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EXECUTIVE OFFICE OF THE PRESIDENT
OFFICE OF NATIONAL DRUG CONTROL POLICY
Washington, D.C, 20503

February 15, 1997

ed:e -

Enclosed is a final draft of the 1997 National Drug Control
Strategy. This base document for the ten-year national drug control is
the result of extensive consultation with all agencies of the federal
government as well as with orgamzatlons and experts from all
disciplines and fields. It represents our view as a nation on how best to*
decrease illegal drug abuse. !

Dear

The goals and objectives contained within the Strategy are clear,
concise and attainable. They call for a coordinated, comprehensive
effort by the federal government, allied nations, local government
coalitions and concerned citizens. We all have a role to play in
implementing the Strategy.

The Strategy is embargoed until the President releases it. Wanted
you to have a copy as soon as possible. Thank you again for your help.

Sincerely,

Mr. Bruce Reed

Assistant to the President

Domestic Policy Council

1600 Pennsylvania Ave., N.W., West Wing, 2nd Floor
Washington, D.C. 20500
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February 24, 1997

1997 NATIONAL DRUG STRATEGY SPEECH

DATE: February 25, 1997
TIME: 11:00 am - 11:45 am
LOCATION: Room 450, OEOB
FROM: Rahm Emanuel
Bruce Reed

PURPOSE:
To announce your 1997 National Drug Control Strategy. |
BACKGROUND:

This is an opportunity to highlight your ongoing commitment to fighting
drugs -- with a particular emphasis on combating youth drug use. |n
addition, you will be announcing $16 million in grants that Justice
Department is releasing to 115 communities to plan, implement or enhance
Drug Courts.

The cornerstone of your National Drug Control Strategy is to reduce drug use
among youth. The budget includes more than $800 million increase in the
efforts to fight drug abuse, and it is the largest overall drug budget in history.
The key initiatives of the strategy are as follows:

NATIONAL MEDIA AWARENESS CAMPAIGN: This new initiative provides up
to $175 million to fund a major new national anti-drug media
campaign. It will include PSAs targeted at young people and their
parents on the consequences of drug abuse.

DRUG COURTS: The budget includes $75 million for drug courts, a 150

percent increase, which offer a voluntary alternative to incarceration for
nonvioclent offenders.

DRUG TESTING: The budget includes $42 miliion, a 40 percent increase, for

the costs associated with drug-testing Federal, State and local arerestees.

SAFE AND DRUG-FREE SCHOOLS PROGRAM: The budget increases this
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program by $64 milion -- to $620 million -- to help nearly all the Nation’s
schools inoculate children against increasing drug abuse and violence through
classroom instruction, teacher training, and security measures.

INTERNATIONAL PROGRAMS AND INTERDICTION: The budget proposes
$230 million for the State Department’s counter-narcotics efors in source
countries and anti- crime programs, 8 percent more than in 1997, with most of the
increase for programs in Peru.

SOUTHWEST BORDER: The budget includes increases in DEA, FBI, and
Customs efforts on the Southwest border.

The audience will include members of the President’s Drug Council, Members
of Congress, 10 youth from local Boys and Girls Clubs of America, leaders in
the anti-drug and law enforcement communities.

. PARTICIPANTS:
- The President
- The Vice President
- General Barry McCaffrey
- Nathan Habel, 8th grade Boys and Girls Club Member

Also on stage:

- Attorney General Reno
- Secretary Rubin

- Secretary Shalala

- Secretary Riley

- Secretary Slater

- General Shalikashvilli

IV. SEQUENCE OF EVENTS:
- The Vice President makes welcoming remarks
- General McCaffrey makes remarks and introduces Nathan Habel
- Nathan Habel makes remarks and introduces the President
- The President makes remarks then departs.
V. PRESS COVERAGE:
Open
VI. REMARKS:

Prepared by Carolyn Curiel in Speech Writing.



DRAFT

THE NATIONAL
- DRUG CONTROL
STRATEGY: 1997

DRAFT



DRAFT

DRAFT



-

DRAFT

To the Congress of the United States

[ am pleased to transmit the 1997 National Drug Control Strategy to the Congress. This strategy
renews our bipartisan commitment to reducing drug abuse and its destructive consequences. It
reflects the combined and coordinated Federal effort that is directed by National Drug Control
Policy Director Barry McCaffrey and includes every department and over 50 agencies. It enlists
all State and local leaders from across the country who must share in the responsibility to pro-
tect our children and all citizens from the scourge of illegal drugs.

In the 1996 National Drug Control Strategy, we set forth the basis of a coherent, rational, long-
term national effort to reduce illicit drug use and its consequences. Building upon that frame-
work, the 1997 National Drug Control Strategy adopts a 10-year national drug-control strategy
that includes quantifiable measures of effectiveness. The use of a long-term strategy, with annu-
al reports to the Congress and consistent outreach to the American people on our progress, will
allow us to execute a dynamic, comprehensive plan for the Nation and will help us to achieve

our goals.

We know from the past decade of Federal drug control efforts that progress in achieving our
goals will not occur overnight. But our success in reducing casual drug use over the last decade
demonstrates that drug abuse is not an incurable social ill. Thanks to the bipartisan efforts of the
Congress and the past three administrations, combined with broad-based efforts of citizens and
communities throughout the United States, we have made tremendous progress since the 1970’
in reducing drug use.

Nonetheless, we are deeply concemed about the rising trend of drug use by young Americans.
While overall use of drugs in the United States has fallen dramatically — by half in 15 years
— adolescent drug abuse continues to rise. Thatis why the number one goal of our strategy is to
motivate America’s youth to reject illegal drugs and substance abuse.

Our strategy contains programs that will help youth to recognize the terrible risks associated
with the use of illegal substances. The cornerstone of this effort will be our national media cam-
paign that will target our youth with a consistent anti-drug message. But government cannot do
this job alone. We challenge the national media and entertainment industry to join us — by
renouncing the glamorization of drug abuse and realistically portraying its consequences.

All Americans must accept responsibility to teach young people that drugs are wrong, drugs are
iltegal, and drugs are deadly. We must renew our commitment to the drug prevention strategies
that deter first-time drug use and halt the progression from alcohol and tobacco use to illicit
drugs.

While we continue to teach our children the dangers of drugs, we must also increase the safety
of our citizens by substantially reducing drug-related crime and violence. At the beginning of
my Administration, we set out to change this country’s approach to crime by putting more police
officers on our streets, taking guns out of the hands of criminals and juveniles, and breaking the
back of violent street gangs. We are making a difference. For the fifth year in a row serious crime
in this country has declined. This is the longest period of decline in over 25 years. But our work
is far from done and we must continue to move in the right direction.

DRAFT THE NATIONAL DRUG CONTROL STAATEGY: 1997 iii
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More than half of all individuals brought into the Nation's criminal justice systems have sub-
stance abuse problems. Unless we also break the cycle of drugs and violence, criminal addicts
will end up back on the street, committing more crimes, and back in the criminal justice system,
still hooked on drugs. The criminal justice system should reduce drug demand -— not prolong or
tolerate it. Our strategy implements testing and sanctions through coerced abstinence as a way
to reduce the level of drug use in the population of offenders under criminal justice supervision,
and thereby reduce the level of other criminal behavior.

Our strategy supports the expansion of drug-free workplaces, which have proven so successful
and we will continue to seek more effective, efficient, and accessible drug treatment to ensure
that we are responsive to emerging drug-abuse trends.

We must continue to shield America’s air, land, and sea frontiers from the drug threat. By
devoting more resources to protecting the Southwest border than ever before, we are increasing
drug seizures, stopping drug smugglers, and distupting major drug trafficking operations. We must
continue our interdiction efforts, which have greatly disrupted the trafficking pattems of cocaine
smugglers and have blocked the free flow of cocaine through the western Caribbean into Florida
and the Southeast.

Our comprehensive effort to reduce the drug flow cannot be limited to seizing drugs as they
enter the United States. We must persist in our efforts to break foreign and domestic sources of
supply. We know that by working with source and transit nations, we can greatly reduce foreign
supply. International criminal narcotics organizations are a threat to our national security. But
if we target these networks, we can dismantle them — as we did the Cali Cartel.

We will continue to oppose all calls for the legalization of illicit drugs. Our vigilance is needed
now more than ever. We will continue to ensure that all Americans have access to safe and
effective medicine. However, the current drug legalization movement sends the wrong message
to our children. It undermines the concerted efforts of parents, educators, businesses, elected
leaders, community groups, and others to achieve a healthy, drug-free society.

[ am confident that the national challenge of drug abuse can be met by extending our strategic
vision into the future, educating citizens, treating addiction, and seizing the initiative in dealing
with criminals who traffic not only in illegal drugs but in human misery and lost lives.

Every year drug abuse kills 14,000 Americans and costs taxpayers nearly $70 billion. Drug
abuse fuels spouse and child abuse, property and violent crime, the incarceration of young men
and women, the spread of AIDS, workplace and motor vehicle accidents, and absenteeism in the
work force.

For our children’s sake and the sake of this Nation, this menace must be confronted through a
rational, coherent, cooperative, and long-range strategy. 1 ask the Congress to join me in a part-
nership to carry out this national strategy to reduce illegal drug use and its devastating impact on

DR AFT THE WHITE HOUSE
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Foreword

The 1997 National Drug Control Strategy is a statement of will and a guide to action. lts overarching pur-
pose is the reduction of illegal drug use and the harm it causes. It is inspired by a long-term vision of a
nation free of drug abuse in which yourhful dreams are fulfilled and the ideals of democracy are realized.

The Strategy offers a comprehensive, balanced approach to reduce demand for illegal drugs and decrease
their availability. It applies the necessary resources, programs, and initiatives to make significant inroads
toward overcoming the nation's drug problem. The Strategy’s message is clear:

To our children and their parents and mentors, we offer the tools for making the right choice to reach
adulthood free of illegal substance.

To our communities troubled by dangers of the drug trade, we provide law enforcement and social ser-
vices thar promote a safer, more wholesome environment.

To those caught in the grip of drug abuse, we make available education, prevention, and treatment to
help afflicted individuals become contributing citizens.

To criminals who display a callous disregard for our laws and people, we announce our determination to
uphold the legal system and bring offenders to justice.

To the nations of the world, we commit ourselves to working cooperatively to stop the insidious trade in
illegal drugs.

To our citizens, we pledge to make progress towards our goals.

The 1997 National Drug Control Strategy embodies the collective will of the American people. It is
charged with their determination to overcome the problem of drug abuse and its devastating conse-
quences. It is built from the fiber of their optimism. It reflects their belief that this country can become
safer, healthier, and imbued with the vigor of thriving communities and contributing citizens.

TR

Barry R. McCaffrey
Direcror
Office of National Drug Control Policy

NPRAEFT
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The National Drug Control Strategy: 1997
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[. The Purposes and
Nature of Strategy

“The care of human life and happiness, and not
their destruction, is the first and only legitimate object
of good government.” — Thomas Jefferson

Drug Control Strategy: An Overview

he first duty of government is to

protect its citizens. The

Constitution of the United States

— as interpreted over 208 years —

articulares the obligation of the

federal government to uphold the
public good, providing a bulwark against all
threats, foreign and domestic. lllegal drugs
constitute one such threat. Toxic, addictive
substances present a hazard to society as a whole.
Like a corrosive, insidious cancer, drug abuse
diminishes the potential of our citizens for full
growth and development.

The traditions of American govemment and
democracy affirm self-determination and freedom.
While government must minimize interference in
the private lives of citizens, it cannot deny security
to individuals and the collective culture the people
uphold. Drug abuse and its consequences destroy
personal liberty and the well-being of
communities. Crime, violence, anti-social
behavior, accidents, unintended pregnancies, drug-
exposed infants, and addiction are only part of the
price illegal drug use imposes on society. Every
drug user risks his ability to think rationally and his
potential for a full, productive life. Drug abuse
drains the physical and moral strength of America.
It spawns global criminal syndicates and bankrolls
those who sell drugs to children. lllegal drugs
foster crime and violence in our inner cities,

DRAFT

suburbs, and rural areas.

Drug-induced deaths increased 47 percent
berween 1990 and 1994 and number
approximately 14,000 a year.' Illegal drugs also
burden our society with approximately $67 billion
in social, health, and criminal costs each year.?
Absent effective government action, the damage
to our country would be even greater. Historians
have documented America’s experience with
addictive drugs over the past two hundred years.
The ebb and flow of drug use recurred in roughly -
thirty-year cycles: an uninformed or forgetful
public becomes indifferent to the dangers of rising
drug use only to recoil at its devastating
consequences. For the benefit of all Americans,
the 1997 National Drug Control Strategy sets a
steady course to reduce drug abuse and its
detrimental consequences.

A Comprehensive Ten-Year Plan

Strategy considers the relationship between
available resources and goals. As an executable
plan, it offers ways to achieve ends in an efficient
manner. Strategy sets the timetable for efforts
undertaken and reassesses relevance as conditions
change. Strategy also embodies will. With a sense
of optimism, the American people dedicare
themselves to the proposition that our country
can become safer and healthier, imbued with the
vigor of thriving communities and contributing
citizens.

The National Drug Contral Serategy is designed to
provide guidance for the long- term. It proposes a
ten-year commitment supported by five-year

THE NATIONAL DAUG CoNTROL STRATEGY: 1987 3
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THE PURPOSES AND NATURE OF STRATEGY

budgets so thar continuity of effort can help
ensure success. he strategy addresses the two
sides of the challenge: limiting availability of
illegal drugs and reducing demand. This
document contains our collective wisdom for
confronting itlegal drugs. It provides general
guidance while identifying specific initiatives.
Particular programs will be reassessed annually to
maximize opportunities for success, but the overall
approach must be sustained. The challenge is to
reinforce progress while not wasting resources on
unproductive efforts. Nevertheless, sufficient
time must be allorred to a program lest premature
evaluation distort findings.

The National Drug Control Strategy is America’s
main guide in the struggle to decrease illegal drug
use. The strategy provides a compass for the
nation to reach this critical objective. Developed
in consultation with public and private organiza-
tions, it sets a course for the nation's collective
effort against drugs.

The Mandate for a National Drug Control

Strategy

The Controlled Substances Act, Title I of the
Comprehensive Drug Abuse Prevention and Control
Act of 1970, is the legal foundation of the
government’s fight against abuse of drugs and other
substances. This law consolidates numerous
regulations pertaining to the manufacture and
distribution of narcotics, stimulants, depressants,
hallucinogens, anabolic steroids, and chemicals used
in the illicit production of controlled substances.

The federal Anti-Drug Abuse Act of 1988
established as a policy goal of the United States
government the creation of a drug-free America. A
key provision of that act was the establishment of the
Office of National Drug Policy o set priorities and
objectives for narional drug control, promulgate the
National Drug Control Strategy on an annual basis, and
oversee the strategys implementation. Congress
requires that the strategy be comprehensive and
research-based; contain long-range goals and shorter-
term, measurable objectives; and seek to reduce drug
abuse and its consequences. Specifically, drug abuse
is likely to be curbed by: reducing the number of

4 THe NaTioNat DRuG ConTrOL STRATEGY: 1997

illegal drug users; preventing use of illegal drugs,
alcohol, and tobacco by underage youth; and
reducing the availability of illegal drugs.

Evolution of the National Drug Control
Strategy

Since passage of the Anti-Drug Abuse Act,
seven formal versions of the National Drug Control
Strategy have been drafted. All defined the
reduction in demand for illegal drugs as a main
focus of drug control efforts. In addition, the
documents soon recognized the prevention of
drug, alcohol, and tobacco use among youth as the
most important goal. The various strategies
realized that no single approach could rescue the
nation from the cycle of drug abuse. A consensus
was reached that drug prevention, education, and
treatment must be complemented by drug supply
reduction abroad, on our borders, and within the
United States. Each strategy also shared the
commitment to maintain and enforce anti-drug
laws. Finally, these strategies tied policy to an
increasingly scientific, research-based body of
knowledge about the nation’s drug problems.

