent of Dialias decedents
were 35 or older.

Similarly, the rates of cocaine ED
mentions per 10,000 population by age

group continue 10 indicate an aging pool of
cocaine users {exhibit 6). In every CEWG
city, the highest raie occurred in the 2634
age group, and the lowest rate was in the
12-17 group. The highest of all the rawes
once again occurred in Newark.

In many cities—such as Atlanta and
Miamti, the two cities where cocaine ED
mentions increased both in number and
proportion—trend analvsis suggests an

. aging cohort of hard-core addicts who use

emergency departments for primary care
and addiction treatment services.
Stmilarly, in San Francisco--the city with
the Nation's highest cocaine ED rate—the
proportion of ED mentions in the 35+
group increased from 4] percent in 1991
1o 57 percent in 1995, Other examples of
an aging cocaine ED population inclute
the following: Chicago, where the 35+
group had a higher increase than'the
younger groups between the first halves of
1994 and 1995; Dalias, where the 35+
group increased from 27 percent in 1992
to 37 percent in 1995: and New York
City, where over the past 5 years, those
age 25 or younger have represented a
declining proportion, while those 26 or
older have become an increasing
proportion of cocaine ED mentions.

Treamment demographics, like the monality
and ED figures, simifarly suggest that
¢OCAINE USETS are aging as & group
(exhibit 7). Again, the 26-34 age group
overwhelmingly accounts for the highest
percentage of cocaine admissions in all
reporting cities, except for Deiroit, where
the majority are even older (35-+). Trend
data in several cities further support the
notion of an aging cocaine-using
population: for exampie, in Boston, the
percentage of primary cocaine clients age

CEWG June 18396
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i
Exhibit 6. Rate of cocaine/crack ED mentiong
per 10,600 population by age group and
‘aren, Jpnunry-June 1995°

Exhinit 7. Percentage of primary cocaing
admissions in reporting CEWG sreas who are
n the two oldest ape Qroups

ND?‘&‘I.S: *...m Benoies estimate g not mees
standard of precision: shaded areas refleg: rates
that have incressed since the first half of 1394
ip< .08

*Praliminary estimates

SOURCE: SAMHSA, Drg Abuse Warning
Network, Qctober 1888 filez, run in April 1808
30 o older has been zncmasmg subsian-
ual?y‘ since 1991: and in Detroit, the
percentage of crack admissions in the 35+
grs:zzzp has been steadily mcmmg for

Aras ' . A412-17118-25 | 26-34 35 Ao 26-34 354
Aﬁam‘a ' 8.4 | <6661 384.7 1225 Atlants a8 40
Baston y1.1 | “seol 1406 853 Boston | 82 3z
Chicage 12.2 | 709! 3422 | ‘842 Chicage | 5o 13
T

Eiallasl 118 ] 28.B; BBA| 253 i Derwvet 47 ¢ . 37
Derwer 9_103 44,51 118.8 | " 281 Detrait | 43 53

i .
Dertrait E.4 BE.5 | 4843 144 4 Los Angeles : 2 3s
Los Angeles | 157 72407 Y006 3130 Miami 48 36

i . .
Miami $2.7 561 ] 288,87 6858 Minneanolis/St. Payl 47 38

f
Minneapolis/ Newark i BB 28
S1. Paua 711 287 7.8 ' -

: - NMew York City™® 56 3z
| Mewark 12.3 | 1085 526,40 B8 1_

t - Phitadelphia 82 40
Now Drieans 700 29187 712 ]

i St Louis g8 3
Now York City 5.8 83.7 | 433.7 1 115.4

¥ San Diega 4% a3
Priladelphia 16.8 787 411,81 B4 i

1 4an Frantisco 42 ag
Phoenix ) 7.4 35.6  1M1B6] 16.2

1 : Seante 47 4%
St. Louis 6.9 38.81 1880 . 41.3,

- : Texas 48 37
San Diego 7.2 737 4831 14 ’ ]

: Washingion-Baltimore 48 35
San Frangises | 284 955 | 3486.0 1507

s HOTE: Reporting periogds are the same as those in
Seattle 19.9 §7.1 13224 : §4.5 exhiit &, except for 8. Louis (perdod coveresd is
wastington, DC| 9.4 | 347|189.3| 42.3 7485-12185).

*Age categories are 285-25 andl 38+,

Piata incamplete to: the whole year; intiude State-
funged ang non-State-funded treatment centers

the past 6 years. In Newark, however,
cocaine admissions are younger thas
heroin or alcohol admissions; their lower
mean age (31.3}) is one indicator of the
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relative severity of negative consequences
for cocaine compared with the other drugs.

Gender

Gender-related mortality demographics
were available for Miami, San Diego, and
Dallas. Females accounted for 30 percent,
29 percent, and 17 percent, respectively,
of cocatne decedents in those three cities,

Males outnumber females as a percentage
of cocaine ED mentions in all CEWG
cities in DAWN (exhibit 8. The gender
gap is widest in Phoenix, followed by
Atlanta; it is narrowest in Washington,
DC. Between the first halves of 1994 and
1995, the rates per 100,000 population
increased {p<0.05) for males in eight
cities and for females in six ¢ities, as
indicated by the shaded areas in the table;
rates declined for males in Denver,

Males also account for the majority of
cocaine admissions in all reporting areas,
except in San Diego, where males and
females are evenly split (exhibit 9).

The narrowest gender gaps, following San
Diego, are reponied in Los Angeles,
Newark, and Seattle. In most reporting
areas, the male«female treatment ratios for
cocaine are similar {0 or lower than those
for ED data. New Orleans 152 notable
exception, with males outnumbering
femnales by more than six to one (for 2
YEars i a row) among treatment
admissions but by only about two to one
among ED mentions~-suggesting that
females may possibly be underserved in
the New Orleans treatment community,

By contrast, in some cies, such as
Newark, fernales continue (0 have easier

access o treatment than males as a result
of Federal imitiatives and Medicaidd. In
that city, the percentage of female
admissions is higher among cocaine
admissions than among heroin or
marijuana admissions. 1n Texas, with the
toss of criminal justice reatment initiative
clients, the percentage of males has
decreased. In Detroit, afier peaking in FY
1993, the percentage of female crack
adnussions has been declining; however,
among cocaine hydrochlonde {HCH)
admaissions, the male-fernale rativ has beegn
stable for more than 3 years (at
approximately 3:13.

Race/Ethnicity

San Franvisco: "Crack sefigrs are
maostly African-Amuoricarn or Hispanit,
whila LI sefiers are prodomnantly
white. ”

In areas where cocaine mortality figures
are available, the racial/ethnic distribution
ofien differs strikingly from the
distributions in the ED and treatmen: data.
In San Diego, for example, 52 percent of
decedents were white, 23 percent were
Alrican-Amencan {an overrepresentation),
and 25 percent were Hispanic (an over-
representation); whites alse predominated
in that city's ED daig; African-Americans,
however, pradominated in treatment ad-
missions {exhibits 10 and 11). Similarly,
in Miami, whites predominated among
cocaine decedenis (16 whites, 12 African-
Americans, and § Hispanics), while
African-Americans accounted for the
majonty of ED mentions and treatment
admissions. In Los Angeles, African-
Americans represented more than half of
the decedents and treatment admissions,
but ED mentions were more evenly dis-

CEWE June 1996
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Exhibit 8. Proportions of cocainelorack
ED mentions by pender, ares, and
male~farnale ratiog, Jandary —dune 18585

I City =~ Moplss |Famsies| ‘Ratic
Atianta 73 26 2.8
Boston . B0 | '38 | 1.8
Crizago &8 i .33 2.0
Dallas 80 | 40 1.5
Denver “ 58 ) 1.8
Detroit 58 | 31 2.2
tos Angeias & a3 2.1
M;zrm &1 34 1.9
"é‘;";ﬁ;ﬁ““‘" 6a 3 | 18
Newark 62 37 1.2
New {rieans &9 31 2.2
New York City 71 28 2.8
Philadetphia &9 0 2.3
Phoenix 75 24 I
St Levis 86 a2 2.
San Diego 64 k3 1.8
S3n Frangisco 69 3| 2.2
Seatte 85 34 | 1.8
Washington, DC 59 41 1.4

i
Nr{{i; Shaged areas reflgct proportions wherg
rates have increased singe the first heif o!
1984 15 <0.08;,

*Freliminary estimatms

SOURCE: SAMHSA, Drug Abuse Warning
Nentwork, Doteher 1985 fdes, run i Apsl 1908

tributed across the three groups. Morality
angd :reatmer:t distributions were more even
in Dal as, where 43 pervent of cocaine
dmeécnts were white, 38 percent were
Afncan»ﬁmcnmn and 19 percent were
I-Ilspamc In Philadelphia, cocaine-
posmve toxicology reports have been
decizmng among African-American males.

Exhibit 9. Proportions of primary cosaing
admissions by gender and male-Ternale
ratins in reporting CEWG areas

Ares | Males | Fomales| Hatio
Atlaca &5 k £ 1.5
Boston 62 38 1.6
Ckscago ' &8 a2 1.4
Denver Eg 3 1.8
Deoit (cragk: £3 32 7
Los Angeles 82 48 1.3
Mgy 71 29 Z.4
nneanalisl Tee | 3 | 1
Rowark B2 T ag 1,1
New Orleans &4 14 &1
New York City* &0 L5 1.5
Phimdelphia 62 . 38 1.8
Bt. Louis B0 44 5.8
San Diego 50 =18] 1.0
San Frangises &4 36 1.8
Bealtie ‘ 53 45 1.1
Texas &3 37 1.7
Washingion- 63 ¥ 7.7
Baltimors

HNOTE: Raponting periods are the same as
thase i exnibit B, excepnt for §t. Louis ipengd
covered & FR5-12/85),

*Data ihcomplete for the wholg year: include
Siate-tunded ang noe-Stare-funded treatement
centers

African-Americans account for the ma-
jonity of cocaine ED mentions in 10 of the
CEWG cities in DAWN, and they are

the modal group in another 3 cities; whites
are in the majorily in Boston and
Minneapolis/St. Paul, and they are the
maxdal group in-Phoenix, San Diggo, and
Seattle, The largest Hispanic represen-
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Executive Summary: Cocaine

Exhibit 1. Proportions of cocaine/creck
ED mentions by race/athnicity and ares.
Jenuary<Jine 19957

H

ATSE . Af::f:;” %“!‘&tui ‘Hispanics
Attanta 67 12 1. <
Boston 17 L35 &
Chicago &7 12 10
Dallas 4§ 44 12
Derver 12 27 18
| Detroit &0 18 <1
Los Angeles 36 28 ¥4
$Aiami 53 “24 13
Minneapolis/ iz B4 |

81, Paul ‘

WNirwark 64 18 7
New Origans 71 26 H
Hew York 52 4 18
ity :

Priladaiphia 85 28 &
Phoenix 20 46 25
8¢, Louis 89 27
San Diegs 31 40 16
San 42 29 g
Frangisce

Seattle 28 41 3
Washington, 70 26 1
oy

NOTES: "..." denties estimate does hoy meges
standarg ¥ precision o is iess than 145
Some pereentages may he an the low side
pecayse of an unutustly high "race unknown®
LaTeROLY.

"Prebminary sttimates

SOUACE: SAMMBA, Drug Abuse Waming
Rerwork, October 1995 fdes, run in April 19956

tation occurs in Los Angeles, followed by
Phoenix. African-Amerncans are over-
represented among cocaine ED mentions in
several cities, such as St. Louis,

Exhibsit 11. Proportions of primary cocaine
sdmissions by racelethnicity in reponing

CEWG srens
Aroa Afrhcas | Widzes | Mispanica
Arraricmng '
Atianta 76 22 <
Boston B 3a 9
Chisago 73 23
Dorvesr 38 A2 17
Detroit ¥ 16 i
Los Angeles - 59 N £ 18
Kiami L2 24 28
Minneapolis! 80 34 3 1
81, Pawd
Newark 86 4 10
New (ieans 6 37 -
few York &5 15 18
Phiiadelphia 86 10 4
%1, Lours + B? 13 -
San Gvego 66 &1
San 75 13 !
Francisro
Seattie 50 42 3
Texas 87 29 14
Washingtorn- 67 3 <3
Batyimore IE

NOTE: Reporiing periogs are the same &8s
those iy exhibit §, except for St Louls iperiod
covered i 7/95~12/95).

“ndividuais whose sthnigity is gitey as Hispan-
ics rmay slse he nchoded in the Altican-
Ameritan of wisle race tatsgories.

*Dars incarapiete for the whote year; intiuge
Statedunded and non-Stare-funded rearment
ceniers

The percentage of African-Amencans
among cocaine ED mentions has declined
in Los Angeles in the two latest half-year
periods, while that of Hispanics and whites

CEWG June 1986
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in!crcased. Similarly, the percentage of
African-Americans has decreased slightly
inl Atlanta, In San Francisco, however,
the percentage of African-Americans has
been increasing since 1991, In Dalias, the
pw'ccmagc of whitas has been declining
(ﬁrst half 1992 versus first haif 1995), the
pcm;:ntaga of Hispanics has increased
stghﬁ}*, and the percentage of African-
Amcricazzﬁ has been ﬂuctzzatmg The
Ia.rgest Chicago subgroup increase beiwesn
t?:z first halves of 1994 and 1995 was
axpmg whites (36 percent) and Hispanics
{3'2 pereent).
A:fricaﬁ*ﬁm@ricans continue o account for
the majority of primary cocaine treatment
admagszerzs it @VEry reporing area, except
Smtﬁe where they constituie the modal
gwup, and Denver, where whites are the
moéal group. In Boston, the proportion of
Afncan«ﬁmcrzcan treatment clients has
been decreasing since 1591, Similarly, in
New Orleans, the percentage of African-
Amcnc&ns declined between 1994 and
1995, while the percentage of whites in-
{;?zasccl In Texas, tog, with the loss of
cnmma} Justice weatment initiative clients,
z?ze percentage of Afncan—.&mencans has
decreased.

