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Summary

Z The United States has a highly developed

system for monitoring rates and trends:
Z Student and Household Surveys

Z Treatment Information

Z Emergency Room Tracking

Z Criminal Justice Trends

£ Information Addresses:
Z Reductions and Increases in Rates
Z New problems
Z Geographic variations

£ Policy and prevention interventions can
be developed based on this information.




RATES

Drug Abuse is COMMON
INn the United States



Past Month Use of Specific lllicit Drugs
Among Ages 12 or Older in USA: 2007

199 8.09%
144 5.8%

lllicit Drugs

Marijuana
Psychotherapeutics
Cocaine
Hallucinogens

Inhalants

0] 5 10 15 20 25
Numbers in Millions
4

Source: SAMHSA, 2007 National Survey on Drug Use and He



Drug Abuse Is Especially Prevalent in
Youth and Young Adults

Percent Using in PasMonth, 2008 National Survey on Drug Use and Health, SAMHSA
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TRENDS

Drug Abuse Shifts
Across Time In the

United States



Drug Abuse Shifts Over Time:
Any lllicit Drug Use In Past Year, by Grade
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Cigarette Smoking in Past Month, by Grade
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Past Month Cigarette and lllicit Drug Use Among 8th, 10th, and
12th Graders in the US, Monitoring the Future Study
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Alcohol Use Iin Past Year, by Grade
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EMERGING PROBLEM

Prescription Drug Abuse
INn the United States



2009 Monitoring the Future Study

Prevalence of Past Year Drug Use Amond"Iftaders

Drug Prev. (%) Drug Prev. (%)
Alcohol 66.2 MDMA (Ecstasy) 4.3
Marijuana/Hashish 32.8 | Cocaine (any form) 3.4
Vicodin* 9.7 Inhalants 3.4
Amphetamines* 6.6 Cocaine Powder 3.0
Tranquilizers* 6.3 Ritalin* 2.1
Cough Medicine* 5.9 LSD 1.9
Salvia 5.7 Provigil* 1.8
Adderall* 5.4 Ketamine 1.7
Sedatives* 5.2 Steroids 1.5
OxyContin* 4.9 Crack 1.3
Hallucinogens 4.7 Methamphetamine 1.2

* Nonmedical use




Prescription Drug Abuse Is a
Particular Problem in USA

Past Month Use of lllicit Drugs among Persons Aged 12+ in 2
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Past Month Nonmedical Use of Psychotherapeutic Drugs
among Persons Aged 12 or Older: 2062008

Percent Using in Past Month
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* Difference between this estimate and the 2008 estimate is statistically significant at the .05 level. 14



Past Year Initiates for Specific lllicit
Drugs, Ages 12+, 2007/

Numbers in Thousands
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Pain Relievers are the Second Most Common lllicit Drug Used:
Specific Drug Used When Initiating lllicit Drug Use among Past
Year Initiates of lllicit Drugs Aged 12 or Older in 2008
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Recelved Most Recent Treatment in Past Year for Use of Pal
Relievers, among Persons Aged 12 or Older in 262208
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* Difference between this estimate and the 2008 estimate is statistically significant at the .05 level.
SAMHSA: 2008 National Survey on Drug Use and Health 17



In 20042008 Where Pain Relievers Were Obtaine
for Most Recent Nonmedical Use: Ages 12+
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TRENDS

Methamphetamine Abusein
the United States:
Discrepant Patterns?

19



Shifting patterns and high
rates In rural areas, but..

Mixed evidence regarding
methamphetamine rates on
a national level



According to the Monitoring the Future
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Similar Results from the 2008 National Survey on Drug Use and
Health: Past Month Methamphetamine, Aged 12+
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* Difference between this estimate and the 2008 estimate is statistically significant at the .05 level. 22



Number of Methamphetamine
Laboratory Seizures: 19972007
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Past Year Stimulant Dependence or Abuse

Ages 12+: 2002007

Numbers in Thousands
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Monitoring Methamphetamine Abuse

Emergency Department Mentions (DAWN)
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Monitoring Methamphetamine Abuse

Emergency Department Mentions (DAWN)
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Monitoring Methamphetamine Abuse

Emergency Department Mentions (DAWN)
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Primary Methamphet/Amphet Admission
Rates by State (per 100,000 aged 12+)
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Primary Methamphet/Amphet Admission
Rates by State (per 100,000 aged 12+)

Source: SAMHSA,
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Primary Methamphet/Amphet Admission
Rates by State (per 100,000 aged 12+)

Source: SAMHSA,
TEDS, 2006 '




Primary Methamphet/Amphet Admission
Rates by State (per 100,000 aged 12+)
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Primary Methamphet/Amphet Admission
Rates by State (per 100,000 aged 12+)

Source: SAMHSA,
TEDS, 2006 '



Primary Methamphet/Amphet Admission
Rates by State (per 100,000 aged 12+)

Source: SAMHSA,
TEDS, 2006 '



Also, High Avallabllity of
Purer Methamphetamine from Mexico

£ U.S. National Drug Information Center
reports that meth produced in Mexico
has replaced domestically produced
meth on the market and is now plentiful.

 Purity of the drug is now higher, with
| 1T OA EECEI U DbOlI AAOOA
available.

[Z Increased purity probably indicates
Increase In addictive potential.



Relationship Between Epidemiologic
Indicators and Treatment Indicators

Z Meth use data from surveys show
decreases but treatment admission data
show Increases, but

Z There are important parallels between
the household survey surveillance data
Al A OEA OOAAOI AT O AA
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NSDUH estimates of persons treated for
stimulants similar to numbers of admissiot
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Past Year Methamphetamine Users
(NSDUH) and Treatment Admit (TEDS)

Prevalence Rate 2002—2004

Fercentage of persons i 004—-032 ' 033-097 @3 098-221

Source: Colliver, National Survey on Drug Use and Healtl



Increase in smoking of
Methamphetamine as an
explanation?



Percent of Primary Admissions, by Route ¢
Administration: TEDS, 1993003

Percent of Methamphetamine or Other Amphetamine Admissions

SOURCE: SAMHSA (2006) Trends in Methamphetamine/Amphetamine Admissions to Treatment: 1993
2003, The DASIS Report.