Over the years, the drug strategies codified
desirable outcomes as “goals.” In 1996, the
strategy established five major goals as the basis for
a coherent, rational, long-term national effort.
Subsequently, the Office of National Drug
Control Policy solicited and received nattonwide
comments on last year’s edition; this feedback
informed the 1997 strategy. The resulting
document is offered as a distillation of the
national experience and a conceptual framework
for reducing illegal drug use and its consequences
over the next decade.

Elements of the 1997 National Drug
Control Strategy

® Democratic. Our nation’s domestic challenge is
to reduce drug use and its consequences while
protecting individual liberties. Our international
challenge is to develop effective programs that
reduce the cultivation, production, and
trafficking of illegal drugs while supporting
democratic governance and human rights.

DRAFT
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¢ Qutcome-oriented. A decrease in drug use and
its negative consequences is the desired
outcome of this Strategy. All initiatives. in the
strategy must serve that end. Over the course of
ten years, many programs will adapt or evolve as
we assess the progress that has been made.

Balanced. Reducing the drug problem in
America requires a multi-faceted, balanced
program. We cannot hope to decrease drug
abuse by relying exclusively on one approach.
William Bennert laid out in the 1989 National
Drug Control Strategy a lesson that still applies
today: “... no single tactic — pursued alone or to
the detriment of other possible and valuable
initiatives — can work to contain or reduce drug
use.” We can expect no panacea, no “silver
bullet.” We can neither arrest nor educate our
way out of this problem. The 1997 Strategy
presents a range of approaches that promise,
when raken together, to decrease illegal drug use
in America.

* Long-term. There can be no short-term
solutions to a problem that requires education of
each generation and resolute opposition to
criminal traffickers. QOur approach must be long-
term and continuous. We will marshal the
resources to resist drug traffickers, manage the
social trauma of drug abuse, and create the
engaged, supportive, community environment
needed to educate American youth. The 1997
Strategy outlines a range of approaches that
promise, when raken together, to decrease drug
abuse in America for generations.

* Wide-ranging. One consequence of modem
communication and transportation is a
“shrinking” of the world and the nation. Drug
abuse is not limited to one region of the country
or one country in the world. The Serategy uses
initiatives like prevention, education, treatment,
research, law enforcement, interdiction, and
illicit drug crop reduction to deal with illegal
drug use across the spectrum of human
organization. We cannot stop drug use and abuse
in America while allowing traffickers to subvert
other governments, establish safe-havens in
some countries, or overwhelm the capabilities of
local law enforcement. The initiatives in the

DRAFT

1997 Strategy establish a partnership among
federal, state, and local governments, and with
community-based organizations and the private
sector, to solve common problems.

¢ Realistic. Some people believe that drug use is
so deeply embedded in society that we can never
hope to decrease it. Others feel that the
problem can be solved in short order if
draconian measures are adopred. Avoiding
extremes, the Strategy rejects both of these
views. We can reduce drug use without
compromising American ideals if we maintain
adequate resolve.

® Introspective. If the strategy is to be dynamic
and successful, it must incorporate a self-
assessment process.  We must measure
objectively the progress or failure of a project
and modify tactics accordingly.

An Enduring Challenge

Drug abuse has plagued America for more than a
century. To turn that negative experience around will
require perseverance and vigilance. QOur nation can
contain and decrease the damage wrought by drug
abuse and its consequences. But we will have to apply
ourselves with a resolve marked by continuing
education for our citizens, the determination to resist
criminals who traffic in illegal drugs, and the patience
and compassion to treat individuals caught in the grip
of illegal drugs.

The metaphor of a “war on drugs” is misleading.
Wars are expected to end. Addressing drug abuse is a
continuous challenge; the moment we believe
ourselves to be victorious and free to relax our resolve,
drug abuse will rise again. Furthermore, the Unirted
States does not wage war on its citizens, many of
whom are the victims of drug abuse. These
individuals must be helped, not defeated. It is the
suppliers of illegal drugs, both foreign and domestic,
who must be thwarted.

A more appropriate analogy for the drug problem is
cancer. Dealing with cancer is a long-term
proposition. [t requires the mobilization of support
mechanisms — human, medical, educational, and
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societal, among others — to check its spread, deal
with its consequences, and improve the prognosis.
Resistance to its spread is necessary, but so is patience,
compassion, and the will to cary on against its
inroads. Pain must be managed while the root cause
isattacked. The road to recovery is long and complex.
Decreasing illegal drug use in America is a
difficule task. The 1997 Strategy provides a long-
term vision that can be implemented, measured,
and adapted to secure our goal. The duty of the
federal government is to help communities resist
drug abuse and overcome its consequences.
- Ultimately, each American must make his or her
own decision about whether to begin or stop using
illegal drugs and how to enable communities to
overcome the impact of drug abuse. The National
Drug Control Strategy focuses government
resources to help Americans make the right
decisions — for their individual well-being and for
society — and to reduce the cancer of drugs in
America.

THE PurP0SES AND NATURE OF STRATEGY

Endrnotes

1. National Center for Health Statistics, Advance Report of
Final Mortalicy Statistics, 1994, Vol. 45. No. 3, Supple-
ment (Hyattsville, Md.: U.S. Department of Health and
Human Services, September 30, 1996).

2. Dorothy P. Rice, unpublished data (San Francisco, Calif:
Institute for Health and Aging, University of California).
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[I. America’s Drug
Abuse Profile

Fewer Americans Are Using lllegal Drugs by almost 50 percent from the 1979 high of
twenty-five million — a decrease that represents

n estimated 12.8 million an extraordinary change in behavior. Despite the

Americans, about 6 percent of dramatic drop, more than a third of all Americans

the household population aged twelve and older have tried an illicit drug. Ninety

twelve and older, use illegal percent of those who have used illegal drugs used

drugs on a current basis {within marijuana or hashish. Approximately a third used

the past thirty days). This cocaine or took a prescription type drug for
number of “past-month” drug users has declined nonmedical reasons. About a fifth used LSD.

Figure 2-1
Past Month Users of Any illicit Drugs, Cocaine, and Marijuana,
25
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Source: National Household Survey on Drug Abuse, National Institute on Drug Abuse (1985-91}), Substance Abuse
and Mental Health Services Administration, (1992-95)
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AMERICA'S DRUG ABUSE PROFILE

Fortunately, nearly sixty million Americans who
used illicit drugs during youth, as adults reject
these substances.'

Drug Use is a Shared Problem

Many Americans believe that drug abuse is not
their problem. They have misconceptions that drug
users belong to a segment of society different from
their own or that drug abuse is remote from their
environment. They are wrong. Almost three
quarters of drug users are employed. A majority of
Americans believe that drug use and drug-related
crime are among our nation's most pressing social
problems.? Approximately 45 percent of Americans
know someone with a substance abuse problem.

While drug use and its consequences threaten
Americans of every socio-economic background,

geographic region, educational level, and ethnic
and racial identity, the effects of drug use are often
felt disproportionally. Neighborhoods where
illegal drug markets flourish are plagued by
atcendant crime and violence. Americans who
lack comprehensive health plans and have smaller
incomes may be less able to afford treatment
programs to overcome drug dependence. What all
Americans must understand is that no one is
immune from the consequences of drug use. Every
family is wvulnerable. We must make a
commitment to reducing drug abuse and not
mistakenly assume that illegal drugs are someone
else’s concern.

Cocaine. The number of cocaine users in the
United Srares has declined dramatically since the
high point in 1985. In 1995, 1.5 million
Americans were current cocaine users, a (4
percent decline from 5.7 million a decade earlier.

Figure 2-2

Annual U.S. Consumption of Cocaine by Type of User, 1972-92
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Source: Modeling the Demand for Cocaine, RAND Corporation, 1994
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in addition, fewer people are trying cocaine. The
estimated 533,000 first-time users in 1994
represented a 60 percent decline from
approximately 1.3 million cocaine initiates per
vear between 1980 and 1984. While these figures
indicate significant progress, the number of
frequent users in 1995 — estimated at 582,000
{255,000 of whom use crack) — has not changed
markedly since 1985 The Rand Corporation
estimates that chronic users account for two-
thirds of the U.S. demand for cocaine.* Thus,
while the number of cocaine users has dropped,
the amount of cocaine consumed in America has
not declined commensurably.

Heroin. Some 600,000 people in the United
States are addicted to heroin, an increase over the
estimated number of addicts during the 1970s and

1980s.° While injection remains the most
practical and efficient means of administering
low-purity heroin, the availability of high-purity
heroin makes snorting or smoking viable options.
As more chronic users tum to snorting heroin,
consumption has increased dramatically compared
to consumption a decade ago when injection was
the only option available.® The April 1996 Pulse
Check, a survey conducted by the Office of
National Drug Control Policy, found that while
most heroin users are older, long-term drug
abusers, growing numbers of teenagers and young
adults are using the drug.’

Marijuana. In 1995, an estimated 9.8 million
Americans (77 percent of all current illicic drug
users) were smokers of marijuana - making it the
most-commonly-used illicit drug. Approximately

Figure 2-3

Cocaine and Marijuana First Time Users, 1985-94
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Source: National Household Survey on Drug Abuse, Substance Abuse and Mental Health Services
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AMERICA'S DRUG ABUSE PROFILE

57 percent of current illicit drug users limit
consumption exclusively to marijuana. In 1995,
five million U.S. citizens used marijuana
frequently (defined as at least fifty-one days a
year), which was a significantly lower figure than
the estimated 8.4 million frequent marijuana users
in 1985. However, the annual number of
marijuana iniriates rose since 1991, reaching 2.3
million in 1994.%

Methamphetamine. Methamphetamine use is
increasing. An estimated 4.7 million Americans
have tried this drug.’ Findings by the National
Institute of Justice’s Drug Use Forecasting
program, which regularly tests arrestees for drug
use in twenty-three cities, suggest that
methamphetamine is - present in  many
communities across the country and that its
prevalence is greatest in the West, Southwest, and
Midwest.® In 1995, approximately 6 percent of

adult and juvenile arrestees, from all sites, tested
positive for methamphetamine. Eight locations
(San Diego, Phoenix, San Jose, Portland, Omaha,
Los Angeles, Denver, and Dallas) reported
significant rates of methamphetamine use.

Other lllicit Drugs. In 1995, the prevalence of
current use of other illicit drugs, including
hallucinogens, inhalants, and psychotherapeutics,
was less than 1 percent. Only hallucinogen use
showed any significant change berween 1994 and
1995, rising from 0.4 percent to 0.7 percent.
Despite last year's ban on importation, Rohypnol, a
powerful sedative, is still found in the Southeast and
Mid-Atlantic regions. Ethnographers note that this
substance was formerly one of several “club drugs”
young people used, which now may be reaching a
wider audience." Other “club drugs” — including
Ketamine, Quaaludes, Xanax, MDMA, and LSD —
continue to gain popularity among young adults.

Figure 2-4

Drug Use Forecasting Sites Where Methamphetamine Use Was Highest

in 1995
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Trends in Youth Drug Use

The most alarming trend is the increasing use of
illegal drugs, tobacco, and alcohol among youth.
Children who use these substances increase the
chance of acquiring life-long dependency
problems. They also incur greater health risks.
Every day, three thousand children begin smoking
cigarettes regularly; as a result, a third of these
youngsters will have their lives shortened.”
According to a study conducted by Columbia
University’s Center on Addiction and Substance
Abuse, children who smoke marijuana are eighty-
five times more likely to use cocaine than peers
who never tried marijuana.” The use of illicit
drugs among eighth graders is up 150 percent over
the past five years." While alarmingly high, the
prevalence of drug use among today’s young
people has not returned to near-epidemic levels of
the late 1970s. The most important challenge for
drug policy is to reverse these dangerous trends.

Early drug use often leads to other forms of
unhealthy, unproductive behavior. Illegal drugs
are associated with premature sexual activity
(with atrendant risks of unwanted pregnancy and
exposure to sexually-transmitted diseases like
HIV/AIDS), delinquency, and involvement in the
criminal justice system.

Overall Use of Illegal Drugs. In 1995, 10.9
percent of all youngsters between twelve and
seventeen years of age used illicit drugs on a past-
month basis.” This rate has risen substantially
compared to 8.2 percent in 1994, 5.7 percent in
1993, and 5.3 percent in 1992 — the historic low
in the trend since the 1979 high of 16.3 percent.
The University of Michigan’s 1996 Monitoring the
Future study found that more than half of all high
school students use illicit drugs by the time they
graduate.

Cocaine Use Among Youth. Cocaine use is not
prevalent among young people. In 1996,
approximately 2 percent of twelfth graders were
current cocaine users. While this figure was up
from a low of 1.4 percent in 1992, it was still 70
percent lower than the 6.7 percent high in 1985.
Among twelfth graders in 1996, 7.1 percent had

ever tried cocaine — up from the 1992 low of 6.1
percent but much lower than the 1985 high of
17.3 percent. However, during the past five years,
liferime use of cocaine has nearly doubled among
eighth graders, reaching 4.5 percent in 1996." A
similar trend is identified in the 1995 National
Household Survey on Drug Abuse, which showed
a drop in the mean age for first use of cocaine from
23.3 years in 1990 to nineteen in 1994."

Heroin Use Among Youth. Heroin use is also not
prevalent among young people. The 1996
Monitoring The Future study found that 1 percent of
twelfth graders had used heroin in the past year,
and half of 1 percent had done so within the last
thirty days. Encouragingly, both figures were lower
than the 1995 findings. However, the 1996 survey
showed that the number of youths who ever used
heroin doubled berween 1991 and 1996 among
eighth and twelfth graders, reaching 2.4 percent
and 1.8 percent respectively.”

Marijuana Use Among Youth. Marijuana use
continues to be a major problem among the
nation’s young people. Almost one in four high
school seniors used marijuana on a “past-month”
basis in 1996 while less than 10 percent used any
other illicit drug with the same frequency.
Within the past year, nearly twice as many seniors
used marijuana as any other illicit drug.”
Marijuana also accounts for most of the increase
in illicit drug use among youths aged twelve to
seventeen. Between 1994 and 1995, the rate of
marijuana use among this age-group increased
from 6 percent to 8.2 percent (a 37 percent
increase). Furthermore, adolescents are
beginning to smoke marijuana at a younger age.
The mean age of first use dropped from 17.8 years
in 1987 to 16.3 years in 1994.%

Alcohol Use Among Youth. Alcohol is the drug
most often used by young people. Approximately
one in four tenth grade students and one third of
twelfth graders report having had five or more
drinks on at least one occasion within two weeks of
the survey.” The average age of first drinking has
declined to 15.9 years, down from 1987's average of
17.4 years.”
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Figure 2-5
Past 30-Day Use of Selected Drugs Among 8th, 10th, 12th Graders,
1991-96
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Tobacco Use Among Youth. Despite a decline in
adult smoking, American youth continue to use
tobacco products at rising rates. In 1996, more
than a third of high school seniors smoked
cigarettes, and more than one in five did so daily.
These percentages are greater than at any time

since the 1970s.2

Other Iilicit Drug Use Among Youth. After
marijuana, stimulants (a category that includes
methamphetamine) are the second-most-
commonly used illicit drug among young people.
Abour 5 percent of high school students use
stimulants on a monthly basis, and 10 percent have
done so within the past year. Encouragingly, the
use of inhalants — the third-most-common illicit
substance — declined among eighth, tenth, and
twelfth graders in 1996. LSD however, was used by
8.8 percent of twelfth graders during the past year.

Consequences of lllicit Drug Use

The social and health costs to society of illicit
drug use are staggering. Drug-related illness,
death, and crime cost the nation approximately
$66.9 billion. Every man, woman, and child in
America pays nearly $1,000 annually to cover the
expense of unnecessary health care, extra law
enforcement, auto accidents, crime, and lost
productivity resulting from substance abuse.”
Illicit drug use hurts families, businesses, and
neighborhoods; impedes education; and chokes
criminal justice, health, and social service systems.