In every area, except for New Orleans and
zhe Washinglon-Baliimore CMSA, the
percentaﬂc of African-Amenicans among
ccncamc treatment admissions remains
hgghar than the percentage among cocaing
ED mentions; conversely, in most areas,
the percentape of whites among cocaine
treatment admissions is lower than among
wcamc ED mentions. One possibie
expiaaation for this difference is that
ﬁmergeney depariments treal a greater
dwcrs;ty of populations than do treatment
;m)grams However, this phenomenon

warrants further investigation, especially
since it is not as consistently noted among
heroin users.

USE PATTERNS

Route of Administration

Adamta: “Users raport tu ethno-
graphars, outraach workers, and drug
trpatment staff that they have shifted
from smoking grack (o injocting
coping, oflan in combination with
heroin. A combination of coceing and
heroin iy #lso reportedly smaoked, ™

Uhicago: 7...cravk hay provitied o
beithpe 1o fink injectors and nor.
injectors. The close proxinity of
thase grug vsers is reflectad by the
obsgrvitions of intervention staff st
shooting galleries, whers g growing
numbar of vsers 35 years ofd or
younger heva hesn appogring, While
the social boundaries batween
injectors snd noninjactors remain
prominent, thare is increasing
imtaraction betwesn the two es fthey
bogin t¢ angags in drug-taking
ecyvitiog in B common pisee. ”

Toxae: "k Austin,...Among Africern-
Amaricans ant Hispanics, NCI is
injected, sormetimas with horpin as &
‘speadball,” while whites sre more
fikely to snort cocaing or 16 iject it
withowut the heroin combination.

San Francisco: "Oné observer noted! -
the pracitive of scraping residues from
erack pipas, 10 bo gissolved and
infocted, Ohservers basod in the
Tenidarioin distrint commaented on
the...injeclion of cocaing by trans.
pender usors. ™

Smoking (usually crack) remains, by far,
the most reported primary route of
administration among primary cocane

{
2;4
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e ip—

reatment admissions in every reporting
CEWG area {exhibit 12). In Atanta,
however, the percentage of smokers has
been declining (as has the percentage who
inject), while the percentage who use intra-
nasally has increased. Similarly, intrana-
sal use may be increasing among primary
HCI admissions in Detroit, while smoking
may be declining (from about three-

guarters of FY 1993 HCl admissionsto 38

percent in the furst half of FY 1996).

Injection continues 10 decling in Newark;
intranasal use, while reported by only 22
percent of admissions, remains the most

common mode among active recreational
users 1ot 1p treatment.

Since Chicago imposed drug paraphemalia
laws, “rock” users smoke from cans,
bottles, and other devices, such as a car
antenna with a piece of scouring pad used
as a sereen,

Mode of administration is often correlated
with gender, race/ethnicity, age, and other
characteristics. For example, in Newark
and New York City, smoking is more
common among females than among males
and among African-Americans than among
whites or Hispanics. In Texas, crack
smokers are the oldest of the cocaine
clients; injectors are less likely than
inhalers to be 3 minority; the percentage of
injectors who are females has increased
sharply in 1 vear (from 34 percent to 57
percent i first quarter 1996); and the
percentage of inhalers who are Hispanics
has increased, while the percentage who
are African-Americans has declined. By
contrast, in the Washington-Baltmore
CMSA, crack users and other cocaine
users differed little demographically.

Fehibit 12. Houte of adminigiration
among cochine freatment adrmissions, by
paroeniaps, in reporting CEWGE arsas

Ares Smoking | Saiffing | Ihiscting
Atlants 840 5 2
Bogton Ei) 18 £
Chicanoe §7 8 3
Denver &8 18 12
Detrcit a8 4 <1
lL.og Argeles B g 3
Migrmi £7 31 Y«
Minngapolis! - BB 12 2
5, Paui

bewark T8 < 22 -
New York 12 25 1
{ity*

Phitadelohia gr. & 4
51, Loyis 80 10 .
San Riepo 87 7 g
Ban a2 4 2
Frantisoo

Seattie 76 2 13
Texas 74 12 12
Washington. BO 12 7
Baltimore

NOTE: Reporting periods are thg same as
those in exhibiz 5, except for $1. Louds {petiod
covered is 7/95- 10788},

*Deta incomplete for the whale year, include
Srate-dunded and non-Statedunded treatment
certers

Multisubstance Use

In many cities, such as Newark, cocaine is
even more of a problem as 2 secondary
drug of abuse than 25 a primary drug.
Alcohol and marijuana continue 10 be the
most frequently reported secondary and
tertiary substances of abuse among
primary cocame admissions.

CEWG Juns 1886
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i
Drug combinations in Chicago include the

"baroka” (crack and wbaces combined in
al \joint) and the “diablit” or "primo”
{crack combined with marijuana in a
Jomz} These combinatons are not sold on
the streets.  Rather, users prepare them
ac:c&};dmg to individual preference.
Szmllaﬁy, in Boston, “oolies" are mari-
_;uana cigarettes laced with crack, and, in
New York City, "woolies” are martjuana
}omts or "blunt” cigars laced with crack;
“speedballs® are PCP-crack comt}maums

12 St. Louis, some “old-time” 1agecung
&mg users (TDUs) continue. to mix HCI
and heroin together {speedbally, but most
users smoke crack.

LAW ENFORCEMENT DATA

Arrestee Data

Cocaine remains involved in the majority
of drug arrests in several cities, including
?wizamz {38 percent), Boston (54 percenty,
Demt and St. Louis. However, recent
dechnes or stable trends are reported in
many cities. For example, the Boston
prepﬁrtwn is level with the preceding vear
bt down from a 1992 high, and the
Mz;imn proportion is jower than in the
prc»ms rcpomng peritdi.  The number of
mnc arrests in San Francisco declined
i;‘r percent between 1994 and 1995, and,
in New Orleans, cocaine/optate arrests
émime& between 1993 and 1994 and again
m; 1995,

B'y contrast, in New York City, ccaine

arrests peaked in 1989, declined over the
followmg 4 years, but rebounded in 1994
azzti appear to be increasing again in 1995
(based on the first 6 months). Similarly,

cocaine cases in Honolulu increased 17
percent berween 1994 and 1995, Arrest
levels also remained high in Minneapolis,
where they represented a mix of juveniles
and sweer-level, midlevel, and ma_;ar
dealers.

Although cecaine rernains the most
prevalent drug in the Drug Use Fore-
casting (DUF) monitoring system, its

use has declined among adult male arres:-
ees {exhibit 133,

Three of the most striking declines

between 1994 and 1995 occurred in
CEWG cities: Miami, down 14 percen-
tage points; San Aatonio, down 7 points;
and Chicago, down 6 pomnts. Among the
youngest adult male arrestees (15-20
years), rates of ¢ocaine use declined in
seyeral cities, with an especially large

decline in Miami (19 points}. Rates
declined more moderately among female

adult arrestees following minor incraases
in 1994, The largest declines were
reported in $t. Louis (12 points) and in
Manhattan and Washington, DC (9 moints
each); three sites, however, had substantial
increases for females: Detroit (15 points),
New Orleans (12 points), and San Diego
{10 points), Among the youngest female
arrestees (15-20 vears), substantial
decreases in cocaine use were reported in
Manhattan (30 points) and Detroit {12
points). Many of these declines in DUF
cocaine rates were offset by increases in
rates for marijuana,

Crime and Violence

Adarte: “Ethnegraphic oets show an
neregse of drug Use among mwnhers
of savergl gangs. which resuits in gn
meoronse of rendom viplanoe thet ix
not refated to “turf wers. ™"
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Exhibit 13, Percentage positive 1o cocsing among male booked amestees.

Manhanan
dlanta
Cricage
Philadelphia
& Lous
Hew Oneans
Los Angeles
Denver
#iami
Heuglon
Washington, B
Dallas
Betroi

" San Diego
Phoenix

San Antanio

Although cocaine-related hospital
emergencies and treatment admissions have
declined in Minneapolis, the violence,
gang activity, and deaths associawed with
crack sale and abuse reached peak levels in
1995; similar trends, however, did not
occur i 8t Paul. Several large cases in
1995 involved the "Detroit Boys,” who
would bring juveniles and ¢rack inw
Minneapolis from Detroit, quickly sell i
out of central-city crack house locations,
and prompdy leave the area. In Denver,
too, crack continues 10 be associated with
gang violence, drive-by shootings, and

1494 veraus 1985 immnked hy 1835}

i sl
e ——— —————————————————————_——

:
t

57
 ————— —————— ———————— e

BT

4G 5G 60

Percent Positive

SOURCE: Natlonal Instiute of Justice, [rug Use Forecasting 1995 Annual Heport on
Azhill and Juvenita Arrestees (dral

carjackings by users and distributors alike.
Drug-related homicides in Atlania have 2
higher incidence in areas where ¢rack is
sold, and a significant number of drug
cases there contnue to invoalve handguns
and gang activity.

{angs in San Antonio have begun to cut
down on the violence in order 0 decrease
police attention. However, with the
truces, concems have been raised about 2
resulting increase in drug use. Whites are
now being seen at the middle t© upper

CEWG Jung 1996
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!
distnbution levels, and crack use is being
encoumered in the middle- W upper-
income white communities.

Avaiiability, Price. and Purity

Atlante: “...sthonogrephic infornmation
findicates] thet the guslity of cocaine,
spociticsily crack eocsine, has
become less reliabie. Ethnograghic
raports reveal an incroase in the
svailability of HCL™

- Philadslphia: ~...during the April
I1S9E forus group iscussion.. thore
fwas} 8 pontinued perpaption... that
the guaitty of crack svailable hes
deciined ovar the fast sevoryl yasrs. ™

Boston: Tinterviaws with
datoxification providers confirm that
crack is far more pravsiont than
MHCi..~

While crack continues to be available in
z\ie*w York City, HCI availability has
increased; that form remains popular in the
nightclub scene and among crack users
whio prefer to process their own cocaine.

In ;N::waric, HCI 15 still more availahle
than crack; there, w0, many users freebase
it thcmselve.s because they consider the
srreet crack as inferior. Szm:iar}y, in
Dﬁn%z where HCI remains readily
avaxiabic and less crack is bemg sold,

uscrs buy HC] and "rock it up”-them-
szives Both forms are readily available in
&ﬁanta where HCI was scarce for severa!
years but is now more aasily available,

B} contrast, in Chicago, crack availability
has mereased but HCI availability hag
declined.

Crlack remains dominant over HCI in
street-level drug sales in many cities,
mc!uémg Detroit {(although it is rarely
available in quantities above ounces),

Boston (although both forms are siill
widely available), and Phoenix. Both
forms are widely available in St. Louis,
but most of the cocaine arrives as HCl and
is processed locally into crack. Avail-
ability of both forms is stable in New
Orleans and widespread in Miami, Both
forms are even more widely available in
other Florida counties than in Miami,

Crack and HCI prices and purity, as
presented in exhibits 14 and 15,
respectively, have increased in several
areas. Prices for both forms have
increased in Atianta both at the disuribution
and street levels, and crack puority levels
have also been increasing. In Texas,
prices have risen slightly for both HCI {at
the kilogram, ounce, and gram levels) and
crack {at the ounce level), while purity has
remained stable and high, In New York
City, HCl purity 1s said o be mcreasing.
The HCI kilogram price has increased in
Los Angeles. It has also increased slighty
in Phoenix, as has the "eightball”™ price.

Prices have remained relatively stable,
however, in Boston (although some purity
mereases are reported), Denver (gram
prices}, Chicago {ounce prices), Detroit
{both forms, with purity also remaining
stabie}, Miami {despite some periodic
fluctuations over the past 4 years), New
Orleans (prices and purity for units other
than ounces), Phoenix {except for
increases and decreases noted above and
beiow), San Diego {price and punty of
both forms, although an HCI kilogram was
slightly more expensive at the lower end of
the price range, and purity was higher at
the bulk level), and Minneapolis. Minnca-
polis street prices, however, are consis-
tently higher than those in many other
major metropolitan areas.  While this

may reflect more limited availability than-

|
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Exhibit 14, Crack prices and purity in
reporting QEWG arens

Arsa Purty %] Peiceflinkt

Atianta ~ $50-8754

$10w450k0ek

$1.,000-31,300mz

$21,800- 825,000k

Boson 80-5% $10-%20#125 my

Lhoans = §3-820/rogk

Detroit - $5- $50/rock

- | Hanoluly - 558 8ase

$B3-8130

$20-5100/00K

$100- 52 80000z

Lag Angeles BOuFO ” $450/oz

Rueanpanoiis/ w $20/M0ck
&t Paul

Newark a $3/8-my vial

New (rieans 80 $20,000-325,0000¢

New York City v $3-$5/vial

Pratadelphia Freclirm” $5/7007

5t Louis 50890 $37~ B0k

$2% 00k

$1,000-61.780iar

Boan [hego - $204. 20

Seattis SC-BO $15-- 54000k

Texas &E-85 $1-$80/hock

E700-51 1002

$10.B00- 522,000k

elsewhere, i1 also continues to entice drug
profiteers from other arcas of the country
segking new markets. Pnice declines are
reported in several areas, such as Denver
{dramatic declines since 1ast vear in ounce
and kilogram prices), New Orleans (HC]
ounce prices}, Phoenix {ounce prices,
slightly}, San Francisco (HC prices,
although purity appears to be bigher), and
Seatile (streel crack prices as well as
small-guantty HCI samples, which
generally cost more when preweighed than
when weighed at street buy).

In Chicago, large-quantity purchases have
generally been more volatile in avail-
ability, price, and guality than smaller unit
purchases. Suff competition in that city
has resulted in marketing schemes such as
"2-for-1* sales and free-sample giveaways.
Similarly, in Seattle, some crack dealers
deliver ap extra rock, known as 3 "dub” or
“double-up” as a marketing ploy 1o atiract
customers. Vials for packaging crack are
increasingly being replaced by cellophane
wrappers in New York City and by small
plastic bags (known as “CDs") in
Philadelphia. ‘

Seizures

Cocaine seizures continue 10 outnumber
those for other drugs in several ciues, such
as Boston and 8. Louis. In Chicago,
cocaine seizures increased dramatically
between 1993 and 1994, and even more
dramatically in surrounding rural counties.

Trafficking and Distribution

Arizona continues 10 be used as a cotaine
transshipment point for California, New
Jersey, New York, Texas, and Flonda.
Distoibution areas in Texas, Florida, New
Yeork, California, and Washington, DC,
remain cocaine supply sources for Atlanta,
which subsequently serves as 2 major
transshipment and distribution point for
both HCI and crack. New York City
remains the primary source for Boston, bul
increasing amounts of crack are being
converied locally. Los Angeles and
Housion are sources for New Orleans
supplies, which are generally shipped via
the interstate highway system. Detroit,
which is increasingly supplied via Texas,
remains a source for cocaine destined for

LEWG June 1886
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Exhibit 15. Coceing hydrochloride prices and purity m reporting CEWG oreas

c Gram - Dunos Kitogrem
Gy
' T bty 10 ‘Price | 'Pushty (%) Price Purity (%} Prioe
!Atfmw \ >3 OG-8 125 >80 $1.000- > 325,090«5291000’
$2.000
IBotwr: #5378 $80-.480 t0-B% $B00-41,100 F0.8% $23.000-$30.000
Chicago “fow to med.” $50-8100 - $800-$3,000 o § 20,0005 45,000
Thigh" $15%
'Damar . - $100 - LHOG - $512,000-41%.000
Heariuiv 20~50 §100 - $1.100- - . $22.000.852,000
$1.580
li.es Angeins " - - - $18.000-823,000
o *high, varies $50.475 - $700-$1,000 - $13.500-818,000
, veidoby"
Minnasgoliy} g 2100 o %1,000- - $18.008-5 20,000
S5t Paui 12,000 .
Mowark 7C <478 - - - e
1 Hew Odeans i 14 $10C-%5125 - $300-31, 200 #0.5C $19.000-425.000
I Hew Yatk City “improwed" 30-3850 - - - $25.000
Phosrix - $80-61310 - $200-8F50 $14.000-312.000
'&%, Louis G594 $33.8700 - $300-8 1 808 -
San Diage - - 2050 $E00-31,000 £5-~90 $13.000
San Francisso *improvsd” $560 - - - -
Lesttie 20480 $3-350 - - - -
i Toxax 35 3208100 I5-BE $650- 51,200 #5890 £12.500- 325000
f Washington, DU “pnire”® L6080 w p -

smaller cities and rural areas throughout

the Midwest.

Colombians remain the primary suppliers
for Detroit, and several organizations

distribute the cocaine within the city. In
Texas, wholesale quantities are distributed
by Colombian or Mexican wrafficking
organizations, while Hispanic and African-

American ¢rews, often affiliated with
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gangs (such as the Bloods, Crips, Mexican
Mafia, or Latin Kings), deal at the street
level. Whites are now being seen at the
middle o upper distribution levels.
Hispanic organizauons continue to
orchestrate the vast majority of the Seattle
area’s HCI trafficking, while multiple
ethnic youth pangs are heavily involved in
distributing crack. Much of the drug
trafficking in Hawail is by Mexican
nationais,

Youth are increasingly recruited in Atlanta
to assist midlevel dealers in selling and
carTying small amounts of crack; women
are hired 10 cook up rock from HCL An
increasing number of crack dealers in that
¢ity also sell heroin or marijuana, which

are touted for reducing the discomfort of
coming down from a crack high. Atania’s
dealer market is becoming more compii-
cated and more organized, with swructure
sometimes provided by gang leaders and
members. ’

in New York City, mcreased law
enforcement efforts have resulted in three
selling strategies aimed at avoiding police
detection: regular cab delivery service
{which used to be provided only to high-
jevel dealers bul now also accommodaes
lower level dealers}; sirict rules and time
schedules for copping; and indoor seiling
{in groceries, candy stores, and
apartments).

| . HEROIN'

Donver: “The “grungers” ere reportedly using heroin for nostalgic reasons snd as &
rebeilior against treck vocaine sny the gangsier rap scene, ™

Yexas: “From thess dals and from conversations with traaiment providers, it appears that
the whita harais apidemic that is 3a6n on the east toast bes not yvat hit Texes.”

MORTALITY DATA

Chivago: “Strast sources report that
& particular brarst of bovoin talied
‘wicked” ways sspeciaily potent and
wes inkod fo all the averdoza
spisotas and deaths, ™

Recent Outbreaks

*Polo,” a drug mixture sold as heroin, was
involved in a series of outbreaks of serious
adverse reactions, including fatalines, in
New York, NMew Jersey, Philadelphia, and
Baltimore, during early 1996, The
mixture contains scopolamine (a bella-
donna denvative normally used to

treat motion sickness) combined with
dextromethorphan, quinine, or, In some of
the cities, with heroin or even cocaine.

Similarly, in Chicago, heroin contaminants
{possibly strychnine) were involved n an
outbreak of deaths from suspected drug
overdose between February and April
1996; at least five of the seven injeciors
involved frequented the same South Side

gallery.
Recent Increases
Availabie heroin mortality figures show

recent or continuing increases in nine
areas. In Denver, opiate death mentions

CEWEG June 1986
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Trends in Dirag Use, Part I COCAINE

PULSE CHECK |
% ~ National Trends in Drug Abuse

Trends in Drug Use: Spring~»Fall 1996
Part II: COCAINE

In this Puize Check, sourses report that the market for cocaine is generally stable, and in some areas it is
dectining. In particudss, the demand for both cocsne and crack has decliined, cocane avalability is down,
while the availability of crack is stable. Cocaine users continge to be a2 diverse group, primarily people in
their 30s and 40s who have been using for severa) years. However, theve have been reporws of nising cocaine
use i specifis commusities, such a5 tbe Birmingham suburbs; the Hispanic comanunity near the Texas
porder; and younig people in the New York/New Jersey area. Treaunent providers 0t most ateas repon tist
cocsine and crack arc sill the most somenonly eited drugs of sbuse among thewr clients,

Ethnagraphers and Epidemiologic Sources

Sources repon broad shifis in the popoialion of costine powder and crack vsers in particular sress. For
examplr, young wmer oty Users are slaring w disdain orack ¢s 2 "gheno drug”, Miami sourees descnibe grack
use s "unfashionabie” moong vouth, pardeularly with African Americans in inner oty aress, and ofen those
who cominue 10 use orack try 10 hide 1t from their peers. In contrast, crack has recentdy made inrosds into the
Hispanic commmunity aloog the Texas border; formerly, it had soly beers popular s the African American
Lommunity in that arce In sddition, the MNew York/New Jersey ares has seen as increase in young crack users
for the first time in over 2 vear,

However, the market o boths cocaine powder wrd crack cocaine is generally stable; and eocaine is still a
commonly used drug in most. Prices range from $50-8130/gram for cocaine powder and from £3.840/rock
or vial of crack. Purity is described as "good™ 10 “fair™ st the street level, though thers is considerabls
vanation i0 most areas,

Coouine users are a diverss group of 213 ages and etfynicities and both sexes, In most areas, crack 15 mnarketed
o people in their 30s and 405 who have been using the drup for sovers] vears Cocaine powder, though less
common than crack, B marketed 16 a diverse grovp —-pamariiy aduits, of all ethnicities and socioeconomic
groups. [t is mentioned as a “club drug” in New York, Miams, and San Diego, but is not as prominent in the
chob environmern: as methamphetaming, MDMA, mariiana, and some hatlucimogens,

Sources in Chicago repor that some nsers ape dissoiving eyack cotaine in lemnon juice or vinegar and
injecting it intravenonsiy. This precice may have sianted as an innovation -- & new method to administer
ctcaing - of a3 an adiustment t the decreased aveilability of cocaine powder, singe it is cheaper to dissolva
and injest crack than 1o purchase gnongh cocaine powder 1 create the same offec), While this practice
reporiedly prodces & more intense msh than smoldng the same amount of crack, the dilmanss can produce
serious abscesses and pain 1f the wser misses the vein and iniects imo masele tigsue

Ceeaine powder, when svajlabie, is often used by beroin addicts to "speedpall” --combine cocaine with
heroin  to enhance or exiend the effzct of heroin, This entails injecting or snortng herom, then smoking
erack immediately. Severs] ethnographers note thal as cocaine powder became harder o purchase during the
swrnmieT, some heroln users began 1o speedball with erack. This overisp in hercinfcocaine/ersek users may be
rafated (o the inerease in double-breaswed dealing described 1o the seetion on heroin, Suvslorly, heroin may be
used by crack addicts o dampen the overly agitated effect produced by exzended crack use, In both cases, the

hepAwww.whitchousadrugpolicy, govidrugfact/pulsechi/peirend L hum!
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second drug is used i¢ supplement rather than substiie e prmary drug.

Hew York and Bridgeport ethinographers describe large pieces of orack calied "slabs” being soid &t the sireet
level i thele areas. The slab is o pisce of erack ahogt the size and shape of & stick of chewing um,
sometimes scored 10 form pieces. The gieb s sald in the same containes (¢, vials, bags) a3 Iindividual
rocks or picces but, due to is size, costs more. THis unit is smalier than what was deseribed last vear in the
Puise Check as te "cookie,” a larger pisce or sheel of crack sometimes bought for the purposes of resale,

In New York and San Diege, scurrces report that many crack nsers look for powder 1o make their own crack
because processed crack is seen as "a bad buy™ (.., poor quality or tmade up primaniy of adulierants). Tiis is
{argely duce to the perception thet dealers are cheating crack users by using very litte powder in the cosling
$HOCESS.

Law Enfarcement Saurces

Palice sources in most arcas report thet cocaine use remains siabie. Boston police report fewer crack users,
But maintain that crack i3 slil] 2 seriows problem in that ares, Theee police sowrees (Seatle, Miang, and New
York) report double-breusung desling in their srees. Prices of coceine are low (830-870/zrmn}, and purity
varies considerably,

Birmingham police are the only source that reports rising cocaine use in this Pulse Cheok, Crack hos become
more popular in the inner cityl even in the suburbs, whyeh have long been & powder matkel, polics note an
increase in the sale and use of crack. Consequently, prices are high: a piece of erack can run from 880 10 350,
Paolice report that (his increase in price may reflect the morgase in the "vuppie” eraek marke! of casual,
middje-class users, Dealers have fotlowed their new clientele ints suburban arcas, resulting in fewer open air
cocaine markets in the mney ity ‘

Treatment Providers

Treatment providers iy ail areas except the Waest and Southwest sestinie 10 repaet iat socaine i3 the mogt
common illegal drug probleny of clients secking substance abuse reatment, While there have heen slight
deerieases I he prresniage of veatment sdmissions with cocaine as the primary drizg probiem, in genery],
admissions fur cocmne treatment changad litle in recent months. The majority of coceine restment clients
smuoke erack snd nse o variely of other subsiances. In all rogions, alechol i mentioned as a probiemn drug by s
mjoriry of chients (79-83 percent), as is marijana (53-80 percent). Heroln, amphitamines, and tronquilizers
are siso commonly cited 2t secondary drogs of abuse.

The majority of tocsine reaunent clisnts are white, exeept in the Midwest, where there 38 2 faply even
proporiion of whites and Africen-Asrericans. About two-thirds of the elients in all areas sre male, and just
over hail have had prior treaumen:,

As in the dost Pulse Check, several teatment providers cotpmenied on the Taging” of the erack user
population; that is, the hardeores crack user 15 more likely 1© be gu oider user, wheo gls0 consumes mariiuana,
aiconol and oher drags, than 4 leen o young aduli. Jusi 3 w0 1 pereent of cocaine clients in all areas are
below 20 vesrs old. While sources eeport that there sppear to be more voung cocaine users seeking treatment
1 the Northrwest, unlike the younger beroin clients. these young cocaine users are more fikelv 1o be new 1o
weatmen, '

hitpwwnn whitehousedrugpolicy, gov/drugiect/pulsechk/peirend? iim!