Health Consequences

Drug-Related Medical Emergencies Are at a
Historic High. The Drug Abuse Warning
Network (DAWN), which studies drug-related
hospital emergency room episodes, provides a useful
snapshot of the health consequences of America’s

Figure 2-6

Heroin, and Marijuana, 1988-95
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drug problem. In 1995, DAWN estimated thar
531,800 drug-related episodes occurred — slightly
more than the 518,500 incidents in 1994, The
1995 figure marks the first time in the past five
years that drug-related emergency department
episodes did not rise significantly.®

DAWN also found that cocaine-related episodes
remain ar a historic high. Heroin-related
emergencies increased berween 1990 and 1995 by
124 percent. While no meaningful change
occurred in the number of methamphetamine-
related episodes berween 1994 and 1995, a marked
increase did occur between 1991 and 1994 when
the figure rose from five thousand to nearly
eighteen thousand.

Nearly 40 percent of deaths connected with
illegal drugs strike people berween age thirty and
thirty-nine, a group with elevated rates of chronic
problems due to drug abuse.” Overall rates are
higher for men than for women, and for blacks
than for whites.® AIDS is the fastest-growing
cause of all illegal drug-related deaths. More than
33 percent of new AIDS cases affect injecring drug
users and their sexual partners.”

The Consequences of Heroin Addiction are
Becoming More Evident. Heroin-related deaths in
some cities increased dramatically berween 1993
and 1994 (the most recent year for which these
statistics are available). In Phoenix, heroin fatalities
were up 34 percent, 29 percent in Denver, and 25
percent in New Orleans.*® The annual number of
heroin-related emergency room mentions increased
frorn 34,000 in 1990 to 76,023 in 19953

Maternal Drug Abuse Contributes to Birth
Defects and Infant Mortality. A survey
conducted between 1992 and 1993 estimated that
5.5 percent, or about 221,000 women, used an
illicit drug at least once during their pregnancy.*
Marijuana was used by about 2.9 percent, or
119,000; cocaine was used by about 1.1 percent, or
45,000.” Infants born to mothers who abuse drugs
may go through withdrawal or have other medical
problems at birth. Recent research also suggests
that drug-exposed infants may develop poorly
because of stress caused by the mother’s drug use.

These children experience double jeopardy: they
often suffer from biological vulnerability due to
prenatal drug exposure, which can be exacerbated
by poor caretaking and multiple separations
resulting from the drug user’s lifestyle.

Marernal substance abuse is associated with
increased risk of infant mortality or death of the
child during the first year of life. An in-depth
study of infant mortality conducted on women
receiving Medicaid, in the state of Washington
from 1988 through 1990, showed an infant
mortality rate of 14.9 per one thousand births
among substance-abusing women as compared
to 10.7 per one thousand for women on
Medicaid who were not substance abusers.** In
addition, this research indicated that infants
born to drug-abusing women are 2.5 times more
likely to die from Sudden Infant Death
Syndrome (SIDS).

Chronic Drug Use is Related to Other Health
Problems. The use of illegal drugs is associated
with a range of other diseases, including
tuberculosis and hepatitis. Chronic users are
particularly susceptible to sexually-transmitrable
diseases and represent “core transmitters” of these
infections. High risk sexual behavior associared
with crack and injection drug use has been shown
to enhance the transmission and acquisition of

both HIV and other STDs.

Underage Use of Alcohol and Tobacco Can
Lead to Premature Death. Eighty-two percent
of all people who try cigarettes do so by age
eighteen.”” Approximately 4.5 million American
children under eighteen now smoke, and every
day another three thousand adolescents become
regular smokers.* Seventy percent of adolescent
smokers say they would not have started if they
could choose again.” In excess of 400,000 people
die every year from smoking-related diseases —
more than from alcohol, crack, heroin, murder,
suicide, car accidents, and AIDS combined.’®

Alcohol has a devastating impact on young
people. Eight young people a day die in alcohol-
related car crashes.” According to the National
Highway Traffic Safety Administration, 7,738
intoxicated drivers between the ages of sixteen
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and twenty were fatally injured in 1996.%¥ The
younger an individual starts drinking and the
greater the intensity and frequency of alcohol
consumption, the greater the risk of using other
drugs.” Two and-a-half million teenagers reported
they did not know that a person can die from
alcohol overdose.”

Drug Abuse Burdens the Workplace. Seventy-
one percent of all illicit drug users aged eighteen
and older (7.4 million adults) are employed,
including 5.4 million full-time workers and 1.9
million part-time workers.” Drug users decrease
workplace productivity. An ongoing, nationwide
study conducted by the U.S. Postal Service has
compared the job performance of drug users versus
non-users. Among drug users, absenteeism is 66
percent higher, health benefit utilization is 84
percent greater in dollar terms, disciplinary actions
are 90 percent higher, and there is significantly
higher employee tumover.”

The workplace can function as a conduit for
information on substance-abuse prevention and
identification both to adults — many of whom, as
parents, are not being reached through more
traditional means — and to youth who are
employed while attending school. The threat of
job loss remains one of the most effective ways to
motivate substance abusers to get help. The
workplace provides many employees (and
families) who seek help for a substance-abuse
problem with access to treatment. Since evidence
shows thar substance-abuse treatment can reduce
job-related problems and result in abstinence,
many employers sponsor employee-assistance
programs (EAPs), conduct drug testing, or have
procedures for detecting substance-abuse and
promoting early treatment.

Figure 2-7
Drug Related Arrests, 1988—-95
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The Cost of Drug-Related Crime

Drug abuse takes a toll on society that can only
be partially measured. While we are able 1o
estimate the number of drug-related crimes that
occur each year, we can never determine fully the
extent to which the quality of life in America’s
neighborhoods has been diminished by drug-
related criminal behavior. With the exception of
drug-related homicides, which have declined in
recent years, drug-related crime is continuing at a
strong and steady pace.

Numerous Drug-Related Arrests Occur Each
Year. In 1994, state and local law enforcement
agencies made an estimated 1.14 million arrests
for drug law violations. The largest percentage of
these arrests were for drug possession (75.1
percent).®

Arrestees Frequently Test Positive for Recent
Drug Use. The National Institute of Justice Drug

Use Forecasting (DUF) program calculates the
percentage of arrested individuals whose urine
indicates drug use. In 1995, DUF data collected
from male arrestees in twenty-three cities showed
that the percentage testing positive for any drug
ranged from 51 percent to 83 percent. Female
arrestees ranged from 41 percent to 84 percent.
Among males, arrestees charged with drug
possession or sale were most likely to test positive
for drug use. Among females, arrestees charged
with prostitution, drug possession or sale were most
likely to test positive for drug use. Both males and
females arrested for robbery, burglary, and stealing
vehicles had high positive rates.*

Drug Offenders Crowd the Nation’s Prisons and
Jails. At midyear 1996, there were 93,167 inmates
in federal prisons, 1,019,281 in state prisons, and
518,492 in jails.” In 1994, 59.5 percent of federal
prisoners were drug offenders® as were 22.3 percent
of the inmates in state prisons.” The increase in
drug offenders accounts for nearly three quarters of

Figure 2-8
Number of Persons in Federal and State Prisons and Local Jails, 1985-96
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Figure 2-9
Drug Use* Among Booked Arrestees, 1995
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the total growth in federal prison inmates since
1980. Most drug offenders are imprisoned for
possessing more drugs than possibly could be
consumed by one individual distributing drugs or
committing serious crimes related to drug sales. In
1995, for example, only 4,040 people were
sentenced in federal courts for marijuana-related
charges; 89.1 percent of those offenders were
facing trafficking charges.”

Inmates in Federal and State Prisons were often
under the Influence of Drugs when they
Committed Offenses. A 1991 survey of federal and
state prisons, found that drug offenders, burglars,
and robbers in state prisons were the most likely to
report being under the influence of drugs while
committing crimes. Inmates in state prisons who
had been convicted of homicide, assault, and public

order offenses were least likely to report being
under the influence of drugs. With the exception
of burglars, federal prison inmates were less likely
than state inmares to have committed offenses
under the influence of drugs.”

Offenders Often Commit Offenses to Support
Drug Habits. According to a 1991 joint survey of
federal and state prison inmates, an estimated 10
percent of federal prisoners and 17 percent of state
prisoners reported committing offenses in order to
pay for drugs.”

Drug Trafficking Generates Violent Crime.
Trafficking in illicit drugs is often associated with
violent crime. Reasons for this relationship include
competition for drug markets and customers,
disputes among individuals involved with illegal

Figure 2-10
Drug-Related Murders, 1988-95
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drugs, and the location of drug markets in
disadvantaged areas where legal and social controls
against violence tend to be ineffective. The
proliferation of lethal weapons in recent years has
also made drug violence more deadly.

Drug-Related Homicides Have Declined. There
was a steady decline in drug-related homicide
between 1989 and 1995. The Uniform Crime
Reports (UCR) indicated thar of 21,597
homicides committed in 1995 in which the
circumstances of the crime were known, 1,010 (ot
4.7 percent) involved drugs. This figure was
significantly lower than 7.4 percent in 1989.”

Money Laundering Harms Financial Institutions.
Money laundering involves disguising financial
assets so they can be used without the illegal
activity that produced them being detected.
Money laundering provides financial fuel not only
for drug dealers but for terrorists, arms dealers, and
other criminals who operate and expand criminal
enterprises. Drug trafficking generates tens of
billions of dollars a year; the total amount of
money involved cannot be calculated precisely. In
September 1996, the Internal Revenue Service
{IRS) estimated that 60 percent of the money
laundering cases it investigated during that fiscal
year were drug-related.™

lllegal Drugs Remain Available

lilegal drugs continue to be readily available
almost anywhere in the United States. If measured
solely in rerms of price and purity, cocaine, heroin,
and marijuana prove to be more available than
they were a decade ago when the number of
cocaine and marijuana users was much higher.

Cocaine Availability. Colombian drug cartels
continue to manage most aspects of the cocaine
trade from acquisition of cocaine base, to cocaine
production in South America and transportation,
to wholesale distribution in the United States.
Polydrug teafficking gangs in Mexico, which used
to serve primarily as transporters for the
Colombian groups, are increasingly assuming a
more prominent role in the transportation and
distribution of cocaine. Wholesale cocaine

distribution and money laundering nerworks are
typically organized into multiple cells functioning
in major merropolitan areas. Domestically, retail
level sales are conducted by a wide variety of
criminal groups. These sellers are often organized
along regional, cultural, and ethnic lines that
facilitate internal security while serving a demand
for drugs that permeates every part of our society.
Gangs — including the Crips, Bloods, and
Dominican gangs as well as Jamaican “posses”—
are primarily responsible for widespread cocaine
and crack-related violence. The migration of
gang members and “posses” to smaller U.S. cities
and rural areas has caused an increase in drug-
related homicides, armed robberies, and assaults in
those areas. According to the National Narcotics
Intelligence Consumers Committee (NNICC)
Reporr, the price and availability of cocaine in the
United States remain relatively stable. In 1995,
cocaine prices ranged nationally from $10,500 to
$36,000 per kilogram. The average purity of
cocaine at the gram, ounce, and kilogram level
also remains high. Purity of the gram (retail level)
in 1995 was approximately 61 percent while
purity per kilogram (wholesale) was 83 percent.”

Heroin Availability. Heroin continues to be
readily available in many cities. Nationally, in
1995 wholesale prices ranged from $50,000 to
$260,000 per kilogram. This wide range reflected
such variables as buyer-seller relationship,
quantity purchased, frequency of delivery, and
transportation costs. Data obtained from DEA's
Domestic Monitor Program, a retail heroin
purchase program, indicates that high-purity
Southeast Asian heroin dominates the U.S.
market. However, the availability of South
American heroin has increased steadily, reflecting
the fact that Colombian traffickers have gained a
foothold in the U.S. heroin market.*

The NNICC Report also reveals that heroin
purity levels have risen considerably. In 1993, the
average purity for retail heroin from all sources
was 39.7 percent nationwide, which was much
higher than the average of 7 percent reported a
decade ago. The retail purity of South American
heroin was the highest of any source, averaging
56.4 percent nationwide and 76 percent in New
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York City, a major importation and distribution
center. Heroin purity was generally highest in the
Northeast where a large percentage of the nation's
users live.

Marijuana Awvailability. Marijuana is the most
readily available illicit drug in the United States.
While no comprehensive survey of domestic
cannabis culrivation has been conducted, the
DEA estimates that much of the marijuana
consumed in the United States is grown
domestically. Cannabis is frequently cultivated in
remote locations and on public lands. Major
outdoor cultivation areas are found in Tennessee,
Kentucky, Hawaii, California, and New York.
Significant quantities of marijuana are also grown
indoors. The controlled environments of indoor
operations enable growers to use sophisticated
agronomic techniques to enhance the drug's
potency. The majority of the marijuana in the
United Srates comes from Mexico, much of it
being smuggled across the southwest border.
However, marijuana shipments from Colombia
and Jamaica are increasing.

Marijuana production and distribution in the
United States are highly decentralized.
Trafficking organizations range from complex
operations that import the drug, grow it
domestically, and trade within the U.S., to
individuals cultivating and selling at the retail
level. High quality marijuana is widely available
in all parts of the United States. Prices vary with
quality and range from forty to nine hundred
dollars per ounce.” Over the past decade,
marijuana prices have dropped even as the drug's
potency has increased.

Methamphetamine  Availability. Domestic
methamphetamine production and trafficking are
concentrated in the western and southwestern
regions of the United States. Clandestine
methamphetamine laboratories operating within
Mexico and California are primary sources of
supply for all areas of the United States. Mexican
polydrug trafficking groups dominate wholesale
methamphetamine distribution in the United

States, saturating the western U.S. market with |

high-purity methamphetamine. These groups

have also become a source of supply for Hawaii,
threatening to displace traditional Asian
suppliers.

LSD Availability. LSD in retail quantity can be
found in virtually every state, and availability has
increased in some states. LSD production
facilities are thought to be located on the West
Coast in the northem California and Pacific
Northwest areas. A proliferation of mail-order
sales has created a marketplace in which
distributors have no personal contact with buyers.

Availability of Other Drugs. PCP production is
centered in the greater Los Angeles metropolitan
area. Los Angeles-based streer gangs, primarily the
Crips, continue to distribute PCP to a number of
U.S. cities through cocaine trafficking operations.
MDMA — a drug related to methamphetamine
and known by such street names as Ecstasy, XTC,
Clarity, Essence, and Doctor — is produced in west
Texas and on the West Coast. It is distributed
across the country by independent traffickers
through the mail or commercial delivery services.
MDMA is often sold in tablet form with dosage
units of 55 to 150 milligrams. Retail prices range
from six to thirty dollars.®

In 1995, an influx of flunitrazepam (Rohypnol)
tablets reached the Gulf Coast and other areas of the
United States. Manufactured legally by Hoffman-
LaRoche in Colombia, Mexico, and Switzerland,
Rohypnol has been reported to be combined with
alechol and cocaine, and is becoming known as the
“date rape” drug. Illegal in the United States, it sells
wholesale for a dollar a tablet and retail from $1.25
to three dollars a tablet.®

While Progress Has Been Made, More
Remains to he Done.

We have made progress in our efforts to reduce
drug use and its consequences in America. While
America’s illegal drug problem is serious, it does
not approach the emergency situation of the late
1970s or the cocaine epidemic in the 1980s. Just 6
percent of our household population age twelve
and over was using drugs in 1995, down from 14.1
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Figure 2-11

Marijuana: Disapproval and Perceived Harmfulness of Regular
Use Compared with Past 30 Day Use Among 12th Graders, 1996
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percent in 1979. Fewer than 1 percent were using
cocaine, inhalants, or hallucinogens. The most-
commonly-used illegal drug was marijuana, taken
by 77 percent of drug users.*

As drug use became less prevalent through the
1980s, national artention to the drug problem
decreased. The Partnership for a Drug-Free
America suggests that an indicator or that
decreased attention was the reduced frequency of
anti-drug public service announcements {PSAs)
on TV, radio, and in print media. Qur children also
dropped their guard as drugs became less prevalent
and first-hand knowledge of dangerous substances
became scarce. Consequently, disapproval of drugs
and the perception of risk on the parr of young
people has declined throughout this decade. Asa

result, since 1992 more youth have been using

alcohol, tobacco, and illegal drugs.

A disturbing study prepared by CASA suggests
thar adults have become resigned to teen drug use.
In fact, nearly half the parents from the “baby-
boomer” generation expect their teenagers to try
illegal drugs® Forty percent believe they have
little influence over teenagers’ decisions about
whether to smoke, drink, or use illegal drugs. Both
of these assumptions are incorrect. Parents have
enormous influence over the decisions young

people make.

We Must Act Now to Prevent a Future
Drug Epidemic

The United States has failed to forestall resurgent
drug use among children in the ‘90s. This problem
did not develop recently. The 1993 Interim National
Drug Control Strategy highlighted the problem of
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rising drug use among American youth, quoting the
1992 Monitoring The Future study which found that
eighth graders and college students were “..
reporting higher rates of drug use in 1992 than they
did in 1991. Further, fewer eighth graders in 1992
perceived great risk with using cocaine or crack than
did eighth graders in 1991.” The continuation of
these trends has been substantiated by every
significant survey of drug use since 1993.

Qur challenge is to reverse these negative
trends. America cannot allow the relapse we have
experienced to signal a return to catastrophic
illegal drug use levels of the past. The
government has committed itself to that end; so
have non-governmental organizations such as
Community Anti-Drug Coalitions of America
(CACDA); the Partnership for a Drug-Free
America (PDFA); Columbia University’s Center
on Addiction and substance-abuse (CASA), the
Narional Center for the Advancement of
Prevention {NCAP), the Parent’s Resource
Institute for Drug Education (PRIDE), and many
others. Working together, we can succeed.
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[11. Strategic Goals

he adverse consequences of drug
use can be reduced by lessening
the demand for illegal drugs or

their availability. Neither
approach, however, is sufficient by
itself.

Demand Reduction

In a perfect world, eliminating the demand for
illegal substances would unilaterally resolve the
drug problem eventually, although in the short
run we would still have the challenge of releasing
the addicted from the grips of their habits. Absent
demand, the impetus for the drug trade — profit
— would disappear. So, too, would the social and
health costs of drug abuse. In realiry, there will
always be a demand for drugs. Some portion of
every population will continue to use illegal drugs
to escape reality, experience pleasure, follow peer
pressure, chase a misguided sense of adventure, or
rebel against authority, among other self-
destructive reasons. To counter these proclivities,
prevention activities must forestall the use of
illegal drugs, and education must convey that the
consequences of illegal drug use represent too high
a price to pay for such behavior.

Instruction about the dangers of drug abuse must
be focused on the populations most in need of it
— America's youth and their mentors. Research
indicates that if a young person abstains from
using illegal drugs, alcohol, or tobacco until at

and Objectives

least age twenty, he or she will almost certainly
avoid substance abuse for the remainder of his or
her life. Surveys have established rhat many
children abstain from using illegal drugs because
an adult they respect — usually a parent but often
a teacher, coach, religious or community leader —
convinced them thar using drugs was dangerous.
Conversely, studies show that children who use
drugs often lack appropriate adult guidance.

When properly informed, most Americans make
sound decisions. The challenge is to ensure that
our citizens understand that illegal drugs greatly
harm both individuals and society. All of us need
to recognize that drug use limits human potential.
We must make a convincing case that the
negative consequences of drug abuse far outweigh
any perceived benefit.

We must expand programs that prevent drug use
and treat individuals caught in the grip of
dependency. The more we can foster drug-free
environments — in schools, workplaces, and
communities — the less drug-induced devastation
will occur. For 3.6 million Americans caught in
the grip of addictive drugs, we are commitred to
providing opportunities for recovery. Their
effective rehabilitation would result in enormous
social, economic, and health benefits. Whether
those who become addicred are our families,
neighbors, co-workers, the homeless or
incarcerated, we must help them become drug-free
so that they can enjoy full, productive lives.
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STRATEGIC GOALS AND OBJECTIVES
OF THE 1997 NATIONAL DRUG CONTROL STRATEGY

Goal 1: Educate and enable America's youth to reject illegal drugs as well as
alcohol and tobacco.

Objective 1: Educate parents or other care givers, teachers, coaches, clergy, health professionals, and
business and community leaders to help youth reject illegal drugs and underage alcohol and robacco use.

Objective 2: Pursue a vigorous advertising and public communications program dealing with the dangers
of drug, alcohol, and tobacco use by youth.

Objective 3: Promote zero tolerance policies for youth regarding the use of illegal drugs, alcohol, and
tobacco within the family, school, workplace, and community.

Objective 4: Provide students in grades K- 12 with alcohol, tobacco, and drug prevention programs and
policies that have been evaluated and tested and are based on sound practices and procedures.

Objective 5: Support parents and adult mentors in encouraging youth to engage in positive, healthy
lifestyles and modeling behavior to be emulated by young people.

Objective 6: Encourage and assist the development of community coalitions and programs in preventing
drug abuse and underage alcohol and tobacco use.

Objective 7: Create a partnership with the media, entertainment industry, and professional sports organi-
zations to avoid the glamorization of illegal drugs and the use of alcohol and tobacco by youth.

Objective 8: Support and disseminate scientific research and data on the consequences of legalizing drugs.
Objective 9: Develop and implement a set of principles upon which prevention programming can be based.

Objective 10: Support and highlight research, including the development of scientific information, to
inform drug, alcohol, and tobacco prevention programs targeting young Americans.

Goal 2: Increase the safety of America’s citizens by substantially reducing
drug-related crime and violence.
Objective 1: Strengthen law enforcement — including federal, state, and local drug task forces — to

combar drug-related violence, disrupt criminal organizations, and arrest the leaders of illegal drug syndi-
cates.

Objective 2: improve the ébility of High Intensity Drug Trafficking Areas (HIDTAs) to counter drug
trafficking.

Objective 3: Help law enforcement to distupt money laundering and seize criminal assets.

Objective 4: Develop, refine, and implement effective rehabilitative programs — including graduated
sanctions, supervised release, and trearment for drug-abusing offenders and accused persons — at all stages
within the criminal justice system.

Objective 5: Break the cycle of drug abuse and crime.

Objective 6: Support and highlight research, including the development of scientific information and
data, to inform law enforcement, prosecution, incarceration, and treatment of offenders involved with
illegal drugs.
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Goal 3: Reduce health and social costs to the public of illegal drug use.

Objective 1: Support and promote effective, efficient, and accessible drug treatment, ensuring the devel-
opment of a system that is responsive to emerging trends in drug abuse.

Objective 2: Reduce drug-related health problems, with an emphasis on infectious diseases.

Objective 3: Promote national adoption of drug-free workplace programs that emphasize drug testing as
a key component of a comprehensive program that includes education, prevention, and intervention.

Qbjective 4: Support and promote the education, training, and credentialing of professionals who work
with substance abusers.

Objective 5: Support research into the development of medications and treatment protocols to prevent
or reduce drug dependence and abuse.

Objective 6: Support and highlight research and technology, including the acquisition and analysis of
scientific data, to reduce the health and social costs of illegal drug use.

Goal 4: Shield America’s air, land, and sea frontiers from the drug threat.

Objective 1: Conduct flexible operations to detect, distupt, deter, and seize iliegal drugs in transit to the
United States and at U.S. borders. '

Objective 2: Improve the coordination and effectiveness of U.S. drug law enforcement programs with
particular emphasis on the southwest border, Puerto Rico, and the U.S. Virgin [slands.

Objective 3: Improve bilateral and regional cooperation with Mexico as well as other cocaine and hero-
in transit zone countries in order to reduce the flow of illegal drugs into the United States.

Objective 4: Support and highlight research and technology — including the development of scientific
information and data — to detect, disrupt, deter, and seize illegal drugs in transit to the United States
and ac U.S. borders.

Goal 5: Break foreign and domestic drug sources of supply.

Objective 1: Produce a net reduction in the worldwide cultivation of coca, opium, and matijuana and in.
the production of other illegal drugs, especially methamphetamine.

Objective 2: Disrupt and dismantle major international drug trafficking organizations and arrest, prose-
cute, and incarcerate their leaders.

Objective 3: Support and complement source country drug control efforts and strengthen source country
polirical will and drug control capabilities.

Objective 4: Develop and support bilateral, regional, and multilateral initiatives and mobilize interna-
tional organizational efforts against al! aspects of illegal drug production, trafficking, and abuse.

Objective 5: Promote international policies and laws that deter money laundering and facilirate anti-
money laundering investigations as well as seizure of associated assets.

Objective 6: Support and highlight research and technology, including the development of scientific
data, to reduce the worldwide supply of illegal drugs.
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Supply Reduction

Since a permanent though varying demand for
illegal drugs is likely to persist, we must reduce the
supply of available drugs. History has
demonstrared thar the more plentiful drugs are,
the more they will be used. Conversely, the less
available drugs are, the fewer people use them.
Therefore, we should cut the supply of drugs to our
citizens. Drug availability can be decreased by
operating against every link in the drug chain
from cultivation to production and trafficking.
Drug crop culrivation must be addressed both
domestically and abroad.  Drugs must be
interdicted while in transit. The diversion of
precursor chemicals must be prevented. Illicit
profits must be traced to their criminal sources
and, where possible, seized. Trafficking
organizations must be broken. Because drug
trafficking is fundamentally a profit-oriented
enterprise, attacking the economics of every
aspect of the illegal drug industry offers a way to
reduce drug availability. Interdiction must
continue to be a vital component of a balanced
supply-reduction effort. Effective interdiction
efforts require flexible, in-depth, intelligence-
driven operations. Bilareral, multilateral,
regional, and international cooperation is critical
to the success of any interdiction campaign.

Essenrial to the reduction of drug availability is
the continued development of law enforcement
protocols and organizations that can move
effectively against sophisticated trafficking
organizations. Bilateral and multilateral
agreements with foreign governments and
cooperation among regional organizations are
important when confronting international
criminal organizations. Qur targets must be the
international and domestic drug organizations
responsible for the bulk of drug trafficking. We
must prevent the introduction of illegal drugs into
the United States by shielding our borders and
ports of entry, unilaterally where necessary and
multilaterally where possible.

Moreover, our activities beyond U.S. borders
must recognize that demand for illicit drugs
anywhere sustains global supply and traffic that

are difficult to exclude from any single country.
For this reason, and in compliance with our
obligarions under international drug control
treaties, our cooperation with other countries
includes the exchange of information, expertise,
and assistance to reduce consumption of illicit
drugs in other countries.

While seeking to reduce drug availability, we
must respect the rule of law and sovereignty of our
partners. Our objective should be to constrain the
activities of criminal drug organizations in all
aspects of the drug trade and progressively drive
them out of business. No dimension of their
operations should be immune from counteraction.

Organizational Structures

In order for demand and supply initiatives to
work, they must be supported by appropriate
organizational structures {including compre-
hensive, coordinated, community-based strate-
gies) and intergovernmental (federal, state, and
local) coordination. Information on which drug
policy decisions are based must be timely,
accurate, and available to all drug control
agencies. Initiatives should be supported by
research and the application of emerging
technologies.  Specific operations must be
supported by good intelligence that both
anticipates drug trafficking efforts and allows for
their criminal prosecution.

We are a great nation with tremendous capacity
for organizational innovation and focused
commitment of integrated, systemic, problem-
solving initiatives. However, we are up against
ruthless elements that threaten to undermine our
social fabric and harm our citizens. By thoughtful,
creative, and energetically-applied programs, we
can overcome virtually any challenge.

Drug abuse is insidious. The criminal organizations
thar traffic in drugs are sophisticared, determined,
and indifferent to the destructive impact their
merchandise has on our communities. But drug
dealers can be bested by integrated efforts to pull our
citizens back from the abyss of drug abuse.
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Goals and Objectives

The fotlowing goals and objectives establish a
framework for all national drug control agencies.
They are intended to orient the integrated activity
and budgers of all governmental bodies and
private organizations committed by charter or
inclination to reducing drug use and its
consequences in America. Over the long term,
these goals should remain relatively constant.
The supporting objectives allow for measurable
progress and can be modified as success is achieved
or new challenges emerge.

GOAL 1: EDUCATE AND ENABLE
AMERICA’S YOUTHTO REJECT ILLEGAL
DRUGS AS WELL AS ALCOHOL AND
TOBACCO.

Objective 1: Educate parents or other care
givers, teachers, coaches, clergy, health profes-
sionals, and business and community leaders
to help youth reject illegal drugs and underage
alcohol and tobacco use.

Rationale. Values, attitudes, and behavior
among our youth are forged by families and sup-
portive communities. Youth alcohol, tobacco,
and drug prevention programs are most success-
ful when parents and other concerned adults are
involved. We must provide adult role models
with the informarion and resources they need to
educate young people about the potential conse-
quences of drug use.

Objective 2: Pursue a vigorous advertising
and public communications program dealing
with the dangers of drug, alcohol, and tobacco
use by youth.

Rationale. Anti-drug messages conveyed
through mulriple outlets have proven effective in
increasing knowledge and changing attitudes
about drugs. The trend over the past six years of
adolescents’ decreased perception of risk con-
nected to drug use correlates with a drop in the
frequency of public service announcements. Pri-
vate sector and non-profit organizations’ anti-
drug publicity must be reinforced by

government-funded campaigns to change atti-
tudes held by young people about alcohol, tobac-
co, and drugs.

Objective 3: Promote zero tolerance policies
for youth regarding the use of illegal drugs,
alcohol, and tobacco within the family, school,
workplace, and community.

Rationale. Children are less likely to use illegal
drugs or illicit substances if such activity is pro-
scribed throughout society. Schools, work-
places, sports, and communities have already
demonstrated the will and ability to reduce
drug-usage rates. Such success must be enlarged
by concerred efforts that involve multiple sec-
tors of a community working together to imple-
ment strategic and focused programs.

Objective 4: Provide students in grades K- 12
with alcohol, tobacco, and drug prevention
programs and policies that have been evaluated
and tested and are based on sound practices
and procedures.

Rationale. Schools are critical to motivating
children to abstain from alcohol, tobacco, and
illegal drugs. Drug education must reach ever-
increasing numbers of youngsters, delay the age
of initiation, and convince young people who
use illegal substances to stop.

Objective 5: Support parents and adult men-
tors in encouraging youth to engage in posi-
tive, healthy lifestyles and modeling behavior
to be emulated by young people.

Rationale. Children listen most to adults they
know and love. Mentorship programs con-
tribute to the formation of respectful adult-
youth bonds that can help youth resist the false
seduction of drugs.

Objective 6: Encourage and assist the devel-
opment of community coalitions and programs
in preventing drug abuse and underage alcohol
and tobacco use.
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Rationale. Communities are logical places to
form public-private coalitions that can influ-
ence youth attitudes about drugs, alcohol, and
tobacco abuse. More than 4,300 coalitions are
already pulling together the efforts of multiple
sectors of their communities (e.g., business,
criminal justice institutions, civic organizations,
faith community, media, medicine, law enforce-
ment, schools, and universities} and have
formed comprehensive and inclusive preven-
tion, education, treatment, law enforcement,
and after-care strategies.

Objective 7: Create a partnership with the
media, entertainment industry, and profession-
al sports organizations to avoid the glamoriza-
tion of illegal drugs and the use of alcohol and
tobacco by youth.

Rationale. Discouraging drug use depends on
factual anti-drug messages delivered consistently
throughout our society. The media, the enter-
tainment industry, and professional athletes can
provide positive role models to reinforce preven-
tion efforts by conveying accurate informarion
about the benefits of staying drug-free.

Objective 8: Support and disseminate scientif-
ic research and data on the consequences of
legalizing drugs.

Rationale. Drug policy must be based on sci-
ence, not ideology. The American people must
understand that regulating the sale and use of
dangerous drugs makes sense from a public
health perspective.

Objective 9: Develop and implement a set of
principles upon which prevention program-
ming can be based.