Table d

Ethnographers and Epidemiologists Repore on Cocaine/Crack

[ Ciry
Bridgepert, CN | San Antenio/ San Diego, CA New York, NY
) El Paso, TX
Use stable stable stable stable
Who's }Esiagi wide range primarily African | Aftican Americans
Change in Users | of usérs Americans, somne | (crack} 18-35 vrs.
Hispanics; old. all groups
more Hispanic {HCH
usETS
Method of Use smoking smoking smoking smoking
snorting injecting snorung
Prags o heroin marijuana PCP heroin
Combipation heroin heroin
Whao's Selling HCY sold More dealers of | Afvican Americans | Young crews selling
with beepers, crack | both heroin and & Hispanics, heroin also
sold on sireet cocaine. beeper sales
Purchase $5, $10 bag; $20, $30/bag (HCIy| $80-8100/gram $10, $20, $50/bag;
Amount/Purity good purity $10, $20, $30runit [ 310110 g, $54vial;
(cracky {erack); pority fair
20% - 50% purity
Other/Comments | Thers has been a | There are two A lot of users know
noticeable tremd | § major distributors: | how 1o make their
among crack ysers | ooe uses young own crack, so they
10 add herein dealers © buy powder. Vials
(snoried) 1o their | diswibute, the other | have given way o
use. Crack is ajso | prefers older, tiny ziplock bags,
pow solid as experienced 50 the product is
“stabs” dealers. miore visible.
or strips of crack in
a plastic bag.
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Table 4 {roni*d.}

Ethnographers and Epidemiologists Report o Cocaine/Crack

City

Denver, CO Miami, FL Chicago, 11 Trenton/Newark. NJ
Use stable stable stabie stable
Who's Using/ wide range of ages; | Hispanics; wide range of users | 2030 yr3. old. all
Change in Users | African Americans | dechine in young ethnucities:

. {erack) adult use SOME MOre voung
LSeTs

Method of Use injecting smoking injecting

smoKing smoking
Drugs in heroin marijuians herom aicchol
Combination aicahol marijuana
Who's Selling More sellers of Seliers match the | Oangs Non-users primarily

heroin & cocaine | comununities they seling only

topether work socaine.
Purchase §5 - $10/veal 510, $20/Dag $£50-8150/gram 816G for 1/10 gram,
Amount/Purity $50-875/gram $3-320/rock; $60-70/mg

turity “gooad” vanable purity

Other/Comments | Methamphelamine Hard o find HCI

1S 3t inphest jevel
of availability in
years, Most users
are white, young,
and equally likely
to be maie or
female,

on the sirest,

but grack

is gvatlable. An
“pzone” 15 @
marijuana cigarsue.
with PCP and
crack in it thar sells
for $15. '
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Table 4 (cont’d.}

Ethpographers and Epidemiologists Report on Cocaine/Crack

dropped slightly,
Crack users are
gider

tan HCl injecions
Of Snorers,

City
New York, NY Austin, TX MNewark, DE
TUse stable 2t high stabie sighic

jevel
Who's Using/ wide range of users, 1 Affcan American & | more young users
Changé in Users including women & | Hispanic, mele &

icens; fermate;

more eens more Hispanics
Method of Use smoking

injecting
“1inhsling

Drugs 33 heroin
Combination marijuana
Who's Selling Young sellers whe Seliers often from larger

match community, cities & come into ares with

SupHiy.

Purchése $10-820/vial $600-51,200/0z. | Purity is “fair”
Amount/Purity $40-350/gramy; $20-$100/gram

purity is “good” $10-840frock

variable purity

Other/Comments “Siabs” of crack Cocaine continugs

available, increase ini a5 #1 drug among

rumber of brand treatment

naines or bag admissions, though i

markings. the proportion has

OFFICE OF NATIONAL DRUG CONTROL POLICY

Sevrce: Pulse Check: Nationa! Trends in Drug Abuse. Sammer 1887,
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Table 5

Law Enforcement Report on Cocaine/Crack

Cirv
Birmingham, AL Seattle, WA New York, NY
P.D. P.D. P.D.
Use up stable

Who's Using/

Change in Users -

inner city crack users;
suburban HC] users;
some casual middle-
class crack users

African American and
Hispanic users

variety of users

Method smoking inhaling smoking

smoking injecting
Drugs in marijuana heroin
Combination alcohol

Who's Selling

Fewer open markets;
SOmC move 10
suburban areas.

Crack dealers aiso
selling heroin.

More sales of both

.| heroin and crack by

same dealer.

Purchase $40 - $50/rock $30 - $50/gram 33 - $10/vial
Amount/Purity $10 - $20/rock; $50 - $70/gram,;
15% - 92% purity (HC1) [ vaniable purnity
30% - 75% purity (crack)
Other/Comments | Increase in crack Some Mexican dealers

prices. “Yuppie”
crack users in suburbs
also reported.

sell heroin cocaine,
marijuana and
methamphetamine.
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Table & (cont’d.}
Law Enforcement Report os Cotaine/Crack

City

Miami, FL Eungene, OR Boston, MA

P.D. P.D, .1
Use stable stable stable
Who;'s Using/ .1 No change in users somewhat fewer ¢rack
Change in Users UseTs
Methed of Use snorting smoking

smoking myecting
Drugs in mariiuana
Combination

Whio's Selling Crack dealers also Mexican Nationsls, Dominican and
 selling heroin. Colombians.
Pur;ehase $10 for 1110 gram $15, $20 for 1/4 gram $800/0z.
Amount/Purity $50/gram; variable purity
high purity
inieri(?omwegs Methamphetamine 3s up | Crack is somewhat less

and often substitutes for
the more expensive, less
svailable cocaine.

popular than befere.

Baurce: Pulse Check: National Trends in Divug dbuse, Susomer 1397,
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. Table 6
Treatment Providers Report on Cocaine/Crack Use Patterns

Region
I: Nerthesst | ¥: Mid-Atdantic | I Mig-West IV: West/
& South Southwest
N=15 Nw=17 N=15 N=ig
% clients with drug hsted
as primary drug of sbuse 45 32 34 21
Change over last year
increase 8% 29% T% - 29%
no change 77% 1% 73% 1%
decreass 15% 0% 19% 0%
% chients injecting 18 b 23 . 27
% clients
inhaling/smoking 83 91 77 73
Other I}rizgs Abused
(% clients who mention} : ,
heroin 41% 0% 20% 14%
matijoana 53% 59% 8% 57%
alcohol 93% 82% 80% 79%
tranquilizers 7% 12% 7% 7%
amphetamines D% 12% 33% 21%
other 0% 5% 7% 14%
Region I Connecticut, Maine, Massachusenss, New York, New Jersey, Ruode Island, New
Hampshire, Vermont, Pennsybvania
Region H: Alabama, Floridz, Georgia, Kenpucky, Mississippi, Texas, North and South Carolina,
Tennessee, Arkansas, Louisians, Oklahoma, Maryland, Delaware, Virginia, West
Virpinia, Washingian, D.C.
Region H1: Iliinois, Indiana, Michigan, Minnesota, Ohio, Wisconsin, lowa, Kansas, Missouri,
Nebraska, North and South Dakota
Region IV: Colorado, Montanz, Utah, Wyoming, Nevada, Arizona, Californiz, Idaho, New Mexico,
Washington, Oregon
OFFICE OF NATIONAL DRUG POLICY 27
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Table 6 (cont’d.)

Treaunent Providers Report on Cocaine/Crack Use Patterns

Region
I: Northeast | X: Mid-Atlantic | [1: Mid-West IV: West/
& South Southwest
N=15 N =17 N=1§ N=14

Averaée by Age .

undér 20 11% 0% 7% 3%

21-30 33% 4% 3% 46%

314 56% 46% $7% 51%
A?eraée by
Race/Ethnicity . : '

Afritan-American 39% 42% 47% 17%

White 48% 53% 46% 65%

Hispanic & Other 13% 5% 7% 18% |,
Afeeraée by Sex

Malé 8% 62% 59% 68%

Feniale 36% 8% 3% 32%
Prior é‘m{mwt ,

Yes 85% 51% 56% 33%

No 5% 4%% 44% 47%
Region‘ I Connecricut, Maine, Massachusens, New York, New Jersey, Rhode Island, New

Region Il

Region Hil: Dlinois, Indiane, Michigan, Minnesotwa, Ohio, Wisconsin, lowa, Kansas, Missouri,
Nebraska, North and Soath Dakots

Region IV: Colorado, Montana, Utah, Wyoming, Nevada, Arizona, California, Idaho, New Mexico,
Washington, Oregon

Hampshire, Vermont, Pennsylvania

Alabama, Florida, Georgia, Kentcky, Misstssippi, Texas, North and South Carolina,
Tennessee, Arkansas, Lovisiana, Oklshoma, Maryland, Delaware, Virginia, West
Virginia, Washington, D.C.
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to have past convichong 1r vitiont crime,
Naary 30% ¢ jall Inmates chargod whh 2
vigigr affenco in 1985 had pravialy aen
an probation of incirceratad for § oD
gftense.

of the vinlent and propeny cfienders had'
Rvenile records {abta 5;. Abors B8% of
e drug siienders had boen convidtad as
aduits, eimost ihe same PercEniane o
thasa chaned whh visient olfensas bas

" wer than the 84% for publinorder

inmates charged whh drig ofienses were
mare ikely than those charged with
proneny or publie-Oraar offonses 1o have
nover hetore been sentanced tor 4 cime
(28%. commparad to 1 9% and 15%).
inmawes chargad with grug cllenses and

. thoss changed with vision! ofiensas were
equally likely {28%; 1o have never boen
senenced in the pas.

in 1589 ahowt & gusner of the Inmates -
chamed with drug offenses antd & thirg

cfionders and the 1% for property
olfandgrs, -

frug olflenders hiad samewhal shorer
griminal records tian other oflenders.
AbOUt 12% of the drun offenders, 14% of
the vistunt offendors, 20% of the property
oliandars, and 23% of the miblc-orde?
afiercdem had &) ieast six pror semences
o probation o incamergtion. Ovarall, 17%
of ol il inmntas i 1080 hart glix or more
sariences W probation & InGarceration
hetern thelr arrest for tholr currant offenss,

Prior drug vas by el inmatos

Aboit 78% of pif fali inmnates in 1969
repaned that they had usad o i9ast one
Hegal Uy during thelr e, am 58%
repanad they had used drugs reguiarly, that
I, orce o miore & woek for a1 leayt | momh
{iahig €}, Among convictad inmmas, 44%
nad used drugs in 1he morth Detore thwir
current ofienss: 30% daily &5 aimost daily
ang £7% under the infiserge whan they
oommitiact thelr currgn: olffense,

Jai iInmutes ware twioe as lkely a3 persons
in the ganeral poplleten © have ever used
gnzgs and 7 mes mors likgly than those in

tha géneral popLiRtion 1 have been oUreM
usem of drugs. {For i Inmates curen? use
rofors 10 the month before e arrast; for the
geners! population, ¥ the moth belurs the

Taiie 5. Prior switenoed 5f jaii inmetes, By the ot amious currees owne, 1580

Mostsariogy purem nienss
Pror All [T
SeNHLE mutmist  Drug Visme: Peobyriy Grtimr
Tow! .1 wEA 100% 100, 7% 100.0%
None MN% cHI%N 0% 4% 15.0%
Juvatile oy T4 82 WE et 2.1
Ay tonk A 57 LLE ] £5.9 5.7
Ban 23 w2 2% 251 241
Numbee o! brras
G A MR 0% 19.4% 15.8%
1 w06 4l "W wns 174
2 185 155 ¥ 1% 1LY
2.4 2 L xa FL W 2.2
12 Wy s o2 119 4t
L1r More &) . 4 3 i &7
Nurnbwe: 6 i
M bl 2L [ 28-S 2NN T 31 | 190.6M #2112

How: Towmlnehasis ol shanmn” ROt shown satiinialy, Excidas & sstramned
F2.1010 Inmecpe wheee DRRTEE OF VDT SO WKL GknDwn, -

irterviow.) Based un ssEmales fmm the
1880 Nationu! Mousehokl Survey on Drug
Abxse, congusted Uy the National instifule
on Drag Abuse (NIDA), 37% o all persons
ags 12 ot oider hiy! usad soma dlictt orup @
sOme fima, and mote than 6% were Qurre
ugors !

Abeut half the inmatas in iocal jafls In 1989
had teed cocalng or crack, in 1963, 38%
ropratind having used thaese drugs. Coxdaine
and srack veere 1hg only drugs tor which
proparisnmely Mo inmaies epened use
I 1988 thani in 1983, By avery messure
fopligd e over USing the Jrugs. ever using
them requistly, using them In the momn
aracsding the olense, and using tham ol
the tne of the oifonse — use ¢ S0caing
and orack Incrasaed.

tmsonal Inetiare on Drug Alse. NeTons? Housancid

Jurvey on Drup Abae: Poouainaon Eatmaies 3%,
1970, mbis 34,

Tabie €, Drul cee sigtory of jall intrstes, by type of diug, 1508 s 108
Parcen: p? wi inmecas Bescanl of orrvicing B iArian wino has used drugs
, mmma@ ¥ tharnonin i {he oD A3 Lrve
oy 13 emrtheoterae s e ofense cizsofiee
Typestong ] im‘% i 0528 1985 10 o8y WeEE
Anging FLIL T6.1% B 1 50.8% £ HI% 2% 329% 70% Ba%
anr oy £Saxw a52% 27.4% %% 2ILT%  10E% 7N ILON 1H2%  12I%
Coeting 67 Logck 0.4 33D T 1TE ne " 42 64 137 55
o 82 224 154 iAE 70 78 &1 % £ 56
150 s A &3 &% 14 38 2 2 A +3
aerP 34 158 LT S ¥ .7 38 £ 3 14 18
Mamadone 8 &4 & %A 3 k| 2 4 5 £
Otrerding Ti9% 2455 £5.0% 570% 3IIW ALtw A 2R W@WE% e
Marigens RN ¥ 478 5AN 281 s wH 258 o1 158
Aenpnataninas 2t s 12 WS 54 4 32 83 22 42
Samranten A T4 - F | Iz wy 33 &3 T4 z8 4 28
Moa v k¥ g MY 1D &3 a8 2 e - 1.5 - 1 %
o drt ized 1.0 e 5.4 58 4 LX) .3 kN >4 T
5 COMBNRTN O Wrphetarnds ko DarbeGuraoe.

Source: 1).$. Depaniment of Tnsdos, Buresu of lustice Sistiscics, Drugs amd Joif Iamares, J9ES, August 1991.
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Drug use among temala inMmates changed
bamwoan 1983 ang 1989 (1able 133 The
parcentags | ‘ot convictad temale inmaies

. whia ropnm Ling tOCaing Or crask in the

manth bdore thair oflenke m3re than
coubied, from 15.2% in 1983 t0 38.9% in
1983, The porcentage who had reponisd
uss of marijuana or hashish declined from

Ly type oF drug, 16989 st 1983

Tmsz,mauuwmwmwmm

: Panaiei wivead hm
e whn hacused.
T Doa eoei AT m -
heinre Iis olishie £f e spnse
Type pitkug 1588 o m : :
Any S 551 5.9% 1% IR
Mg gy A3 8% AL 3 Jv.a% pr.e 30
Lozane srotei 59.9 152 240 F
Haron 1580 174 126 120
L8 . ;| 1.4 3 K3
PLP 21 Tooar & ¥
Momesone 1.4 1.7 7 £2
Othereing ST A% Js B 1B
Merpanns . 254 2.4 &3 &0
ATDREINNGS 56 &y %1 AL
Barvarsins | 0 4% 1.4 %1
Wmn; ,Lue ¥ 2 T

wwmrnmr;mm

Hinm: ﬁmﬂmmwmm ot DRCRIER SN A tE Y Mivy Saart

i

AT A%, 1 23.£%. The use of other Typas !
grugs oither Scines or ramaines ADGUTIRG
sam Suring the pariod,

Tha percantags of convicted femaiv in-
mates reponing that thay were under

the intheence of drugs st tha time of the
cungm olfanse incraased from 12K in
1083 0 A7.5% in 1889, Morothen3of
gaary 10 convicieg iamalk nmates in
Q89 has bean urider the irdiuonce ot g
major grug @ tha Sma ot thair ofensa. I
1988 an estmamd 24.9% had beah under
e inthaence 0! Colaing of crack —— Mo
than tipls the percentage in 4863 (7.4%:.
The reponed uss of drugs ofher than
cocaine of track & the ume of the oitanss,
howaver, detingd from 1982 w 1888,

Many wamen in jait heve & fong rsiory f
priay Bruf use and past reatenent for cnK
abuse. Neatly 1in 5 sonvictad lamale
inmates in 1904 said thay commitiod thair
cutrar cHanss in Gréter 1o got money 30 Duy
drags. A quaner of tha convicied femaie
inmatas hat a prior semance 1o probation,

Oava on how inmEies spand their tims
whiig ssmng thair jail semances were
odiantad !az the first time in The 1888
sutvey. ﬁm aspIndem was asked &
sones tt msﬁons concerng e
amour of Qma spem inside and Hugide
theil calls, domg physical exarcisae of
Wworking at an assiines job,

Frronte

PETTaE 12 3
firas N"_ﬁm

4
Avorgps nurder ol hours

par asy spenhs oeiormom ISR 146,
Avwnge romberol houre

_ ke ey anmnldong phy Ok
#5HI0IH6 SUDMCHE Db 1.2 Nte. AW

on avarage, femaie inmataes st 1hey
spend aimos: 17 hours a day in their cells
or other housng units and aboln an howr
a cay munsite of Thoir celis Gaing physical
axarcise. Mala inmates suitt they spent
trwat hww in thair calis {an Average of
gt 18 m:urs per day} snu slightly more
{ime axammng {1.% hours per day).

i
How sentenced jall inmastos usad thelr ime, 1959

Women wers less [kely than men i
have wotk assignments: 43.8% of the
women comparad w0 $6.24 of the men
said thay hed work assignmants insice
or tatsive tha jail taciity. About an egual
parcsruage of tornais (37.7%) an make
inmates (41,1%) reponed thay had besn
as3igned wrrk within the factity; how-
gvat, temals inmales werg sigrificamly
loas Ekaly than maig [nmatas 1o work
outaids tha (8 (8.1% varsus 23.2%).

Among lall Inmatss with work assign-
mans, lomokes mpotied working an
avarage of 4,2 houes par day; males
paned an gverage of 5.8 hours per
day. The most commen werk gssign-
mat ot bY lemale inmates weas
janitonsl work (8.29%), lotipwad by feod
pregamayion {18.0%), and then by tiher
servics jobiy incheling work in the Shmary,
swxkroom, of offics (12.9%). The mosy
£ernmDn work assignmant cited by maie
inmates was maimgnance (28.5%],
folireact by tood preparation {25.5%)
and janitonal work {23.3%).

CATRE My £60 f1 MO TGS O] DeCasH

Frivastas
seranCad 1o ind
Femas  Mal
Styrcant of rnetes wif:
L TIT R
Tesiws™ 43005 S20w
Ingoe 7w w2 . b3 4 411
Sutuchs Owr it £.1 2.2
&mmhm!h@m
wmw:m 42 hn. LSbrre
PHRWATS IHMEL S BsNred
wors, by typm ot work ™
Janserisl 2%  23.8%
Meintananog 5% A

G progustan i ing i3 3]
Food cranasnten 808 /s
Mnoetsl mivnary oF Hw

R MTTIEE L E i
Y ald (3] &0
Lavr wern s [ibrery,

Ao, slue.

oNice hele, s} 128 22
@, 7T} 10.5 LT

PTIies Ty YR NS WK paagreTWent tth
A AL DoAR0N The Bacidy [ ey mnm
WP SRSGnTTANL

By BN MBS I W ASLGHRNT,

Source: U.S. Deparument of Justice, Burean of Justics Statistics, Women in Jail 788%, March 1992,
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About 4% of State prison inmates were not U.S. citizens

About 31,304 inmses were glions

e ADout 1 in 23 inmates were not ULS. citizens. -
Touss aliens wore feom &t lgas? 48 coumnes in North
America, South America, Europe, Alica, and Asia.

Mexico .
ar |

Caribbean
28%

{:enat and South America
14%

Parcarnt of alion mmaies

Fo 14

= Mencans aveouritad for about ha!f
of the aliang-

Percont of alien in-
maes in Stie prisons

47%

Gountry

of angin
Maxieg

Guba 10

Bominian Repultic 9
Cokmbia 4

Jamaikca 4

B Balvatir 4

2

2

k1

1

h1:

Quatpmsala

Trnigas angd Tobape
Linhee! Kingriom
Vg

Cnhars

Young, Rispanic men predominsted

iy @l aligns ware mals, more than four-fing
ware Hispanic origin, and about hatl wers
age 25 10 34,

+ About & thind of aliens wars married, nearky two-
thirgds hadt not completed high school, and nearly four-
fifihs Bag a job ot the tima of their current offansa,

e Approximatgly 4 in 10 aliens were non-Hispanic black
inmates. About 1 in 25 were hon-Hispanic white
nmates, ard abet 1 in 25, Asian-Pacfic istanders.

Abaut three-difthe of sllen iInmates
had aver used drugs

* Aboyt twediling of afien irmiates used drugs
during the morh paty i arrest 105 thar curreni
otianse, and about o Gfth were under the influence

. i drugs at the tims of the offense,
Parcert of alien inmates using Srugs —
inthamemhbe- Allhelims
tomthecfanse olitheolanss
Any énig B% 22%
Cocainasreek 25 12
Marjuana 44 . &
Meminother oplates w0 Y
Amphatamings/
methamphetamings 2 %1
Fallusnogens 2 1
Barbinsrates 1 <1
Fg.

« ABOUT 14,000 eiiwns ware incarcerated for arup
oHfenses, including 7,800 for trafficking and 6,100
e pRssession.

* 87% of an gstimated 1,400 aliens from Colombia ant
€7% ctan gglimated 2, m giiens trom the Domirdcan
warg insarserated fora orug offense.

Most sltan tnmetes were serving tims
tor gruge (458%} or viclence (34%]

s Approximately 10,800 aliens wers incarcerated ior
vl crimes, inciuding homicxle, robbery, assault,
arl poxual assault,

Violent offenses w !
Hormicide
Sexval assaull (mm
Robbery [N |
Assault L‘m

Propeny oﬂanms [ﬁ
Burgiary [ |
larcenyhett {l

Ly oltenses m
Possession N
Trathicking | m

Puble-grder offenses R ?

0% 10% 20% 3% &Q%’. 0%
Farcenio! aten inmates

P

8 soures UL Depanment of Justice, Burean of hutice Sutinics, Sirwy of Swue FPrison Ivmazes, 1991, My 1993,




Compared to 1986, inmates reported increased use of cocaine
or crack and dez:reased use of marijuana

Halt of 8l inmates In 1897 hod ured
coteins in gome form

Thirty-wo percont hat used cocains Ur grack
ona roguiaf pass, cumpared 10 22% in 19496.

Pgroan of inraies whs rsponed —

£ver used tisad ssyular
1991 1686 1991 1985
Any dny 7% BO% £2% 631%
Marijuans 74 76 2 55
QMnalcraﬁc s ad 32 22
Hemlm‘nptsiss 25 28 15 18
Fig 4

Abcut 3 guarnier of the inmales in 1991 sais they had
usEd Socaing or crack in tha month belors the offense,
compdared to 3 fith of inmatos in 1586, Abow 14%
commitied their offanse undsr the influence of cocaing
or crack in 1991, up trom 10%.

The percentage of inmates using msrkuana in the
month betorg e oftense decreased from 46% in 1986
10 32% in 1991, Elaven Dercent of inmates were under
the infiuence of marijuana gt thw time of the offense

in '%98’;, campared 10 18% in 1986,

About B0% of inmates in both 1988 and 1991 reponed
gvar using a grug, and 62% reprted regular use ol a
drug 31; some tima in thel? ives,

inmie‘a in 1881 were lesy Hikely thon thoss
In 1988 to have used drugs in the month belore

or ai the time of the offense
Porcam of inmares using druns
inthe month be- At the timg
fore the ttianse of the ofterse
Typa ¢f dmg 1891 1586 1651 1586
Any drug 50% | S6% 3% A6
Marihmns 32 48 11 18
Qmmmicfw& 28 20 14 10
Mervin/opiates* it 11 & 7
Baurbirates’ 4 ] 1 4
Stimusants® 8 10 3 4
Hallucinagens® 4 7 2 3
*Frr carngranent of Qg CAMpormE. sas pape 0. .

myereny | !
D {
. F:
&f oiterren 1
% 20%  40%  60%  BO%
et of
T2 among WM Cocarel
B siariuany Ni);lms
gy

Abiait the same propariion of inmates in 1888 and
1931 reporied using herow or other opiates. inihe
monih before the offenss for which they ware 56
fericed, about ¥ 1110 had used neroin or other
npixies, ang about 1 in 18 had sommitie the
oftense under the infiuence of hese drugs.

Marljuona was still the most comnionly
used drug

Inmates in 1991 were more tikgly 10 have used mari-
juana than any other drug. More than hall reporied
using manjuana on & requiar basis, and & third had
used manjuana in tha monh betore the offense.
Qng in five inmaies reporsd using Marijuang daily
i the month betore their offense.

About 14% of inmalaes commitied thefr offerse
under the inffusnce of cocaineg or Crack

Sixtsen percent of inmates wers dally usars of cocaine
of crack in the month talore thelr olensa —

* 12% were using cocaing ang 7% wera using crack ,

Inmates were twica as kkely 10 repor using cocaing
25 10 18001 USing Cragk —

» For the montn betyra the offensa, 20% reported
cocaine use and 10% reporied erack Usa.

» Al the ume of the offerssa, 10% were under the
infivence of covaine and 5% were indsr tha -
influgnce of crapk.

Source: 1.5, Department of Justice, Bureso of Justice Siintics, Survey of Stwe Prison Immates, 1997, May 199, 04



By griminal hisfory. 189t

tubin 1% Currerd oftanse of ssnienced Fedaral and Stsis prison inmates, [

Parcan: of gentesnmd inmmel
gnnumg
Mo Ne: trior
DeAVIOLS JORENGHE e alianseg Eror wiiam oflenss
Lurran shaase Fadiar: gziia Fogarw 1Ate Fuogtyl Lat
Tolal 150.0% i00% H00.0% BEO% H0.0% 1IN
Vagien: pHSNINS 37 64 6% 4 5% 35.0% 43.0% S4.T%
MOMERe 12 234 8 ;5] 8 103
GeLBl ASEELN & 18,1 3 &2 S 4 9.4
Rotary 46 133 87 1.8 324 3 ¥ -
Asgpul 1% A% ‘2 t2 35 113
Cnner wisient w5 1. t 3 15 27 2.4
Mropary oftensas ri% S.5% 1A% 3% 8.4% Z2.9%
furgiary A &4 12 3 %1 11 1,3
Largmty A 1.8 13 63 1.3 42
Frau £5 7 R as 44 1.8
Enhar propsrty b 8 25 L# . 16 4.7
Btug otensay 28, 7% 21 8% 5T 2% TASN 211% 15.7%
fozzastion tFL 85 Ex & | 'V LR 55
1 rathckerrg 59 A5 42,7 14 Fo B85
hher orug vy .3 14 4 A 5
Bugin-granr ofansei 1108 1.4% 12.8% 7.5% 15.3% 1.3%
Nuymbes of wmiges 22005 IN4HT MaATT 352,296 8768 207,580
Mow: Other oftenses e4% dervaed. Derimay net
A L0 SOTALE DMENLIN O raLnTing,

(eriersnal histary and curran! offense

Mot Federa! inmates without prior
ofignses or with a hisory of only
nonvigient sfenses were setving a
gentence for g rug otfense {(lable 12%.
Five in ten firs? fime imates and over
41 10 nonviolent recidivists were drug
traflickers. Abowr 7 in 10 Feders in-
mates wilh ne priot oHenses and 2 in 10

Stas inmates were m prison for ¢rugs.
Compared to irnpnates with Ro prior
offénge ant W racidivists with ag prior
violent offense. Federat and Siate
inthgles whin ware convicted in the past
of & viclant affense were less likaly 10 be
i prison for 2 current grup olense.

in both Fedaral and Swate grisong,
inmates with pnior violent ofisnses ware

i
fikaly t0 be in prisen ?o?!anmher viglent
pftansa. Anout 43% of hese Feoeral
inrnates and 55% ol Rate viowm
recitivists were i DASoN for another
vicient allense. Of wiolent recidivisis. a
third of Feaeral inmates ang 4 M of
State inmates were in prison for robbery,
About 10% of Feoeral prisoners and
55% of S13w inmates with ng previous
santences warg in pnsoen 1or & vislent
cHense.