Rationale. The educational and emotional needs
of young people change with age, the presence of
specific risk factors, and from community to com-
munity as new generations of young people come
of age and different drug challenges emerge.
Developing and implementing national research-
based principles can help increase the effective-
ness of ongoing drug prevention programs.

k]

Objective 10: Support and highlight
research, including the development of scientif-
ic information, to inform drug, alcohol, and
tobacco prevention programs targeting young
Anmnericans.

Rationale. Prevention programs must be based
on what has been proven to be effective. We
must influence youth attitudes and actions posi-
tively and share techniques for doing so with
other concerned organizations.

GOAL 2: INCREASE THE SAFETY OF
AMERICA'S CITIZENS BY
SUBSTANTIALLY REDUCING DRUG-
RELATED CRIME AND VIOLENCE.

Objective 1: Strengthen law enforcement —
including federal, state, and local drug task
forces — to combat drug-related violence, dis-
rupt criminal organizations, and arrest the
leaders of illegal drug syndicates.

Rationale. Dismantling sophisticared drug traf-
ficking organizations can be enhanced by a task-
force approach. Criminal organizations exploit
jurisdictional divisions and act across agency
lines. Promoring inter-agency cooperation and
facilitating cross-jurisdictional operations will
make law enforcement more efficient.

Objective 2: Improve the ability of High
Intensity Drug Trafficking Areas (HIDTA) to
counter drug trafficking.

Rationale. Areas need special assistance when
drug trafficking is of such intensiry thar it poses
extreme challenges to law enforcement agencies.
Reinforcing joint federal, state, and local respons-
es to such situations with federal resources can
enable drug-related crime to be reduced.

Objective 3: Help law enforcement to disrupt
money laundering and seize criminal assets.

Rationale. Targeting drug dealer assets can take
profitability out of the illegal drug market. Law
enforcement efforts are most effective when
backed by anti-money laundering regulations
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and support from the financial sector {banks,
brokerage houses, and other financial institu-
tions) as well as multilateral international pro-
tocols criminalizing the movement and
laundering of drug proceeds.

Objective 4: Develop, refine, and implement
effective rehabilitative programs — including
graduated sanctions, supervised release, and
treatment for drug-abusing offenders and
accused persons — at all stages within the
criminal justice system.

Rationale. The majority of heavy drug users
come in contact with the criminal justice system
each year. This interface provides the opportu-
nity to motivate addicts to stop using drugs.

Objective 5: Break the cycle of drug abuse
and crime.

Rationale. Our nation has an obligation to assist
all who are in the criminal justice system to
become and remain drug-free. Recidivism rates
among inmates who were given treatment are
lower than for prisoners who received no treat-
ment. Drug courts and other treatment programs
within the eriminal justice system are already
proving their effectiveness. By reducing drug
usage and addiction among persons in or leaving
the criminal justice system, crime will be reduced.

Objective 6: Support and highlight research,
including the development of scientific infor-
mation and data, to inform law enforcement,
prosecution, incarceration, and treatment of
offenders involved with illegal drugs.

Rationale. Law enforcement programs and poli-
cies must be informed by updated research.
When success is attained in one community or
city, it should be analyzed quickly and thoroughly
so that lessons learned can be applied elsewhere.

GOAL 3: REDUCE HEALTH AND SOCIAL
COSTS TO THE PUBLIC OF ILLEGAL DRUG
USE.

Objective 1: Support and promote effective,
efficient, and accessible drug treatment, ensur-
ing the development of a system that is respon-
sive to emerging trends in drug abuse.

Rationale. American citizens and society at
large are debilitared by drug abuse. Illness, dys-
functional families, and reduced productivity
are costly byproducts of drug abuse. Drug treat-
ment that is efficient and widely available is a
sound, cost-effective method of reducing the
health and societal costs of illegal drugs.

Objective 2: Reduce drug-related health prob-
lems, with an emphasis on infectious diseases.

Rationale. Drug users, particularly those who
inject illegal drugs, put themselves and their
partners at serious risk. Consequently, drug
users and their partners have higher rates of
infectious diseases like HIV/AIDS, hepatitis,
syphilis, gonorrhea, and tuberculosis.

Objective 3: Promote national adoption of
drug-free workplace programs that emphasize
drug testing as a key component of a compre-
hensive program that includes education, pre-
vention, and intervention. '

Rationale. Seventy-one percent of current illic-
it drug users age eighteen and older are
employed. Drug users decrease workplace pro-
ductivity. The workplace is one of the venues
where expanded drug-testing, prevention, edu-
cation, and treatment programs can reach most
drug users and where the consequences of drug
use can be felt directly.

Objective 4: Support and promote the educa-
tion, training, and credentialing of profession-
als who work with substance abusers.

Rationale. Many community-based treatment
providers currently lack professional certifica-
tion. The commitment and experience of these
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workers should be reflected by a flexible creden-
tialing system thar recognizes effectiveness even
as professional and educational standards are
being developed and implemented.

Objective 5: Support research into the develop-
ment of medications and treatment protocols to
prevent or reduce drug dependence and abuse.

Rationale. The more we understand about the
neurobiology of drug addiction, the better is our
capability to design interventions. Pharma-
cotherapies may be effective against cocaine,
methamphetamine, and other addicrtive drugs.
Research and evaluation may broaden treat-
ment options, which currently include detoxifi-
cation, counseling, psychotherapy, and
participation in self-help groups.

Objective 6: Support and highlight research
and technology, including the acquisition and
analysis of scientific data, to reduce the health
and social costs of illegal drug use.

Rationale. Efforts to reduce the cost of drug
abuse must be based on scientific data. There-

fore, national, state, and local leaders should be’

given accurate, objective information about the
effectiveness of treatment programs.

programs with particular emphasis on the
southwest border, Puerto Rico, and the U.S.
Virgin Islands.

Rationale. Recent years have seen a heavy inci-
dence of illegal drug flow across the southwest
border, in contiguous waters, and from Puerto
Rico and the Virgin Islands. We need to focus
our efforts in these places — without neglecting
other avenues of entry — by improving intelli-
gence and information-guided operations that
allow us to interdict effectively, retain the initia-
tive, and curtail the penetration of drugs into
the United States.

Objective 3: Improve bilateral and regional
cooperation with Mexico as well as other
cocaine and heroin transit zone countries in
order to reduce the flow of illegal drugs into
the United States.

Rationale. Mexico— both a transit zone for
cocaine and heroin and a source country for
heroin, methamphetamine, and marijuana — is
key to reducing the drug flow into the United
States. So too are the island nartions of the
Caribbean. The more we can work cooperative
arrangements and operations with these coun-
tries to enhance the rule of law, the better we
can control the flow of illegal drugs. Mutual

GOAL 4: SHIELD AMERICA’S AIR, LAND,
AND SEA FRONTIERS FROM THE DRUG
THREAT.

interests are best served by mutual commitment
to reduce drug trafficking.

Objective 1: Conduct flexible operations to
detect, disrupt, deter, and seize illegal drugs in
transit to the United States and at U.S. bor-
ders.

Rationale. QOur abiliry to inrerdicr illegal drugs
is challenged by the volume of drug traffic and
the ease with which traffickers have switched
modes and routes. Efforts to interrupt the flow
of drugs must be supported by timely and predic-
tive intelligence that is well-coordinated and
responsive to changing trafficking pattemns.

Objective 2: Improve the coordination and
effectiveness of U.S. drug law enforcement
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‘Objective 4: Support and highlight research

and technology — including the development
of scientific information and data — to detect,
disrupt, deter, and seize illegal drugs in transit
to the United States and at U.S. borders.

Rationale. Scientific research and applied tech-
nologies offer us significant opportunity to inter-
dict the flow of illegal drugs. The more efficient
and reliable our detection, monitoring, and
search capabilities, the more likely we are to
turn back or seize illegal drugs. Research and
technology applications must be undertaken
with a view toward systematic defeat of drug
trafficking efforts. '

THe NaTioNAL Drus CONTROL STRATEGY: 1997 DRAFT



DRAFT

STRATEGIC GoALS AND OBJECTIVES

GOAL 5: BREAK FOREIGN AND
DOMESTIC DRUG SOURCES OF SUPPLY.

Objective 1: Produce a net reduction in the
worldwide cultivation of coca, opium, and
marijuana and in the production of other ille-
gal drugs, especially methamphetamine.

Rationale. Gaining control over the cultivation
and production of illegal drugs is key to supply
reduction efforts. Cocaine and heroin supply
can be easily targeted during cultivation and
production. Cultivation requires a large labor
force working identifiable coca and opium
poppy fields while production requires a large
volume of precursor chemicals.

Objective 2: Disrupt and dismantle major
international drug trafficking organizations
and arrest, prosecute, and incarcerate their
leaders.

Rationale. Large international rrafficking organi-
zations are responsible for the majority of drug
trafficking. They also pose enormous threats to
democratic institurions. Their financial resources
can corrupr all sectors of society. By breaking

them up, we can deny them the economies of

scale that have enabled them to be so successful.
We can also reduce the damaging effects of drug-
related and other transnarional crime on our own
and other countries’ institutions and societies.

Objective 3: Support and complement source
country drug control efforts and strengthen
source country political will and drug control
capabilities.

Rationale. The success of international drug
control efforts hinges on the actions of major
drug producing and trafficking countries. The
United Strates must continue assisting countries
like Mexico, Peru, and Thailand that demon-
strate the political will to attack illegal drug pro-
duction and trafficking. We must seek to
develop the political will and institutional capa-
bilities to reduce drug crop cultivation, drug
production, and trafficking in all countries
where they are in evidence.

Objective 4: Develop and support bilateral,
regional, and multilateral initiatives and mobi-
lize international organizational efforts against
all aspects of illegal drug production, traffick-
ing, and abuse.

Rationale. Drug producrion, trafficking, and
abuse are not solely U.S. problems. The scourge
of illegal drugs damages social, political, and
economic institurions in developed and devei-
oping countries alike. The United States must
continue to provide leadership and assistance so
that an international anti-drug consensus can be
formed. Encouraging other nations to stand up
against the threat of illegal drugs is in America’s
interest.

Objective 5: Promote international policies
and laws that deter money laundering and
facilitate anti-money laundering investigations
as well as seizure of associated assets.

Rationale. Drug traffickers depend on the inter-
national financial system to launder illegal drug
profits for the ultimate purpose of investing in
legal enterprises. Money laundering can be
stopped through financial and monetary con-
trols, adoption of international standards, and
collaborative investigations.

Objective 6: Support and highlight research
and technology, including the development of
scientific data, to reduce the worldwide supply
of illegal drugs.

Rationale. Research must focus on more effec-
tive and environmentally sound methods to
eliminate crops and move the cultivators of
illicit drugs to legal pursuits. We must also find
ways to refine our measurements of drug produc-
tion around the globe. Technology can be used
to detect and monitor drug shipments and pre-
vent the diversion of precursor chemicals.

Measures of Effectiveness

With this strategy we undertake a long-term

approach to the solution of the nation’s drug
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problem. If we are to ensure that progress is being
made, measuring success along the way is an
imperative. [t is for this reason that the Office of
Nartional Drug Control Policy and the drug
control agencies are establishing a national
performance system to measure progress of major
drug programs supporting the National Drug
Control Strategy, provide feedback for strategy
refinement and system management, and assist
the Administration in resource allocation.

A measurement system to monitor more than
$15 billion in drug programs that shape
counterdrug activiries across the United Srates
and around the world is a major undertaking and
will take several years to put in place. The task,
however, is already underway. The Office of
National Drug Control Policy has established a
new program evaluation office to oversee the

design and implementation of the new system. It

has developed an architecture for assessing the
performance of national counterdrug activities

and has initiated efforts to collect, analyze, and
report major program performance on an annual
basis. In concert with participating agencies, the
Office of National Drug Control Policy will
develop this fiscal year a first set of targets and
measures for congressional review. Each year
thereafrer, the Administration will adjust the
performance targets and measures and modify the
reporting systems needed to measure them.

The measurement system will be dynamic,
flexible, and responsive as the drug threat changes
and our knowledge of how to measure counterdrug
activity improves. While no single measure will
indicate conclusively the progress achieved, the
measurement system as a whole will provide policy
makers and managers with new insight about
which programs are effective and which are not.
It will, therefore, help to guide adjustments to the
strategy as conditions change, expectations are
met, or failure is noted.

DRAFT
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[V. A Comprehensive

he key to a successful long-term
strategy is mobilizing resources
toward the systematic achievement
of established goals. This chapter
summarizes the key initiatives
undertaken to decrease drug use
and its consequences in America. More detailed
information about specific departmental or agency
programs can be found in Book Il of this Strategy.

1. YOUTH-ORIENTED INITIATIVES

The National Drug Control Strategy focuses on
youth for both moral and practical reasons. Chil-
dren are the innocents of our society. Physically
and emotionally vulnerable to environment, they
are nurtured if care is available, bruised if unpro-
tected. As youngsters grow, they learn whart they
are taught, see what they are shown. Ultimately,
adolescents adopt the expectations and values
held dear by people they love.

With experience, youth become the stewards of
tomorrow. In turn, they raise their own children,
lead communities, and conduct the business of
America. If we can bring teens to adulthood free
of substance abuse, they will bequeath to them-
selves and our nation limitless potenrial. In the
promise of youthful dreams, the ideals of democra-
cy are realized.

Approach

If boys and girls grow to marturity without using
iltegal drugs, alcohol, or tobacco, they are likely to
remain drug-free for the rest of their lives. Rarely
does a person begin drug abuse after the age of
twenty. Qur intention, therefore, is to raise chil-
dren who recognize toxic, addictive substances as
alien, self-destructive, and anti-social.

To this end, the Strategy fosters initiatives to
educate children, parents, and mentors. We seek
to mobilize civic and anti-drug organizations, busi-
nesses, and communities that have the best inter-
ests of children ar heart. We must establish
drug-free environments, restrict youth access to
alcohol and robacco products, and treat individu-
als already caught up in the throes of substance
abuse. To achieve these ends, we draw upon the
following sources:

® Social influences like families and friends as well
as the pervasive power of the media, which col-
lectively affect young people through words,
actions, and narrative portrayal of specific activ-
ities.

* Persona!l qualities like confidence, self-conrrol,
wisdom, and responsibility — which mitigate
against illegal drugs; versus insecurity, careless-
ness, selfishness, and risk-taking — which pro-
mote the abuse of power, people, and
substances.
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* Community and societal norms and values that
can reinforce family and school-based preven-
tion efforts.

Substance abuse among children is a complex,
multidimensional problem. Nonetheless, it is a
problem that can be affected by concerted and sus-
tained action. This Strategy proposes a compre-
hensive, long-term approach designed to mobilize
and leverage federal and state resources and to
raise awareness through well-coordinated initia-
tives allowing the vast majority of our youth to
mature drug-free. These initiatives include:

Broadening “Drug-Free Zones”

Young Americans are more likely to use illegal
drugs, alcohol, and tobacco if these substances are
readily available or if their use is encouraged
directly or subtly in youth-oriented materials. It is
therefore crirical to keep drugs out of areas where
children and adolescents study, play, or spend
leisure time. All who seek to communicate with
our youth, no matter what the medium, must
depicr these substances and effects in accurate
ways. The federal Drug-Free Schools and Com-
munities Act, restrictions on tobacco and alcohol
advertising, and voluntary limitations on audio
and videc content are examples of ways in which
drugs and pro-drug messages are already being kept
away from young Americans. Youth organizations
such as the ASPIRA, Boys and Girls Club, parent-
teacher associations, the scouts, YMCA, YWCA,
Big Brothers, Big Sisters, and others can help in

this effort.

Expanding School-Based Prevention
Programs that Work

Schools offer both formal and informal opportu-
nities for developing youth attitudes toward drugs.
In the classroom, students can receive accurate,
comprehensive information that will help them
understand the importance of avoiding illicit
drugs, alcohol, and tobacco. In cases where sub-
stance abuse has occurred, these programs can
teach students why they should discontinue drug

use before the onset of dependency. These pro-
grams must be comprehensive and focus on reduc-
ing risk factors; teaching avoidance skills; and
building collaborative anti-drug relations between
students, teachers, and parents. The Drug Aware-
ness Resistance Education program (D.A.R.E.),
and the Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco, and Firearms’
Gang Resistance Education and Training programs
are example of school-based programs.

The Department of Education has focused on
two primary goals: improving the quality of drug
and violence prevention programming and chang-
ing the attitudes of students and parents regarding
illicit use of alcohol and drugs. It will reinstate the
Safe and Drug-Free School Recognition Program,
promote and provide incentives to schools for pre-
vention programs, develop a long-term demon-
stration program to test promising drug and
violence prevention strategies, and provide litera-
ture to parents for raising drug-free children.

Expanding Youth-Oriented Anti-Drug
Messages

The power of the media in developing public
opinion is enormous. Young people are particular-
ly susceptible to such influences. Unfortunately,
in recent years the number of drug-related public
service announcements cartied by television,
radio, and print media have decreased markedly.
We seek to reverse this trend by developing a pub-
lic education campaign that supplements anti-
drug announcements already offered by dedicated
organizations like the Partnership for a Drug-Free
America and the National Center for Advance-
ment and Prevention. Youth will be wamed about
the hazards of illegal drugs and shown the advan-
tages of a drug-free lifestyle. Information-based
material will be repeated with sufficient frequency
to reinforce learning and motivate youth to reject
illegal drugs.

Preventing Aicohol Use by Youth

Underage drinking continues to be a significant
problem. Approximately one in four tenth grade
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students and one third of twelfth graders report
having had five or more drinks on at least one
occasion in the last two weeks.! The average age
of first drinking is declining and is now 15.9 years,
down from a 1987 average age of 17.4 years.* To
counter these alarming statistics, the Strategy rec-
ommends educating youth, their mentors, and the
public about the dangers of underage drinking;
limiting youth access to alcoholic beverages;
encouraging communities to support alcohol-free
behavior on the part of youth; and creating both
incentives and disincentives that lead to less alco-
hol abuse by young people. States are urged to
enact zero-tolerance laws to reduce drinking and
driving among young people. Licenses for driving
and for the sale of alcoholic beverages must be
contingent on keeping our young safe from alco-
hol-induced dangers. Organizations like Mothers
Against Drunk Driving and Students Against Dri-
ving Drunk are encouraged to continue their
efforts. '

Preventing Tobacco Use by Youth

Despite a decline in adult smoking, the use of
tobacco products is on the rise among American
youth. In 1995, more than a third of high school
seniors were current cigarette smokers — a greater
number than-at any time since the 1970s. The
vast majority of smokers (over 80 percent} start
smoking before age eighteen.* Every day three
thousand more children become regular smokers;
one third of these youngsters will have their lives
shortened as a result.’ The statistical correlation
between tobacco and drug abuse is high. Youths
aged twelve to seventeen who smoke are about
eight times more likely to use illicit drugs and five
rimes more likely to drink heavily than non-smok-
ing youth.® Of adults who use cocaine, 83 percent
identify cigarettes as a gareway drug.” We seek to
reduce children's access to tobacco products,
diminish the appeal of cigarettes for young people,
and educate youth about the lethal effects of
tobacco. Organizations like the National Center
for Tobacco-Free Kids are already doing much to
educate young Americans about the dangers of
both smoked and smokeless robacco products.

Collaborating with the Media and
Entertainment Industries

Youth, perhaps even more than the public at
large, are affected by the icons of our society. The
glamour of Hollywood movies, the charisma of
celebrities, the perceived-proximity of television
stars, the prowess of accomplished athletes, and
the artistry of musicians all sway young people's
emotions. The performances and lifestyles of pub-
lic figures impress young people, who emulate the
heros they admire. The creative talent of the
entertainment industries can depict drug use and
its consequences accurately, thereby increasing
the perception of risk that young people associate
with illegal drugs, alcohol, and tobacco. A greater
appreciation for the relationship berween creativi-
ty and social responsibility will help protect
Anmerica’s youth from substance abuse.

Involving Corporate America

The business sector and public relations organi-
zations can join the common cause of mobilizing
resources to reach America’s young. Target com-
panies will be leaders in youth market products,
services, and entertainment. They will be encour-
aged in the presentation of youth-oriented mes-
sages in favor of health and against substance
abuse.

Promoting Media Literacy

Youngsters need the requisite skills to evaluate
the messages they are receiving from music, film,
advertising, and other media that attempt to influ-
ence their attitudes toward drugs, tobacco, and
alcohol. In the Information Age, media literacy is
an important tool — particularly for adolescents
who have gained enough independence to make
decisions and bear the consequences. Media liter-
acy teaches critical thinking so that viewers are
able to interpret the content of what they are
viewing and hearing. This skill empowers individ-
uals to modify their own internal environment by
affecting the way they see pictures and hear slo-
gans, jingles, and music in context. Youth men-
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tors — parents, teachers, coaches, and spiritual
leaders — will be assisted in imparting media liter-
acy ro the young.

Reducing Drugged Driving

Twenty percent of high schoo! seniors stated
that they have smoked marijuana in a car. The
initiative on drugs, driving, and youth is intended
to reduce drug use by young people as well as gen-
eral driving under the influence of drugs. The
major features of this initiative, which affect both
young and adule drivers, are:

* Drug testing driver’s license applicants — A
demonstration program. Drug testing, in con-
junction with application for driver’s licenses,
will send the message that drugs and driving
don’t mix. The program will also identify youth
who should be referred to drug assessment and
treatment. This demonstration program will be
run in several states over the next two years to
determine the effectiveness of this concept.

State incentive grants to improve individual
states’ drugged-driving laws. States will receive
federal funding as they enact and enforce speci-
fied laws (for example, making illegal driving
under the influence of illicit drugs).

* Prevention and education. Model educational
materials on the health risks of drug use, the
negative effects of drugs on driving, and sanc-

- tions for drugged driving and other drug offenses
will be developed. These materials will be dis-
tribured to states as well as traffic safety and pre-
vention groups.

2. INITIATIVES TO REDUCE DRUG-
RELATED CRIME AND VIOLENCE

The social ruin fostered by drug-related crime
and violence mirrors the tragedy that substance
abuse wreaks on individuals caught in its tentacles.
The psychological, civic, and economic conse-
quences of illegal drugs and their trade lead to dis-
ruptive, volatile, anti-social behavior. Significant

percentages of domestic violence cases are tied to
the use of illegal drugs — especially methampherta-
mine, which induces violent, erratic, and abusive
behavior. A large number of the twelve million
property crimes committed each year are drug-
related as are almost two million violent crimes.’

Although the United States cannot hope to
arrest its way out of the drug abuse problem, incar-
ceration is entirely appropriate for many drug-
related crimes. There must be strong incentives to
stay clear of drug trafficking, and prison sentences
can motivate people to obey the law. We are a
nation wedded to the prospect of equal justice for
all. For laws to be effective, they must be seen as
equitable. Punishment must be put on a par with
the offense.

Drug-related crime — as well as the price it
extracts from our citizens — is intolerable. Amer-
icans from every social and economic background,
every racial and ethnic group, and every locale
remain deeply concerned about the nexus between
drugs, crime, and violence. We are taking steps to
break the cycle of drug-related criminal acrivity
and have initiared a “Break the Cycle” demonstra-
tion in Birmingham, Alabama. This program
responds systematically to the problems of chronic
drug use through the integrated application of test-
ing, assessment, referral, treatment, supervision,
criminal justice oversight, and graduated sanctions
for non-compliance. The intent is to bring the
individual back as a contributing member of the
community. The program will be expanded to
other locations.

Supporting Law Enforcement

We are a narion of laws. The philosophies
embodied in the U.S. Constitution and expressed
in our national values are steeped in high regard for
the better nature of human beings. We are also a
realistic and practical people. We know that there
are among us predarors who will target the weak
and unprotected, the misguided and uninformed.
Against this threat we have designed an enire jus-
tice system that protects the rights of both the
individual and society.
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Community Policing

Our police forces are the first line of defense
against criminals. These men and women in uni-
form exhibit supreme dedication, and they suffer
on a daily basis from the risks associated with
tackling violent crime — much of it induced by
drugs. In 1996, 117 police officers were killed in
the line of duty;' 162 were killed in 1995." In
1994, 3,168 police officers were assaulted with
firearms; 1,513 were attacked with knives or
other cutting instruments; 7,210 with other dan-
gerous weapons; and 53,021 with personal
weapons {e.g., hands, feet, head, teeth).” We owe
all law enforcement officers a vote of thanks for
their professionalism and courage.

The more we can link law enforcement with
local residents in positive ways that create trusting
relationships, the more secure our communities
will be. Communiry policing is an operational
philosophy for neighborhood problem solving in
which officers interact with residents on an ongo-
ing basis in order to focus on matters of public
concern. Law enforcement concentrates on issues
that make citizens feel insecure. Resources pro-
vided by the Community Oriented Policing Ser-
vices (COPS) program are bringing 100,000 new
police officers onto the streets. This addition will
reinforce efforts in place that are already reducing
the incidence of drug-related crime in America.

Integrating Federal, State, and Local
Efforts

In unity there is strength. The more that agen-
cies and operations reinforce one another, the
more they share information and resources; the
more they “deconflict” operations; isolate priori-
ties; and focus energies across the spectrum of
criminal activities; the more effective will be the
outcome of separate activities. Nationally as well
as regionally, various federal agencies, state orga-
nizations, and local activities have joined forces to
achieve greater results.

Byrne Grants, for example, provide financial
support to multi-jurisdictional task forces,

demand-reduction education programs involving
law enforcement officers, and other programs to
control drug abuse and violent crime. Organized
Crime Drug Enforcement Task Forces {(OCDETF)
are reorganizing regions to respond more effective-
ly to changing drug trafficking patterns and
enhance communication and coordination.
Within each region, the United States Attorneys
and Special Agents-in-Charge address broader
drug trafficking issues and formulare aggressive
strategies for strengthening federal, state, and
local law enforcement. Greater attenrion, exper-
tise, and resources will be brought to bear against
criminal organizations responsible for the majority
of drugs and violence in our country. The Bureau
of Alcohol, Tobacco, and Firearms’ Achilles Pro-
gram is an important mechanism for fostering task
force approaches to drug law enforcement.

Coordination is also facilitated by another fed-
eral initiative, the High Intensity Drug Trafficking
Area (HIDTA). This program designates geo-
graphic areas to which federal resources are allo-
cated to link local, state, and federal drug
enforcement efforts. Continued Department of
Defense support of HIDTAs through personnel
details, integration of National Guard counter-
drug activities, and support of counterdrug activi-
ties along the southwest border is important to the
success of this program. Properly targeted,
HIDTA offers greater efficiency in countering ille-
gal drug trade in local areas. HIDTA programs
will be based on a logical, comprehensive method-
ology for prioritizing needs and working with
other initiatives.

Disrupting Money Laundering

Drug trafficking organizations exist to make a
profit. They cannot sustain operations without
revenue. The laundering of drug profits, in local
and world economies, can produce national eco-
nomic results that often work to the detriment of
industrial, manufacturing, and financial institu-
tions. Huge drug profits infiltrate an economy,
often making it less competitive in the world mar-
ket. Resources will be directed roward identifying
and disrupting flows of drug proceeds through the
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financial system, tracking illicit assets to their
criminal sources, and confiscating ill-gained
assets. These forfeirures deprive traffickers of ille-
gal proceeds and aid in the destruction of criminal
organizations. Law enforcement and regulatory
agencies will work together and with the privare
sector to stop money laundering and prevent
financial institutions from being used to move
drug proceeds. Given the ever-increasing sophis-
tication of drug traffickers in using digital tele-
phony, high-tech communications, and
encryption devices, our own operations will be
integrated and enhanced.

Within the United States, federal agencies are
operating in concert with state and local officials
to streamline operations. Abroad, the United
States is working through international agencies
and bilateral and multilareral agreements as well
as cooperative arrangements to disrupt money
laundering schemes. The U.S. is also working
through bilateral and mulrtilateral initiatives to
promote the adoption of effective anti-money
laundering controls by other nations.

Applying Economic Sanctions Against
Traffickers and Associates

The Internarional Emergency Economic Powers
Act (IEEPA) is a useful tool for defeating drug
traffickers. The President issued an IEEPA execu-
tive order in QOctober 1995 imposing economic
sanctions against Colombian drug carrels and
those doing business with them. In the past year,
an additional 276 businesses and individuals were
identified as Specially-Designated Narcotics Traf-
fickers (SDNTs} belonging to the Cali cartel.
Currently, 359 foreign companies and individuals
are denied access to the U.S. financial system and
the benefits of trade with America under the pro-
visions of the IEEPA Act. Colombia’s banks have
supported these U.S. actions by refusing services
to SDNTs and closing their accounts.
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Linking Criminal Justice and Treatment
Systems

Drug use is pervasive among individuals enter-
ing the criminal justice system, which has been
strained by high rates of recidivism among drug
offenders. Approximately half of felony drug
offenders on probation in 1986 were rearrested for
another felony within three years.” For parolees
with histories of heroin andfor cocaine addiction,
studies suggest that up to 75 percent return to drug
use within ninery days of release.”* In a 1992 com-
parative study conducted in Delaware, inmates
who received treatment in prison and during work
release programs were 75 percent drug-free and 70
percent arrest-free after eighteen months. But 80
percent of the prisoners who did not receive treat-
ment went back on drugs, and two out of three
were arrested again.”

Drug treatment in the criminal justice setting
can decrease drug use and criminal activity, reduce
recidivism, and improve chances for subsequent
employment while improving overall health and
social conditions. Consequently, the 104th Con-
gress passed legislation requiring states to drug test
prisoners and parolees as a condition for receiving
prison grants. States have until March 1, 1998 to
develop and submit to the Attorney General com-
prehensive drug testing and sanction plans for
prisoners and parolees. States that do not meet
this requirement will be ineligible for prison funds.

The Strategy encourages drug treatment and
education for prisoners, expanded use of drug
courts that offer incentives for drug rehabilitation
in lieu of incarceration, and integrated efforts to
rid criminals of drug habits. The coercive power
of the criminal justice system can be used to test
and trear drug addicts arrested for committing
crimes. Drug use while under supervision of the
justice system should not be tolerated.

Expanding Alternatives to Incarceration

Alternative judicial processes have demonstrat-
ed that they can motivate non-violent offenders to
abandon drug-related activities and lower recidi-
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vism rates. More than two hundred drug courts
around the country and community programs like
Trearment Accountability for Safer Communities
are already helping non-violent offenders break
the cycle of drugs and crime. These programs fea-
ture close supervision, mandatory drug testing and
treatment, reinforced by escalating sanctions for
offenders who fail to become drug-free. The pro-
grams promise to reduce incarceration costs while
providing strong incentives to abide by the law.
Such alternative approaches will be expanded.

Reducing the Number of Chronic Drug
Users

Chronic drug users are at the heart of America’s
drug problem. Two-thirds of the nation’s supply of
cocaine is consumed by about 20 percent of the drug-
using population.' Chronic users maintain drug
markets and keep drug traffickers in business. Not
only are these drug users responsible for a dispropor-
tionate amount of drug-related crime, they are fre-
quently vectors for the spread of infectious diseases
like hepatiris, tuberculosis, and HIV. We have devel-
oped initiatives to identify chronic drug users, rar-
geting “break-the-cycle” efforts on addicts caughe up
in the criminal justice system. By focusing on 3.6
million chronic drug users in America,” we can
lessen the narional demand for drugs at the retail
level while helping this suffering group recover.

3. INITIATIVES TO REDUCE HEALTH AND
SOCIAL PROBLEMS

Drug dependence is a chronic disorder that
exacts an enormous cost on individuals, families,
businesses, communities, and nations. Drug-
dependent individuals have, to a certain extent,
lost their ability to resist drugs, often resulting in
self-destructive and criminal behavior. Effective
treatment programs can help individuals end
dependence on addictive drugs, thereby reducing
consumption. In addition, such programs can
reduce indirectly the consequences of addictive
drug use on the rest of society.