Drug use

Anhougr Federal inmates were mugch
more ikely than trose m State Drisons 16
be sarving a ssntence tor Jng oftensgs,
they were iess dkely than State ivnates
to have used drugs {tabie 13, Asked #
they had ever used drugs. Nad ever
ussd deugs &t lBas! once 3 week ior 2
momh dpgularly}, or had used drugs i
{he month balore their (a5t arrest,
Federal inmates reparted less Use than
dic State prisun inmates, Federal
inmzes ware almost 13l as likply as
State inmates 10 have boen using drugs
a the ime of tha curreft offense (37%
angt 3%,

Marijyana was tha drug most cammon
for hath Faderat ang Sute inmates,
{oiowad by tocaine-based drugs and
heroin and pther cpigtes. A 1t of all
Fedaral inmaies and almost & third of
$iae innates had used cofaine at ipast
once & week ior & monlit of morg. Just
under 10% of Federal inmates and 15%
of Biate inmates had usnd herom or
other opiates zegulaﬂy.i

Tabie 3. PBrug use of sefitenced Fedar) and Swle prison Inmpies, 19951

Farcasz ot sentencw inmates
pa—. a

i
Evif usad Lisad drugs & the Used drugs & the !
Evpr s drugs & uia moms batore Gitunss s ol the ofierss
Typa ol grug somai | Sugie wdeni Feoery: 3 Facers: 1Aty
Ang drog 50.4%  TA% 2% R2% 0% SES% 16.8% L
Maijuany b5 ¥ na 22 519 192 Rz 59 114
Cacaneicrek s 454 208 atg 5.4 252 17 145 ;
IRrOLTORMINE 1,1 i 8.3 153 35 S8 Az 8
Bemxuratas 131 baki 5.3 WA 1.4 3% 3 1.4 ‘
Bimmsigve -2 2.7 a1 165 s 74 1.8 P}
HIBMMG NI X 148 %3 LT (3 e 12 a7 5 1.8 b

Fiorg: LA 418 MIBLNY OF Y% of Fadury oriacn yeruess an! 5% of SIRe Praon vndies,

R——

8 Source: U.S. Department of hustics, Bureau of Juxice Suistics, Comporing Federal and State Prison Inmaies, 1993;, Scpember 1984,
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Amount of drugs invoived in the current offense,
by {race/Mispanic origin of sentenced Federel inmatea, 1891 .
Race/Hispenic ongin Heroin Crack Cocane Maryuana
of (nmates and ypo Numbar Grams Number Grams Number Grams ___ Number Grams

of current drug cllense of inmates Medan Mean of inmates Medan Mean  of inmates Medan Mean  of nmaiss Median Mean

All nmates® .

. ITn:a.t‘ RE-0 2490 2510 2980 40 940 16,528 1,580 T7.650 6.01% 100.000 2,0628.3%
Tratheking 2438 wo T 2.358 40 870 12,515 1500 B2.990 420 135,080 3.,353.580
Possesyion 665 170 1420 535 50 680 3702 .2.000 B3.810 1,506 45380 2100560

Whie nor-Hlapanic inmatee

‘Tol.al" 407 500 6.900 106 x 470 4525 1,000 97,60 2825 100.000 4,008,780
Traflicking kb 5%0  B.0SO 06 bt 470 daxr 1,000 67,850 232y 200.000 4,B87.060
Possession M 200 1.480 588 1,970 112080 - 451 30840 581,950

Black non-Hispanic inmates :

‘Total" 1158 230 1,980 2513 0 B30 4439 500 13,860 442 BI0 491,390
Traflicking 47 40 2050 1.886 1] B50 3,35 500 17,750 263 660 761,040
Poslussm 189 60 970 463 50 700 692 0 1,720 178 10 83.450

\

Hispanic inmates

“Tmsl'. 1314 170 1080 348 250 2.9% 7297 2000 106.960 2675 129730 2458221
Trafickng 957 170 880 257 ° 280 3B 5111 4,000 118340 1,773 145,150 2,761,140
Possession asy 150 1.660 e . ces 2,071, 3,000 B81.4%0 BE4 7R.000 2.1)1 860

.+ Tha semplec number of mmates was too smal
i estnate the numbaer, the mecan, and the mean.

“Inciucies inmaws of aN races and ethnic backgrounoas,
Pinciudes inmates corvctad of drug offenses other than

rxflickmg and poysession,

Fedefra! inmates in priscn for drugs had
committed crimes that usually involved
large]amounts of illegal drugs and large
amounts of money. The amount of
drugs involved in a case can serve as
one measure of the seriousness of the’
crimas. For example, at least half of
the cocaine traffickers in Federal pris-
ons in 1991 had been convicted in a
case which had concerned 3 or more
pounds of cocaine (500 grams = 17.5
ounces or a little more than a pound).
The average tratfficking case invoived
over 180 pounds.

According to Drug Enforcement Admin-
istration estimates for 1991, the ultimate
value 'of 180 pounds of cocaine ranged
trom $2.9 million to $14.5 million,

{Other estimates: 1 gram of heroin,
$40-5450, and 1 pound of marijuana,
$400-$3.000.)

In astimating the weight ot drugs
involved in the current offense, the
offender may have been charged with
all the drugs in the entire operation.
An offender who served a sentence
for laundering money from illegat drug
salas, for example, could have been
charged with the total amount sold.
Three intarviewed prisoners convicted
in the same case could also have cited
the total amount of drugs.

» Among cftenders convicted of heroin
offenses, halt were involved with at
ieast 240 grams of heroin. The average
case concerned 2,510 grams. In Fed-
eral crack cases, half of the offenders
waere involved with at least 40 grams
of crack (an everage of 840 grams).
Half of the cocaine offenders were
sentenced for at least 1,580 grams

of the drug (an average of 77,630
grams).

= White offenders were sentenced for
larger amgounts of heroin on average
than black or Hispanic inmates, Half
of the whites in heroin cases were
involved with at least 600 grams of
heroin, while nalf of the blacks were
convicted for 230 grams and hatf of
the Hispanics for 170 grams.

+ In cffenses involving crack, half of

the Hispanic inmates were convicted

in cases involving at least 250 grams;
halt of the black inmates were in cases
having at least 30 grams; and hali of the
white inmates, at least 20 grams.

« In cocaine cases, Hispanic and white

" drug effenders were involved with larger

amounts of cocaine than black inmates.
Malf of the Hispanics in cocaine cases
had at least 3,000 grams of cocaine,
hatt of the whites at least 1,000 grams,
and hall of the blacks at least 500
grams.

Source:

U.S. Depantment of Justice, Burcau of Justice Statistics, Comparing Federal and State Prison Inmaies, 199], Seprember 1994, 13
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. Femala inmates who used drugs dilfered Table 12, Drug use by hemsis St prison INMERS, : :
from those wha ¢ig 1ot in the vpes of by type of drup, 1991 and 1085 : :
crimes they commifted (table 13, . :
Regardi 1 the measure of drig Use, Uncar the WY #ls !

% 958 © ) e € 3 LEEOY N the ismn KT v pE e
users werg leas likely than nonusers 16 be swrora e pHansE gnoras 1
serving 8 sentence ior a vigient olfense, Typectons 1591 i3 » 1891 Ii :
i 4% 500 o 3% 333%
Ona in four of the women who had used Anfang. =8 |
drugs in the month balore ther oflanse Marijoana - B3 30.8 45 ¢ B3
ard 2 in 3 of the nonusers were serving ! .
X Locarmwerack® . 355 233 208 ¥
2 sentence for a videsd offense. Among Cocane * 282 233 142 § (&
women who had committed the olignse Tk 18 - es
ungier the infiance of drups, 24% were oo &3 174 se 3 125
semanced tor g vibient cllense, and Heron S48 1 z.g 18 iz 2
among those not under e influsnce, Orrer gt 34 Rt 10 :
37% were sentencedt 1or 4 violent offense. | sumugrst 7.8 7.8 28 .0
women wha hat not used crugs were Aintansnat .6 %8 . gg +0
anout wIcE &S likely a3 users 1o have cpme MEtamohaRasmIn - e
mitted homiciie, but were iess iikely to Qeprussants 50 Bt s a5
MNave ﬁﬁmmlﬁed fmefy‘ BErOMrEe &8 8.8 1.3 38
MethamR B X4 3 g
Among women who said they committed HshTogens 22 312 i; i 15
their crimes 1o get money o buy drugs, o g 22 ? b
17% were serving o semence for a viplan!
otiense ard 43%, for a property offense. Kot MM’;‘?&?@* mnmnm;J% m “Parcems ::ﬁ& reﬁw;im coac:m rﬂ .
Female inmates wno saiz that drug money | 0708 il Db il o ey indyindinbind
was i motive for thelr crimes wers about meinsmphmanynes SEw staly
WIte A% tikely a8 other inmates 16 te !
incarcer aisd far robhery, purgiary, larceny, :
or fraud 84% versus £7%). Table 53. Most sacious offenss of femele S1at0 prison inmates,
by drug wes Ristory, 1691
Apaut hall the wamen in prison in 1381 Usnd o Unser themilapnce
;epoﬂec} that ihey had naver mﬁ:c_ipawd thamanth bafore ol crugy af s trme Commizadotisnsnte
in & drug reamment o Arug edusation currentotinrss oithe efiense Bt endy It iy Grugs
program {tatie 14). Those prisoners Mostaenous ofes b Mo Ias Hg Jos. he
repOrting 3 maore recent use of drugs Viglert offonses 23.0% 08%  F43% 30% T %%
Wwere muore dksly 1o have Lasn parisisants, r;;afzm‘ . 83 :g.g ai 185 22 9.3
: % Ut A 24 D 2
Among fermnaie inmates witd nad ever used A o5 k7 e s 112 Hpd
trugs, 54% nad bean in & glinig, therapy, Assauit 52 1.3 2y T 15 7
seit-hein groun, ClESS. or some piher . CAmer viciaer, K 2. 13 18 ! .5 18
Téatment prograr. Ot the women who Propmey ofterses 2% 2% Nan 27 &% 42.6% 24.4%
nad used drugs in the month belore their Brary 7 1z 54 &3 g ¥
ofiensa, 71% had panicipawd in g gruy mmmt ?g-:f zg ?g-: . }fg 'ﬂ‘g ;.g
reatrent progiam; 42%}&% baan in v ety 2 Y a4 P I; x 1A
weatmant before admission. Twalve )

" ne W i SPUas i Crrug stsnses Ba%k 257%  308% 26.6% 35.0% 8%
percent of thg women using drugs in the Postession 154 15 158 5.3 118 115
mamh belore zwff arrgst were gisom Trofekeg av 3 116 2¢7 147 =y 187
reament at tha time, Cror oy 1? 4 2.1 ¥ }u -

Bubho-rtier otensei 5.5% 58% 8.2% 5.9% 149% CBIw
L Ll e & & % 4 F 2 &
Cotrms ptia-ecie 45 5.4 L3 5% Ay 55

Onnmr oftgrgag S% % >, 3 % A% 7%

i
Nimbar of ivrinins 26,758 11838 138 8220 s 20,812
Iﬂum miret, CNghONT, ARG, BT RONNEGUOWT MEnKiE I,
Pisduens 7RDe 3R ot S85U) BRRAAY,

Sourse: U8, Depsnment of Jumise, Bureay of justice Sttistics, Women in Pricon, March 1994.
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—Table 28

GUIDELINE OF DRUG DEFENDANTS BY DRUG TYPE!
(October 1, 1995, through September 30, 1396)

2015 FAVI R
W ZbLz Continuing Rent/Manage 202,
Drup ‘ Protecied Criminal Breug Simple
Traflicking Locations Ermlerprise Establishunent Possessian
DRUG TYPE TOTAL n % " % n__ % 2 % o %
TOTAL 1772 15182 54} 329 15 60 B3 L H 0.2 550 - 3.2
Powder Cocaing 4471 4,350 973 47 L1 17 04 6 0.4 51 it
Crack Cocaine 4,603 4355 %Mo 178 v i% a4 bz 0.3 40 0y
Heroin 1,766 1,653 916 5 1.2 4 0.2 5 6.3 <29 16
Marijuana 4,249 3 912 12 03 0 02 1 G 49 B2
Methamphetamine* 1,623 1,555 958 12 07 402 7 0.4 45 2R
LSD 93 89 95.7 ¢ 00 0 00 0 0.0 4 4
Other 367 316 86.1 514 719 7 19 32 87

INNINHD " _

Ol 43,638 caes, 12,267 weae sendenced under USS0 Chapicr Twe, Part [ {daggny. OF thess, 17,170 were sentenced under §§2 1.1 {Drug Trallicking), 2001.2 {Motented Locations ), 201.3
{C entimaing Crimninad Enterprieel, 2D 1R RentManage Drup Extabiishanent), or 2321 {Simple Passertion) Of theer 17,170 cosen, Tour wore axcluded due 1o mivsing informalion on drug fype.

e FY96, the category methamphetining includes mothampheamine mixturs, methamphetaming sctal, ICE, nd rnethamphetamsine precursors. Frior (o FYS6, the category mictiamphetainine did ost incluk
10F, The munber of 10F cases {wrhich woee eligible for inclusion i this table) for vach yesr e 2s Tollows: 1) (1996), 48 {1993), L {I9D4), 9{1990). snd 1 {199}).
Prescrigions of varksbles wied in this 1able we provided b Appendix A