Treatment options include therapeutic commu-
nities, pharmacotherapies, outpatient drug-free

programs, inpatient hospitalization, therapy-based
(or psychiatric inpatient) programs, twelve-step
programs, and multi-modality programs. The
effectiveness of each method is a function of the
type of substance, individual history of abuse and
treatment, personality, and social environment.
Providing treatment for 3.6 million chronic users
of illegal drugs is a compassionate and economi-
cally-sound proposition.

A 1992 California Department of Alcohol and
Drug Programs survey (“CALDATA" study) of the
effectiveness, benefits, and cost of substance abuse
trearment underscores this conclusion.® The prin-
cipal findings were that: '

* Treatment can generate a seven to one return
on investment. The study estimated that the
$209 million cost of providing treatment to
150,000 individuals generated an estimated $1.5
billion in savings (mostly due to reduction in
crime).

® Treatment reduces drug use. lllegal drug use by
participants dropped by 40 percent as a result of
treatment.

* Treatment reduces drug-related illness. Hospi-
talization rates dropped by a third after treat-
ment.

 Post-treatment criminal activity correlates
with the length of treatment programs. While
overall criminal activity of surveyed individuals
dropped by two-thirds after completion of treat-
ment, the greater the time spent in a treatment
program, the greater the reduction in individual
criminal activity.

* Treatment can be effective for all. All popula-
tions — men and women, young and old,
African-American, Hispanic, and white —
experienced generally equal treatment effective-
ness for each type of program studied.

The 1992 CALDATA findings were corrcborat-
ed by the 1996 National Treatment Improvement
Evaluarion Study’s conclusions chat:"”
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® Treatment reduces drug use. Clients reported
reducing drug use by about 50 percent in the
year following treatment.

* All types of treatment programs can be effec-
tive. Methadone maintenance programs, non-
methadone ourpatient programs, and both short
and long-term residential programs demonstrat-
ed an ability to reduce drug use among partici-
pants.

Criminal activity declines after treatment.
Reports of “beating someone up” decreased from
49.3 to 11 percent, and reports of arrests
decreased from 48.2 to 17.2 percent comparing
the year before with the year following treat-
ment.

* Health improves after treatment. Substance
abuse-related medical visits decreased by more
than 50 percent and in-patient mental health
visits by more than 25 percent after treatment.
So, too, did risk indicators of sexually-transmit-
ted diseases.

Treatment improves individual well-being.
Following treatment, employment rates
increased while homelessness and welfare
receipts both decreased.

Our challenge is to help the 3.6 million Ameri-
cans who are chronic users of illegal drugs to over-
come their dependency so that they can lead
healthy and productive lives and so thar the social
consequences of illegal drug abuse are lessened.
Initiatives to achieve these ends include:

Lowering Entry Barriers to Treatment
Programs

The willingness of chronic drug users to undergo
treatment is influenced by the availability of treat-
ment programs, affordability of services, access to
publicly-funded programs or medical coverage,
personal motivation, family and employer support,
and potential consequences of admitting a depen-
dency problem. In many communities, the
demand for help far exceeds treatment capacity.
Being unable to enter treatment may discourage

chronic users from maintaining a commitment to
end drug dependency. In some cases, individuals
are hesitant to start treatment for fear of losing jobs
or custody of children. Parents may hesitate to
enter a child into a program for fear of exposure to
grearer drug risks from associating with addicts
using other substances.

QOur challenge is to reduce these barriers so that
increasing numbers of chronic users can begin
treatment. Programs should capitalize on individ-
ual motivation to end drug dependency. Publicly-
funded treatment must be accessible to people who
cannot afford private programs or lack adequate
medical services. Additional barriers should not be
created as health care delivery systems change.

Addressing Needs of the Vulnerable

The health consequences of drug abuse are espe-
cially acute for pregnant women, children they are
carrying, adolescents, racial and ethnic minorities,
and people with co-occurring mental illnesses.
Addiction is particularly devastating for the poor,
who lack economic and familial safety nets. Treat-
ment programs must address the special needs of
these populattons. States, communities, and health-
care professionals are encouraged to integrate drug
prevention and assessment programs in prenatal,
pediatric, and adolescent medical practices or clin-
ics. As a nation, we have a moral obligation to help
the sick and indigent who are deprived of the fruits
of American society. We must avoid the devasta-
tion thar quickly descends on people least capable of
dealing with drug dependency. As a society, we can-
not afford to surrender any segment of our popula-
tion to the nightmare of substance abuse.

Developing Anti-Cocaine Medications

Despite the clinical and therapeutic success of
methadone for the trearment of opiate addiction,
pharmacotherapies for cocaine dependency do not
exist. Treatmenrt options are currently limited to
counseling, psychotherapy, participartion in self-
help groups, and medications to reduce the symp-
toms of cocaine intoxication and/or withdrawal.
We need to continue research efforts to treat those
addicred to cocaine.
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Expanding Drug-Free Workplace Programs

American businesses realize that keeping illegal
drugs out of the workplace makes economic sense.
Drug testing and employee assistance programs —
when combined with supervisory concern, leader-
ship, and support — reduce drug use. Workers with
the lowest participation in drug testing programs
have the highest rates of drug usage. The food ser-
vice sector, for example, has a 7.6 percent participa-
rion rate and a past-month drug use rate of 16.5
percent while the furniture/household appliances
industry has a participation rate of 8.4 percent and
a past-month drug use rate of 14.4 percent.” Both
fields have participation rates significantly lower
than the national average and drug usage rates that
are markedly higher. On the other hand, the
Armed Forces have a participation rate of 100 per-
cent and past-month use below 2 percent.

The Department of Transportation oversees the
largest drug-free workplace program in the world,
affecting approximately eight million U.S. work-
ers.! The program goes beyond testing. Any
worker (primarily those in aviation, motor carrier,
rail, transit, pipeline, and maritime) who tests pos-
itive for illegal drugs is referred to a substance
abuse professional. The program’s intent is to pro-
tect Americans by ensuring that people working
in critical transportation functions do not endan-
ger their own lives or others while under the influ-
ence of drugs. This program has become a model
for non-regulated employers throughout this
country and around the world.

American businesses increasingly recognize the
human and economic logic of drug-free work-
places. The share of major U.S. firms that test for
drugs rose to 81 percent in January 1996. Accord-
ing to the American Management Association, of
firms with 2,500 or more employees, 95 percent
have drug policies, and 91 percent have drug test-
ing programs.? Our challenge is to expand these
programs to small businesses that employ 87 per-
cent of all workers. One avenue could be the use
of high-rechnology computer links between pub-
lic-private partnerships and health promotion
programs to educate small businesses and cheir
employees. Labor organizations can assist by edu-

cating their members about the dangers of drug
abuse and by encouraging them to stay drug-free.

Expanding Community Anti-Drug Efforts

The community-based anti-drug movement in
this country is strong, with more than 4,300 coali-
tions already organized. These coalitions are signif-
icant partners for local, state, and federal agencies
working to reduce drug use, especially among young
people. Coalitions typically include schools, busi-
nesses, law enforcement agencies, social service
organizations, faith communities, medical groups,
local and county government, and youth groups.

Coalitions develop plans and programs, coordi-
nating anti-drug efforts for the benefit of communi-
ties. In many locarions, integrating efforts have
created comprehensive prevention infrastructures
that reduced drug use and its consequences. Com-
munity-based approaches to the drug problem will
be supported. Such groups have the ability to mobi-
lize community resources; inspire collective action,;
synchronize complementary prevention, treatment,
and enforcement; and engender community pride.

Incorporating Religious Organizations

Experience and research suggest that individuals
whose values involve faith systems can benefit
more rapidly from treatment. One drug risk-reduc-
tion factor for youth is participation in religious
programs. The government encourages religious
organizarions to join the national drug prevention
effort. Inclusion of anti-drug messages in religious
classes and parochial schools can complement sec-
ular counterdrug education. Religious organiza-
tions are urged to integrate efforts with community
coalitions and nongovernmental organizations.

4. INITIATIVES TO SHIELD OUR
FRONTIERS

America’s place in the world — its status as
global leader, economic giant, and bastion of
democracy — ensures that extraordinary numbers
of people will come to our shores, air terminals,
and borders on various modes of transport.
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According to the U.S. Customs Service, each year
sixty million people enter our country on more
than 675,000 commercial and private flights.
Another six million come by sea and 370 million
by land. In addition, 116 million vehicles cross
the land borders with Canada and Mexico. More
than 90,000 merchant and passenger ships dock at
our ports, carrying more than nine million ship-
ping containers and four hundred million tons of
cargo, while another 157,000 smaller vessels visit
our many coastal towns. Amid voluminous trade,
drug traffickers seek to hide illegal substances thart
destroy our citizens and ruin neighborhoods.
Through concerted effort, we can limit illegal
drugs entering our country from abroad while
maintaining open, free-flowing commerce,
tourism, and international exchange that help
make our narion great.

Preventing Drug Trafficking Across the
Southwest Border

If a single geographic region were to be identi-
fied as a microcosm of America’s drug problem, it
would be the U.S. - Mexican border. Cocaine,
heroin, methamphetamine, and marijuana all
cross into the United States here, hidden among
the eighty-four million cars, 232 million people,
and 2.8 million trucks that the Customs Service
estimates cross the thirty-eight ports of entry span-
ning nearly two thousand miles. American and
Mexican ranchers often are harmed by violent
bands of drug runners openly crossing their prop-
erty. Border areas suffer from disproportionate
levels of crime and violence due to the abundance
of illegal drugs. The general population is terrified
by increasingly sophisticated organizations that
ply their vicious trade across what is otherwise a
historic setting that marks the conflux of two great
nations and their cultures.

The current situation must be changed. Signifi-
cant reinforcements have been committed to the
substantial resources already focused on the south-
west border. Approximately a thousand Border
Patrol agents and 150 Immigration and Natural-
ization inspectors, 625 U.S. Customs Service
agents and inspectors, fifty Drug Enforcement
agents, seventy FBI agents, and additional Deputy

U.S. Marshals will be added in fiscal year 1997.
Advanced technological equipment, sophisticated
sensors, and long-range infrared night-vision
devices have been installed near the border. A
variety of intelligence agencies have been track-
ing the flow of illegal drugs, enhancing interdic-
tion operations, and pursuing drug-trafficking
organizations. The Southwest Border Iniciative,
Southwest Border Council, Southwest Border
HIDTA, Joint Task Force-Six, OCDETE, and the
Artorney General's Executive Committee and
Operartion Alliance have stepped up activities,
expanding coordination with state and local agen-
cies. Bilateral working groups have been estab-
lished with Mexico to achieve the rule of law.

However, illegal drugs are still crossing the bor-
der. This tough problem is complicated by illegal
immigrarion, corruption, and questions of jurisdic-
tion, policy, and law. To meet these challenges,
we are pursuing an overarching framework to
complement individual inspection and interdic-
tion operations, focus resources, provide timely
and accurate information that can secure evi-
dence for specific cases, and anticipate strategic
and tactical activities of drug traffickers. We will
also coordinate efforts among many agencies
devoted to the issue, harness technologies in an
integrative fashion so thar one system comple-
ments the other, and work more closely with Mex-
icans for the common good.

Closing the Caribbean “Back Door”

The DEA estimates that the second-most-sig-
nificant drug trafficking route into the U.S. is
through the Caribbean, specifically Puerto Rico
and the U.S. Virgin Islands. Puerto Rico is a nat-
ural point of entry because of its central location
amid major lines of commerce and transportation
and the absence of customs inspections for domes-
tic cargo moving between the island and U.S.
mainland. The consequences of this trafficking
have been devastating for Puerto Rico, the Virgin
Islands, and many island nations of the
Caribbean. Cocaine sold in Puerto Rico is cheap-
er than anywhere else in the United States. Vio-
lent gangs control nearly a thousand
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drug-distriburion points throughout the island and
victimize more than three hundred public housing
areas. Puerto Rico has the second highest per
capita murder rate in the United States.

In response to the threat posed by interational
drug trafficking in the Caribbean, the United
States established the Puerto Rico - U.S. Virgin
Islands High Intensity Drug Trafficking Area
(HIDTA) in 1994. To combat drug trafficking and
money laundering, HIDTA brings together twen-
ty-six agencies and more than six hundred federal,
state, and local personne!l forming ten task forces
and an intelligence coordination center. During
FY ‘96, HIDTA participants arrested 417 individu-
als, confiscared 14,500 kilograms of cocaine, and
seized eight million dollars in assets and currency.”

The United States Coast Guard and United
States Customs Service have also worked to con-
strict this illegal drug route into the United Srates.
Their operations feature expanded marine and air
enforcement, more cargo examinations, and fre-
quent searches of small vessels. From March 1
through December 31, 1996, the Customs Ser-
vice's Operation Gateway produced the seizure of
28,507 pounds of cocaine, 3,060 pounds of mari-
juana, sixty-two pounds of heroin, and $2.2 mil-
lion and 129 arrests in the Puerto RicofU.S.
Virgin Islands area. In the last three months of
1996, the Coast Guard seized seven vessels,
13,897 pounds of cocaine, forty pounds of heroin,
and made nineteen arrests.” Interdiction can help
stop drugs from entering our country.

We continue to work closely with our
Caribbean allies to guard the approaches to Puerto
Rico and deny narcotraffickers safe haven any-
where in the region while complying with inter-
narional law. We currently have bilateral
enforcement agreements in place with sixteen
countries in or bordering the Caribbean. Negotia-
tions are underway with an additional six coun-
tries, and we are working to expand agreements
that help protect island nations possessing small
law-enforcement establishments from the
onslaught of international criminal organizations
that violate their sovereignty and corrupt their
economies and democratic institutions. Multina-

tional counterdrug operations in the Caribbean
provide an additional force multiplier. For exam-
ple, British, French, and Dutch Naval forces par-
ticipate in fully coordinated operations helping to
block smuggling routes out of South America.

Addressing Other Drug Entry Points

The greater our success at interrupting drug traf-
ficking along any particular border, the more traf-
fickers attempt to introduce illegal drugs
elsewhere. South Florida, for example, continues
to be a key site for drugs coming into the U.S. and
for money moving out — despite the successful
disruption of the air bridge that brought cocaine
during the last decade from Colombia to the
southeastern United States. Mexican coastal
ports are entry points for drugs being smuggled
northward across our southwest border, necessitat-
ing interdiction operations on key trafficking

. routes through the eastern Pacific and western

Caribbean. New York City remains the primary
port of entry for Southeast Asian heroin. Ports in
the Pacific Northwest and along the Pacific coast
— as well as the border with Canada and any ait-
port that handles international cargo or passen-
gers — are vulnerable ro drug trafficking.

Consequently, we must develop a comprehen-
sive, coordinated capability that allows the federal
government to focus resources in response to shift-
ing drug-trafficking threats. We must be proactive
in efforts to keep drug traffickers from penetrating
our sovereign territory. Existing organizations and
initiatives — like the three Joint Inter- Agency
Task Forces (East, West, South), the Domestic Air
Interdiction Coordination Center, Joint Task
Force-Six, and Operation Alliance, which
address the southwest border problem, as well as
HIDTAs and other cooperative interagency efforts
— must remain the building blocks for this effort.

5. INITIATIVES TO REDUCE DRUG
AVAILABILITY

Only sustained commitment can reduce the sup-
ply of illegal drugs. The basic principles of supply
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reduction are straightforward. A five-stage grow-
er-to-user chain links the drug producer in a for-
eign land with the consumer in the Unired States.
The stages are: cultivation, processing, transit,
wholesale distribution, and rerail sales on the
street. The U.S. government’s international drug
contro! programs target the first three links in this
chain: cultivarion, processing, and transit. Inter-
national drug control programs have demonstrat-
ed that they can be particularly effective when
they focus on severing the chain at the source.
When drug crops or synthetic drug laboratories are
eliminated, fewer drugs enter the system. This
approach is analogous to removing a tumor before
it metastasizes.