SOURCE: US. Serdencing Commtission, 1996 Daiafile, MONFYSS,



Table 29

RACE OF DRUG DEFENDANT BY DRIN; TYPE!
{Octaber 1, 1998, through September 30, 1996)

WHITE BLACK HISPANIC OTHER
DRUG TYPE TOTAL Number  Prrcemt Numbes  Pexceat Mumber  Peroent - Number =~ Percamt
TOTAL 17,162 1403 287 6046 352 633 W M0 20
Powder Coesine 4,468 925 .7 1341 3008 2,139 479 63 14

- Crack Cocslne 4,603 122 48 3951 858 399 87 it 07
Heroin 1,768 75 99 A4 235 L8161 8 47
Marljuana 4,248 681 396 25 60 2266 533 47 L
Methamphetamine’ 1,623 LOG) 655 1B L 45 771 192 63
LSP 93 0 968 1L 1 22 0 00
Other 361 4T 684 6 183 W 94 14 19

O dee 42436 eapey, 11,267 wore sentenced uoder U356 Chugrer Two, Prct B fdrugs). Of these, 17,170 wore suntonond soder $420.] Eivag Tealficking), 2131 .3 {'l”tmui Lacarions), 20 0.% Cominuing Cramdne] Eoterpose),
LS WeomiManage Drug Boablishaess), o 2121 (Sinple Posserdoa}. OF shes § 3,090 cases, Fomr werr exciuded due 20 misving information an defendsat’ s sace, and four duc so miwing inficiation on dnig type,

~ v e e EY96, S ctegory petharhetamine inchudes meths ngenmine mivtar, metamphetamise sorual, 0L, and metuwrgdetamnine precarsors. Brior to FYYE, the category medhamphetamine did not include ICE. T sumber
of TCR 2ases (which were 2ligihle for inclission i UG sable) For cach yoar sec as follows! § 36 (199648 (195511 (1994), 9 (1997), and 1 (199). ‘Descripaions of vasiables used in this ahle ate provided i Appendiz A,

SOURTE: U8, Sentencing Corundssion, 1996 Datafile, MONFYYS,
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Table 30

»

GENDER OF DRUG DEFENDANT BY DRUG TYPE!
 {October 1, 1998, through September 38, 19%6)

MALE FEMALE
DRUG TYPE ’ rmaz.; Number  Percent Number  Percem
JotaL 17,166 14987 813 2179 127
Powder Cocains 4,471 3885 870 582 13.0
Erack Cocaine 4,603 4102 8 501 16.9
Heroin : 1,766 1471 833 295 16.7
Marijuane 4245 3758 884 ass 1
!i‘iﬁisamphmmim‘ 1,623 1384 853 239 147
I{Sﬁ 91 86 g2 7 35
émr . 361 301 834 60 166

0 e 42436 sases. 17257 werm sentenond wnder USSC Chapter Two, Part D fdpuge). OF these, 1,170 were senigeeed uncker $5201.1 (Drug Treffcking), 20042
{Prowoed mams;zzz:ru {Continumg Crimsnal Eatergrica). 2017 (ReatManagr Drvg Exahlishoen), or 0723 (Simple Ponsessioal, OF thess § 7,170 cases, far
werr cxiided doe 1o missing inloronasion on doeg rype.

Hn FY95, the calegory mezhamphemine inchiges metamphetimine mixeare. meshamphesermine acraas. 108, and methampheramine precamsors. Frios w FY96, the
eatepery methamphotkinine did ant inclpde ICE, The nursber of K0T cages (which werr clipble for inciasion in thit table) for sach yeaz ave a3 follows: 130 (1996), 48
(19953 1 11994, § {1997, snd | (1992 Deacriptions of varizhiss used i ties eable pre provided in Appendiz A

SOURCE: (1.5, Seneacing Commission. 1996 Dewfile. MONFY9S,

Table 31

CITIZENSHIP OF DRUG DEFENDANT BY DRUG TYPE!
(October 1, 1995, thirough September 36, 1996}

U.S, Citizen Non-U.S. Citizen
DRUG TYPE TOTAL Number Percent Number  Percent
%om., 17,120 1235 121 4,775 279,
Powder Cocaine 4,444 2,866 645 1,578 355
ém& Cocuine 4,598 4182 910 413 5.0
};iem'm 1,759 751 45.0 . 368 55.0
l’{%arijuam 4,244 2,828 6.6 1,416 334
hidetkampheuminc’ 1,623 1,276 78.3 353 218
zisn 93 g1 9738 2 22
{:mm 362 337 87.6 45 124

L
"Of the 42,436 cases, 17287 weye semienced under URSG Chapir Two, Part D (deuger. Of these, 17,170 were sentenced under $53D1.) (Drog Traffickings. 2042
Frowemed Lmﬁmzle}l 3 {Continning Crarmpnal Enterprise), 2013 RentManage Drog Esubbstimenes, or 22,1 {Simpke Possenions. O tese 17,170 cases, four
wrr= Sxcluded due 10 Mibssing information on drag type. and 46 due 10 missing informsdtn on sitzoratip.
ta FY96, the aasgory neshamphatiniee includes methamphetarning minture, metharmphetarsion sctusl, KB, und meustpheianine precursan. Price o PY96, g
category metumpleamine did rot inglede JCE The namber of JOE cason (which were ehigibie for incinsion in s bl for each year 2re as follows: 130 (19596), 48
(199253 1 (19943, ¥ (1990}, and | {1992, Desevipaions of virisisies used s shis ubls are providoed in Appeniiz A

SOURCE: US. Sentencing Commisnion, 1996 Datefiie, MONFY 9,

43
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Table 32

CRIMINAL HISTORY CATEGORY OF DRUG DEFENDANT BY DRUG TYPE!
{October 1, 1995, through September 30, 1996)

CRIMINAL HISTORY CATEGORY

| I 11 1V v Vi

DRUG TYPE TOTAL n % n %% " % 8 % f % n %
TOTAL 5,798 £.803 558 2,050 134 2358 149 8 4.1 4631 28 1,163 1.4
Powder C;xaime 4,037 ‘ 25353 639 48R 1290 826 138 1 4.4 67 L7 . X WA
Lrack Cocaine 4,337 1622 374 04 149 R82 196 425 YR 227 52 565 130
Heroin 1,955 1060 6B} & 70 148 95 60 19 45 2.9 124 R
Marijuana 198 - 2,520 G4.3 5387 137 569 30 155 4.0 69 18 127 312
Methamphetamine! 1,511 FI SL0 06 134 1 173 i1 79 46 18 s 12
LSD 88 30 So.R 14 139 12 136 6 6R LI R $ &7

Other 333 i94 3583 43 120 40 13R in 4.8 24 Fi .

e 42,436 cves, 17,267 were zevderwed wrcder USSG Clupes Two, Part [ {druga). OF theae, 17,130 were sentenced under §5201, 1 (Drug TrafMicking), 2012 {Protecied Locations), 2013 {Continuing Crimins} Frkesrine), 1018
{Rent/Muge Drug Establishment). o 202.1 (Simple Possession). (N'these 17,170 casex, 13,80} bind complete guideline applicarion information.  Additianally, wo cases were excluded due to missing information o drig epe.

11 FY96, the calegory methasmphwtanio foetudey mtlhunphe;m;;;n raivture, methamphetamine sctal, [CE. and meliamphetirfing preciiarm " Prist 1 FY96, he calegory methamphetanine $id not fnclude JOE The napsber of 10F —
cnses (which veare eligible Ror inglusion in this table) for each yeor e 3a follows: 130(1996), 48 {1995, 1 {1994). FLIBER, and § (1991). Dieszeiptions of varinblos naed in this tabln are provided in Apmendiz A,

SOURCE: US. Sentencing Comminsion, 1996 Datafile, MONFYRS
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Table 33
MODE OF CONVICTION OF DRUG DEFENDANT BY DRUG TYPE'
{October 1, 1985, through September 30, 1996)
PLEA TRIAL
DRUG TYPE TOTAL Mumber  Percem Mumber  Percent
TOTAL I YATT: 15,473 99.2 1,678 9.8
Powder Cocaine 4,464 3,988 89.3 416 10,7
Crack Cocaine . 4598 395 86.0 645 14.0
Heroin 1,763 1541 93.] 122 6,9
Marijuana 4,246 3898 64 T 59
Methamphetamine? 1623 147 %08 e 82
LSD | 83 92 983 IR
Other 361 331 $1.7 30 8.3

123330333355

O the 42,836 caser, 17,287 were senisnced wnder USSG Chapter Tou, Part D {duge) Of thase, 17170 wove sentencsd under 53011 {(Daug Traflieking),
2D 2 {Prowetted Locatons), 1014 {Cominuing Crimingl Emevpeixe), ID7 8 {RenvMansge Drug Exinbinwz ot DL (Senple Fossexsion). OF thene 17,
170 onses, ZSWanwmmtg&ﬁWzm un mode of cemviction, and four dus to missing informalion on U 1.
%mmwmmm@ ndes prthanphetaming miure, methampholamine sooatd, ICE, uﬁmci}um%wzmmm Frior to FY96,
the ¢tiepory methemphetemine did not inchue ICE, The masber oF 3JCE caset fhih were chigible for inclusion in teis GDies for each yeur gre as foliows: 130
(19963, 4B {19851 1 (19941, 9 (199, and | (1993). Descristions of variables used in this whle srs provided in Apperdix A

SOURCE: UL5. Semiencing Commisskon. 1996 Datalile, MONFY26.
Table 34
WEAPON INVOLVEMENT OF DRUG DEFENDANT BY DRUG TYPE!
{October 1, 1995, through September 30, 1996)
Ko Weapon Weapon
Involved Involved®

DRUG TYPE TOTAL Mumber  Percem Nummber  Pervent
TOTAL 17,166 14,672 8.3 2494 14.5
Powder Cotaine 4,471 3981 R0 4% 1L
Crack Cocaine 4503 3466 753 LIS T
Hergin 1,766 1676 949 50 54
Marijuana 4,243 3.896 917 353 8.3
Methamphetamine’ 1523 1,227 756 3% 144
LSD 83 88 G4.6 5 5.4

381 338 916 23 6.4

)))))))))))))

1Ot'lhcélz 436 cases, 1267 were sentenced under USSEO Chaprer Two, Part D (drups). Ol thee, 17, 170 were senlenced under B5I0¥L8 Dwrug Trafhicking), 2D1.2
(Prot:cind Locations), 2015 (Cominwing Criminal Enterprise), 2018 (RentManage Drug Exuablishmen ). or 202.1 (Simple Possession). .

Additionally, four ceses ware pxcluded doe 40 misaing infermation on drag type. Descriptions of varisbles used in this table are provided in Appendix A,

Mncludes an adjustment for wempon possesabos under 52D 140X} or 2 conviciion under 18 U8, § %24

“In FY96. it cmegory rmthamphetaming includes methamphictamize mixture. methamphetsminge acual. 10E. and methamphetamine precursors. Prior 1o FYD6, the
HEgOTY did pot inetude KCE. The number of ICE caxes (which were oligible For inzkusin i this table) for each year gre as Toliows: 136 {1596),
A% {1995, 1 {1934), S {100, snd | (1990} Deacripbor of variahles used in this table wre provided in Appendix 4.

H
SOURCE: LS. Semtencing Comrnission, 1996 Daafiie, MONFYSE,
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Table 37

MEAN AND MEDJAN DRUG AMOUNTS (IN GRAMS) OF DRUG TRAFFICKING DEFENDANT S
BY BASE OFFENSE LEVEL AND DRUG TYPE'
(October 1,-1995, through September 30, 1996)

Base Offense Level and Quantity Range

l

i
;

DRUG TYPE 12 2 32 {3

Powder Cocaine Less than 25G 500G - 1.995C 50000 - 14,999G At Least 150,000C
Kumber % 534 336 g 313
Mean TR 1,1528 §.342.8 37327021
Median 6 1.600.0 83733 l 442.000.0

Crack Cocaine Less Than 0.256 5G - 185G 506 - 1:48(} {#\t Least 1,5000
Number 24 386 530 447
Mean 0.2 1.3 89.3 267,180.5
Median 0.2 11.0 83.8 ! 2.452.4

Heroin Less Than 5G 100G - 389G 100G - 2.995G At Least 30,000C
Number 53 2 213 11
Meaan 2.0 236.4 16437 | 84.800.0
Median 16 2265 1.480.5 ; 74,5000

LessThan'  100.000G-399.959C  1,000,000G - 2,999.998C At Least 30,000,000G

Marjjuana 50086
Numther L4 R76 153 3
Mean 1318 202.861.8 13804240 % 467.263,060.0
Median 3.000.0 183.475.0 1.581.948.8 § 500.422.680.0

Methamphetamine? Less Than 056 10 - 3G 100G - 289G ‘At Least 3,0000
Number 9 141 178 i 116
Mean 0.3 212 183.6 367,233.6
Median 0.4 19.0 187.5 7,792.0

|
2)3333333¥3)) !

Ol the AT.436 cases, 16,196 ware eovdencesd tnder Drzzg Feaffscking (82011 Of theze, 15,045 had compietz guidelies application information. Of these 15843 cases, 14,639
trrvaheed pavder comaine, TRGK sowaion, heroin, naadjwing, of esnbsmphetaming, O these 14639 cares, 6,657 hwd 2 bane offorae Jevel of 12, 26, 32, or 38, Ar additionsd 1802
camzs were exehaded from this mble due 1 ot o7 more of e folloswing remsons. invelvernert of more G I drug 1ype {765} misting or range MMt{l 135}, or logicnd
criteris §253 Descngtions of vareables wsed i this bl see peovided in Appendax A

TMicharaphesamion inclodes Mrtbamphetaming Mictuee, Metionphotamine Actual, and ICE. Aft cases e convened s Methampbetanine Actual, i}mmpzmm of varizhics
used in this Wiz are providesd in Appesdiz A,

SOURCE. UL Seniencing Commission, 1994 Untefils, MORFYS6.
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Figure 1
AVERAGE LENGTH OF IMPRISONMENT BY DRUG TYPE'
(Qetaber 1, 1995, through September 30, 1996)
Sentence {in months)
140
mean « 1254
iZﬁ UL A — - S—y
IW B ATV —— Mﬂ u 9?;2 ((((((((((((((
80 — . .
mean =817
60— e -
o n bl mean = 455
46 — e araszaues
med = 37
20 | I wrerees [REEEEIITEIIN ...
HE B : ; ; : : ;
gmz ﬁ(éx;;& Herain Marijuana Meshe 138 Diher
Nt Gy OIS Nei) Mmooy oo

Of the 42436 casen, 17,257 wern sentorond under USSG Chaptey Two, Pan D{drugy). Of these. 17,170 sentenotd under Part D goidelines o!hﬂ'
thn SEIDE.1 IDLY, 2L ZDIE or 20201 wre deynciad in Sus figure, Additzonaliy, 1.109 caves with tery muckds pron
ordered were excluded. Ofthe remuining 16,061 cases, theee swere excluded due Lo misying drug type sl (28 dus to paasing wentencing
infoemasion,

i .
SOURCE: LS. Semencing Commission, 1996 Dawliiz, MONFYSS
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Figure ]

NUMBER OF DRUG DEFENDANTS BY DRUG TYPE AND YEAR
{Ociober 1, 1981, through September 30, 1596}

Al |
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"BZ '93 '84 ‘85 98 82 '3 44 95 96 ‘2 43 "M "85 96 82 '93 '94 93 96 9293 '94 ‘95 ‘96

g v TRl -
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Powder Cocain Crack Cocaine Heroin Marijuana Methamphetamine

YOmidy cases eensenesd wder §§200.1 (Dvag Teafhoking) 2212 [Protested Lovations). 2DE.5 {Continwing Crimin| Enterprise), 201 8 (ReniManage Txuy Gatablishment), or 202 1 (Simple Possession) sre depivied in this
figure. Additional casen were exctuded dae to mivsiog wnfirmiian o dog type

SOLRCE LS, Sentencing Commaszion, [992- 1990 Datalikes, SONEY 92 SEOMF Y96,

ey



Figure [ 3]

PRISON SENTENCE IMPOSED BY DRUG TYPE AND YEAR FOR DRUG DEFENDANTS '

(October 1, 1991, through September 30, 1996)
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‘D5 96 ‘92 '93 '94 95 '96 '92 93 '94 95 96 '92 93 ‘94 '95 96 '92 '93 '94 '95 '96
Powder Cocaine Crack Cocaine Hevoin Marijuana Methamphetamine

10?dy cases seaionced under $E20E.E {Drug Trallickings, 20017 (Protected Locatigng), 2D1.S {Continuing Crivninal Enterprise}, 3018 (Rentiianage Drug Establishment), or 2D2.| (Simple Powession)
are deniciend in tis flgure . Additionally, cases wilk zaro sonts prison wers excloaded, Cnsns missing drug type or sentencing isformation were not Iaelyded in this figuee.

EQURCE: LIS, Sentencing Comunission, 1992-1996 Datafifes, MONFYU-MONFYS6, ’
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CRACKPRICEDATA
|
“Crack’” cocaine, alsoreferredto asMrock,” is packaged in vials, glassinebags, film canisters, s1c.

Rock sizes are imprecise, butthey penerally range from 1/10 to 1/2 gram. These rocks msc& foras
Lttle as $210 asmuches $50. Crack generally is converted localy from cocaine hydwc%x%mzia {(HChH

and sold et theretail level, When crackis avaliable in kilogram quarmtities, prices are mmmbicw
those for kilogram quantitiesof cocaine HCL. The nstionslrange of prices for ounce qmmwof crack
is froma $475 10 $2,800. ‘A gram costs between $80 and $125, s

T —

¥
H

i
f

Source: Drng Enforcemen Adminiswation, Hlepa! Drug Price/Purity Repori, United Slales: Jamstry I?S’S*Demirbﬂ
1388

4
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makjng process st the top ievel rather than the
hsermhzz:ai decision-making process emploved by the
Call dnzg mafia. At the jower levels, Medellin
trafficking groups uansacied busincss with fewer
rcsmr:;zcns on their choice of business associates.
\*’mws ethnie proups were involved in domegtic
fmfﬁckmg at al} levels, Groups of Cubans,
Dommmans, Iamaicans, and Mexicans, as well as
Afr;cgrz-&mcncan gangs. provided rewil distribution
in mezjor U.§. cities, Nigerian cotaine distribution
groups emerged in northern California, Okiahoma,
Nor:h} Carolina, South Crrolina, Texas, and several
other Soates acrass the aguon. Asian groups. including
Chincse. Filipino, and Vietawnese gangs, disribured
kilngz!am amounts of cocaine in the West

Dcspuc this overall diversity. the wholesala
dtsm!mncz: of ¢ocaine within te United Swates was
dammazed by Hispanic organizations, particuiatly
Cciamblan and Mexican groups. As noted, the
Colomb:an drug mafias frequently employed Mexican
mnspzmauon groups ¢ smuggie cocatne theough
M::zcn ino the United Swtes. Because Mexican
rmnspona{zen orpanizations frequently were paid
pcrcczzaagcs of the cocgine shipment for their serviees,
they haw: become wholesale diszibutors of cocaine
wuhm the Usited Swies. Muldton quandies of
cm:mm frequently were divided into gmatier
quamm:s at staging points in Mexico new the
ncnhzm borger and transponed into the Unied Staws
by these organtzalions. Oneoe in the United States,
zhcsctsézzpmcnts werg recorsolidatedd in ‘either
disribution cities, guch as Los Angeies or Houston, or
warchous:: facilities near the U.S.-Mexican border, for
furthcr transport o distribution cities.

Primary Cocaine Distribution Routes

“Crack™ Cocalne Distribution Groups

Theare pre rumerau fow- 12 mid-level distributan of grack,
Crack wolficking groups ora siructured lzotely ond are
charoctenzed by Righ fumaver rones of off arganizotiona
lnvals due 3o gither imprisenment or mitstrus! ongd
compeutan within gnd amang groups. A the hughest
sraticking leveis, the crock morkel is contralled by four
groups: Los Angaies-based avent gongs ond ther afilistes,
ond Jormsisen, Dominicen, ond Maition eriming! groum,
Each groyp ig involved 1 intersigng ong intrpxinte
ransportadion of cocoine and grock from source ctes o
thesr retod ouilen,

A sombinotion of intieni—soturofed morkals, low prices,
vislent cornpatition, andfor sfiuchive police pressure in
mgioy whan oreor=hos forced some crock diswrbuiion
groups, in conjuntlion with local gengs, 1o develop new
muorkete in smatier towns ang rurct ceaes. Thit messdng
expOnsien treaies new probisms for local drug iow
enforcernent officioly ond civic nitharinm, The more
extobliched distibuion groups ore Grisserassing the notion =
fird new markety, with the Jomoigon "passes”™ sgitsading
westword from New York {ity ond the Los Angaies street
gorgs spreading sostward. in oddition o drug dutributon,
crock growps seguge in murter, kidnopping, orsen, wimsss
inhridoton, weupons vialotions, robbery, frtwd, and momey
founderning.

--------------------------

From central distribution points, cocaine was
transporied 1o markets throughout the United States.
Traffickers used privaie vehicles, traing, buses,
airlines’, and the postal service. Concealed
compartments within vehicles such as campers,
recresvonal vehicles, mucks, and vans conunonly
were encountered, A favored technigue was 1o
conceal cocaing in perishable cargo. In Jung 1594,
1.3 metric tons of cocaine were discovered within the
false wall of & vactor-teaiter wansporting 30 pallets of
watermelons from Edinburg. Texas, to Immokalee,
Florida. In February 19935, 680 kilograms of cocaing
were discovered st the U.S. Border Patrol checkpoint
in Faifurrias, Texas, in a tractor-trailer shipment of
fimes being gaasponed from Wesiaco, Texas, 10
Brookiyn, New York, On March 6, 1995, over |
metric ton of cocaine was scized from s uekload of
cucumbers at the Falfurnias checkpeinu

* In one case, i September 1994, agproximacly 700 kilogreny of
cocaine ware wansponed from Lot Angeles ta New York by air
breighs,

f:ium Zl;:s Degarimen: of fustice, Devg Enforcement Administration, The NNICC Report 1994 The Swpply of Blicis Drugs 1o the Unitad Stares
post )
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Fuil copies of publications used to produce this information packet may be obtained by contactinfg the

agenciss below:

ONDCP Drug Policy Information Clearinghouse
PO Box 6000

Ruckville, MDD 208426000

1-800.866-3332

Bipitweenw whitehousedrugpolicy goy

1.5, Department of Justice, Burcau of Justice
Statistics, Comparing Federal wad Sie Prizen
fnmates, 1991, Seplember 1994, Order # NCJ-
145864,

irs, orafdrascorr. hm

U.S. Department of Justice, Bursan of hastice
Seatistics; Drugs and Jail lumates, I989. Angust
1991, Order # NUI-130838,

U.5. Department of Justice, Bureau of Jusiice
Sutistics, Survey of Srare Prisun fmares, 1991,
May 1993, Order # NC)-136939,
hitp:fncies. orgldrosener him

3.8, Depariment «f Justice. Boraau of Justice
Stutistios, Women in Juif, 1989, Marsh 1992,
Oeder # NCI-134732, ’

1.5, Department of Justive. Buresu of Jostice
Swtstcs, Wamen in Privon. March 1994,
Order # NCI-14331,

hetp: Ao neirs. ors/oxtiilestwomp . txt

Bruz Endorcoment Adminisiratioa
Inteltigence Productiun Unit
intelligence Divigan

Washingtun, DO

2023678726

hesn: A ysdal sovfdes!

U.5. Departroent of Tustice, Drug Enforcement
Admunistrution. Hegal Drag Price/Purity Repery,
Dnited Suuey: Sanvary 1993-Dacember 1998, lune
1967,

I
U.S. Depariment of Justice, Drug Enforcement
Adminisiration, The NNICC Repors 1994 The
Supply of Hliclt Divugs to the Unired Srates, August
1995,

: |
Wabienal Institute on Drug Ahuse {;
Divisian of Epidemiology and

Prevention Research '
5600 Fishers Lune, Room %483
Ruekville, MD 20857
3014406543
btip:/fwww. nida. nih.gov !

.S, Department of Health and Human Services,
Nationsl Institute oo Drug Abuse, Community
Epidemiologic Work Groug, Epideniolagic Trends
in Drag Abuse, Yolume |: Executive Surmary, June

U.S. Depariment of Health and Human Services,
National [ostituse on Drug Abuse, Community
Epidemiclugic Work Group, Epidemivlogic Trends
in Drug Abuse, Advance Report, December 1996,

Nutional Clearinghouse for Alcobal and
Prog Information

PO Box 2345

Rogkville, MD 20847-2348

1-8D4. 7204686 or

381-468.-2680 in the meiropoliian

Wushington, DC aren

Hutn: thwew ealth ore

U.5. Department of Health and Human Services,
Substancs Abuse and Menca| Health Services !
Administration, Dray Abuse Warning Network,
Annuel Medical Examiner Dara, 1995, May 1997,

b il o i oo
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U.S. Depanment of Health and Human Services,
Subsiance Abuse and Mental Health Services
Admmlstrausm National Household Survev an Drug
Abafe Main Findings 1995,

hzm iiweww saaihes soviousinhads!

U.S. Department of Health and Huoan Services,
Substance Abuse and Mental Health Services
Adzzﬁmsimtzzm HNarigsal Household Survey an Drag
xéimse }’apzefmmzz fi‘srzwmes I?% July 1987,
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U.5. Sentencing Commission

Oﬁ'ce of Legiskative and Public Affairs
One Columbus Circle, NE
Ww:hmgmn, DC 20002-8002

(202) 273-4500

v s v f
P

|
Unne.d Staes Sentencing Commission, 1995
Sourcebz)ak af Federal Semsenving Siaristins, 1997,
lmp v s, gravignare ! 19096 ourchi him

Ussiversity of Michigan
Znszzwze far Social Research
Stzn‘ey Reseurch Center

Ann Arhor, MI 481891399
{323} T63-5043
@ZZZWW;%&(;ET!&%&%‘:&Miiizfiﬁr‘ﬁ?mif

Unwcmiy of Michigan, [nstsume for Socisl
Rmrch The Moustoring the Furure Study.
Diecember 18, 1997 press relesss.

Ur:iv‘crsity of Michigan, tnstitwe Tor Sociad
Research. Nusianal Survey Reswdts pn Dray Use
Frurrr the Monitoring the Future Siudy, 1975- 1995,
Volume 1 Coliege Srudemy amd Youny Adulis, 1997,



http://WlJolW,samh!ili.gQy!oa

email: ondcp@ncjrs.org

World Wide Web:
http:/iwww, whltehouﬁedrugpehﬁy gov

fax: 301-519-5212

P.0. Box 6000
Rockville, MD 20849-6000 '

on ||t W b i it M.
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The Drug Policy Information Clearingheuise -

& operates a toll-free 800 number staffed by drugs and
crime information specialists

é

[}

& distributes Office of National Drug Control Pélicy
and Department of Justice publications about
drugs and crime

& answers requests for specific drug-related data

& performs customized bibliographic searches

£

&€ advises requesters on data availability and of othe
information resources that may meet their needs

& maintains a public reading room
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