Opposing international criminal organizations
that traffic in drugs at all stages of their operation
and in all their operating environments is essen-
tial. The global drug trade has spawned large traf-
ficking organizations with an almost limitless
capacity to subvert the economic and political sys-
tems of underdeveloped countries. In our own
hemisphere, the two countries that have faced the
longest struggle against drug traffickers — Colom-
bia and Mexico — have been plagued by wide-
spread drug corruption. Efforts to break these
organizations must be supported by public infor-
mation that depicts the true nature of drug traf-
fickers, endorses the elements countering them,
and supports the rule of law.

The success of our international drug control
policies depends on the political will and institu-
tional capability of other countries to implement
programs that reduce and ultimately eliminate
cultivation of illicit drug crops and suppress the
production, trafficking, and abuse of illegal drugs.
Consequently, we are convinced that our drug
control programs must be complemented by
efforts to strengthen democratic institutions in
key drug producing and transit countries.

Encouraging Other Nations to Confront
Drug Production and Trafficking

The Certification Process. One way to pressure
foreign governments to stand up against drug traf-

ficking organizations is through periodic public
scrutiny of their counterdrug record. The U.S. gov-
emment does so through the annual process of cer-
tifying the counterdrug performance of narcotics
producing and transit countries. Performance is
evaluated in rerms of cooperation with U.S. efforts,
or unilateral efforts to comply with the goals and
objectives of the 1988 United Nations Convention
Against Illicit Traffic in Narcotics, Drugs, and Psy-
chotropic Substances.

This annual certification process gives the Presi-
dent an international platform for candid, public
evaluation of major drug source and transit coun-
tries. While denial of certification carries impor-
tant foreign assistance sanctions as well as a
mandatory U.S. vore against multilateral develop-
ment banks lending money to such countries, the
major sanction is public opprobrium at failing the
standard. This process has proved increasingly
effective. It has fostered the development of realis-
tic performance benchmarks and increased cooper-
ation in important countries.

Bilateral Cooperation with Mexico. The princi-
pal mechanism for counterdrug cooperation with
Mexico is the High Level Contact Group on Drug
Control formed in March 1996. This bilateral
group of senior officials meets periodically while
subordinate working groups are in continuous con-
tact. The Contact Group on Drug Control operates
at the cabinet level and has instituted a number of
broad initiatives, including a shared assessment of
the drug threat and a binational counterdrug strare-
gy. Key elements of that strategy include: measures
to strengthen border security, actions to ensure
criminals cannot escape justice in one country by
flight to another, improved information sharing,
reduction of drug use in both countries, anti-money
laundering initiatives, cooperation to interrupt drug
shipments destined for both Mexico and the U.S,,
and concentration of law enforcement efforts on
trafficking organizations that operate in both coun-
tries.

Progress, while not uniform across the board, has
been significant. The criminal drug organizations
that operate in both our countries are ruthless, vio-
lent, flexible, and defiant of national sovereignty.
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The corrupting power of thirty billion dollars of
illegal drug money is an enormous threat to the
democratic institutions of both Mexico and the
United States. Notable successes include: the
Mexican government's passage of important anti-
crime legislation, U.S. training for anti-drug units
of Mexican police and Armed Forces as well as in
money laundering investigations for investigators
and prosecutors from the Mexican Treasury and
Artorney General’s office. Mexico continues to
implement one of the world’s most successful drug
crop eradication programs. Drug seizures by Mexi-
can authorities increased significantly in 1996;
heroin seizures were up 78 percent and cocaine
seizures up 21 percent.

To build on these successes, we must continue
working with our counterparts to insulate law
enforcement organizations from corruption and
build Mexican counterdrug capabilities. A major
bilateral concern is the cross-border activity of

Mexican trafficking organizations and their abiliry
to hold Mexican authorities at bay. Finally, we must
be cognizant of sovereignty concerns in this com-
plex relationship as we broaden the bilateral coun-
terdrug effort. Drug traffickers have developed
complex infrastructures and multiple routes in Mex-
ico over the betrer part of a decade. These criminal
organizations can be pursued, but success will take a
long-term commitment on the part of dedicated,
honest, and courageous Mexican authorities and
‘sustained, cooperative efforts by the United States.

Making Cocaine Less Available

Cocaine is currently our most dangerous illicit
drug. It is responsible for more addiction, health
problems, economic dislocation, and social costs
than any other illegal substance. It is also more
vulnerable to international supply reduction than
other foreign-produced drugs. Our national efforts
against coca cultivation and the production and

Figure 4-1
Cocaine Seizures Versus Production
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trafficking of cocaine are guided by Presidential
Decision Directive 14, the Western Hemisphere
counterdrug strategy. U.S. anti-cocaine activities
fall into the following three categories: reduction
of cultivation, interdiction, and actions against
trafficking organizarions.

Reduction of Cultivation. Nearly all the
cocaine consumed in the United States is pro-
duced from coca crops grown in Bolivia, Colom-
bia, and Peru. In 1995, enough coca was grown on
214,800 hectares of land in these three countries
to produce 780 metric tons of cocaine for the
world market. Eighty percent of the cocaine in
the United States comes from Peruvian coca
crops* A top international drug policy priority is
support for the efforts of Bolivia, Colombia, and
Peru to reduce coca cultivation. Qur forthcoming
regional initiarive, whose goal is nothing less than
complete elimination within the next decade of
cultivarion of coca destined for illicit cocaine pro-
duction, will focus on alternative economic devel-
opment in Peru. These efforts will recognize that
drug cultivation in source countries is an impor-
tant means of employment and income for some of
the poorest members of society. To be successful,
drug crop reduction programs must include mea-
sures to resolve socio-economic factors that pro-
more the cultivation of illegal drug crops.

Interdiction. Since 1993, global seizures aver-
aged 270 metric tons of cocaine, leaving approxi-
mately five-hundred tons potentially available for
consumption each year. U.S. cocaine seizures by
themselves averaged 112 tons a year over the
same period.”

Within South America, a sustained, U.S.- sup-
ported interdiction effort continues to disrupt the
air, river, maritime, and land transportation of
cocaine base from Bolivia and Peru to Colombia.
By the end of 1996, Peru and Colombia seized or
destroyed dozens of drug trafficker aircraft, result-
ing in a two-thirds reduction in the number of
derected trafficker flights over the Andean ridge
region compared with the number of flights detect-
ed before the denial program was launched in eatly
1995. As coca cultivation subsequently exceeded
drug trafficker transportation capabilities, average
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coca prices in Peru dropped by 50 percent over the
same time period. We have demonstrated that
interdiction efforts in the source country zone can
disrupt trafficking patterns significantly. Our chal-
lenges now are to work with host nations to:
restrict further the air movement of coca products
between and within Bolivia, Peru, Brazil, and
Colombia; block drug traffickers from developing
alternative river, ground, and maritime routes; and
assist South American nations in preventing drug
trafficking organizations from violating their sover-
eign air, land, and sea space.

In the “transit zone” of the Caribbean, Central
America, Mexico, and the eastern Pacific waters,
U.S. interdiction seeks to prevent traffickers from
moving cocaine. An effective transit zone interdic-
tion program requires flexible, in-depth, intelli-
gence-driven defenses. Drug traffickers are
adaptable, and they will react to our successes by
shifting routes and changing modes of transporta-
tion. We must be equally flexible and give the traf-
fickers no quarter as we respond to their moves.
This objective will require that we — in concert
with our regional allies — maintain a “defense in
depth,” taking aggressive action in source countries,
throughout the transit zone, and at our borders.

[nternational coordination and cooperation
are important components of our interdiction
effort. U.S. interdiction agencies do not by them-
selves have sufficient resources to address the traf-
ficking threar.  Bilateral or multilateral
agreements, sharing intelligence and informarion,
and conducting combined operations with our
allies can mulriply the effectiveness of the regional
interdiction effort. Improving the interdiction
capabilities of committed nations will also increase
the effectiveness of our transit zone efforts. Finally,
technology and inrelligence can help us employ
limited assets against high pay-off targets.

Actions Against Trafficking Organizations.
Even after the arrest of major Cali Mafia leaders,
Colombian drug syndicates continue to be the pre-
eminent cocaine producing and trafficking organi-
zations. They purchase the majority of
semi-finished cocaine base from Bolivian or Peru-
vian farmers. Along with Mexican poly-drug traf-

DRAFT



DRAFT

A COMPREMENSIVE APPROACH

fickers and others, they increasingly move the illicic
drug to the United States and elsewhere. The
power, wealth, and sophistication of Colombian,
Mexican, and other drug syndicates pose enormous
threats to govemmental and judicial institurions in
many Western hemisphere countries.

Our successes against these and other interna-
tional criminal organizations have been increasing.
U.S.-supported Colombian law enforcement efforts
have resulted in the arrest or surrender of the top
seven leaders of the Cali drug cartel. U.S. support
for other nations helped disrupt and dismantle traf-
ficking organizations, including the Jose Castrillon
organization based in Colombia and Panama. This
crime syndicate was responsible for the maritime
shipment of several multi-ton loads of cocaine des-
tined for the United States. While the sentences
announced to dare by the Colombian government
have been inadequate considering the magnirude of
the crimes commitred, cocaine traffickers are oper-
aring in an increasingly hostile environment. Our
international cocaine control strategy will continue
to include an across-the-spectrum attack on these
criminal organizations.

Making Heroin Less Available

Efforts against production and trafficking of
heroin are guided by the President's heroin control
policy of November 1995 (PDD-44). Potential
global heroin production has increased about 60
percent in the past eight years to about 360 metric
tons.” . Heroin is not just an American problem.
U.S. demand (estimared between four and thirteen
metric tons)? is equivalent to only a fraction of
that potenrial.

The heroin interdiction challenge is enormous.
Central governments in the two major source
countries, Afghanistan and Burma, have limited
powers. U.S. access and influence there is also
excremely limited. Trafficking organizations are
highly cohesive and difficult to penetrate. They
use multiple trafficking routes and methods. Hero-
in flows through East Asia, the Middle East, the
Former Soviet Union, Nigeria, South Africa, and
South America, following the paths of least resis-

tance and avoiding law enforcement. Heroin is a
low bulk, high value commodity. An individual
courier traveling aboard a commercial airliner can
use body-carry techniques and ingestion ro conceal
several million dollars worth of heroin. Larger
multi-kilogram amounts have been found hidden
in commercial cargo shipments. Consequently,
the worldwide seizure of morphine base/heroin in
1995 consisted of only thirty-two metric tons while
U.S. seizures were just 1.3 metric tons.® The
recent increase in heroin production in Colombia
underscores the diffuse nature of the international
heroin challenge. Just a few years ago, Colombia
was an insignificant producer of heroin. Now, its
potential heroin production (six tons in 1995}
represents a significant portion of the estimated
U.S. demand. South American heroin is being
sold in the U.S. ar higher purity levels and lower
prices than South East Asian heroin to gamer larg-
er market shares, and is in some areas becoming an
important source of heroin.”

The United States will work through diplomatic
and public channels to promote international
awareness of the heroin threat, help strengthen law
enforcement efforts in heroin source and transit
countries, bring cooperative law enforcement to
bear against processing and trafficking, act against
illegal financial systems that bankroll heroin traf-
ficking activities, and promote the United Nations
[nternational Drug Control Program (UNDCP)
and other multilateral and regional engagement in
opium poppy and heroin control programs in source
countries where U.S. bilateral influence is limired
by political and security constraints. America will
support continuing programs by Colombia and
Mexico to eradicate opium poppy and will move
promptly against any other illicit opium poppy cul-
tivation encountered in the Western hemisphere.

Countering the Methamphetamine Threat

Methamphetamine abuse is a significant prob-
lem on the West Coast and in the Southwest and
Midwest; it is also moving eastward.” This drug is
problematic because it is easily manufactured,
inexpensive, and incredibly addictive. Metham-
phetamine is the “poor man’s cocaine™ and has the
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potential to assume national prominence if its use
is not currailed. Current law enforcement efforts
against the production and distribution of
methamphetamine are guided by the Department of
Justice National Methamphetamine Strategy released
in April 1996. This document serves as the basis
for an expanded response that integrates treatment
and prevention initiatives.

The principal foreign source of methampheta-
mine is Mexico. Mexican trafficking groups use
existing cocaine smuggling networks to funnel
methamphetamine into the United States.
Through the High Level Contact Group on Drug
Contrrol, the United Stares will continue support-
ing Mexican government efforts to identify and
destroy methamphetamine production, storage, or
shipment activities and act against criminal orga-
nizations engaged in this traffic. The U.S. will also
cooperate with other industrialized countries, the
U.N. Drug Control Program, and multilateral
organizations to limit international commerce in
methamphetamine precursors and prevent illicit
diversion or trafficking in domestic or foreign
methamphetamines.

Domestically, the drug is produced in clandestine
laboratories using toxic and highly explosive mix-
tures of hydriotic acid, phosphene gas, and red
phosphorous. These chemicals are either smuggled
into the country or illegally diverted from legiti-
mare sources. 1 he Methamphetamine Control
Act of 1996 addressed this problem by controlling
precursor chemicals and increasing criminal penal-
ties for possession and distribution. Meth labs are
mostly shost-term, “one-barch™ facilities common-
ly established in rural or sparsely populated areas to
preciude detection as a result of the chemicals’
odors. Nevertheless, federal and state lab seizures
are increasing as a result of law enforcement atten-
tion to this emerging drug threat.

Measuring and Reducing Domestic
Cannabis Cultivation
Marijuana remains the most-commonly-used

illegal drug in the United States. Much of the
marijuana smoked in the U.S. is cultivated domes-

56 THE NATIONAL DRUG CONTROL STRATEGY: 1997

tically — commercially, privately, outdoors, and
indoors. However, we have no accurate estimate
of the extent of domestic marijuana cultivation.
Qur domestic cannabis crop reduction efforts must
be supported by accurate information about drug
crop locations and potentials. The Office of
National Drug Control Policy will coordinate the
development of a domestic marijuana crop mea-
surement program.

Controlling the Diversion of Drug-
essential Chemicals

The production of illegal drugs requires enor-
mous quantities of precursor chemicals. Clearly,
drug producrion can be curtailed if the necessary
precursor chemicals can be prevented from being
diverted for this purpose. The importance of con-
trolling chemicals has been internationally
accepted. Article 12 of the 1988 United Nations
Convention Against [llicit Traffic in Narcotic
Drugs and Psychotropic Substance establishes the
obligation for parties to the treaty to control their
chemical commerce to prevent diversion to illicit
drug manufacture. The Convention lists twenty-
two chemicals as most necessary to drug manufac-
ture and, therefore, subject to control.

International cooperation between enforcement
and regulatory agencies is essential to the preven-
tion of diversion of precursor chemicals. Informa-
tion exchange to verify the legitimacy of proposed
transacrions in regulated chemicals is the key ele-
ment to such cooperation. The United States
continues to urge adoption of chemical control
regimes by governments that do not have them.
QOur goal is to continue and expand the coopera-
tion until sharing of information on proposed
transactions in regulated chemicals is routine. We
need to demonstrate that all sources of informa-
tion must be queried, not only those in the export-
ing and importing countries, and that information
sharing can occur without jeopardizing commer-
cial confidentiality.
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6. OTHER INITIATIVES
Streamlining the Counterdrug Effort

More than fifty federal departments and agen-
ctes are involved in the National Drug Control
Program. In addition, state and local govern-
ments, public interest groups, and private corpora-
tions make major contributions to the national
effort. The structures of government that bring
together these diverse groups, interests, and agen-
cies will vary from locality to locality and from
specific drug-related issue to issue. Some aspects
of the drug control effort involve the threat of
international criminal organizations that have
regional and local distribution and markering
affiliates in the United States. Other aspects of
the problem require coordinated response by mul-
tiple organizations seeking to synchronize preven-
tion, treatment, interdiction, and enforcement.
In such instances, unity of effort can best be
attained through organizing concepts that facili-
tate coordination.

The President’s Drug Policy Council is a fine
example of coordination at the national level.
Formed in March 1996 by the President, the pur-
pose of this cabinet-level organization is to under-
score the importance of drug policy issues within
the executive branch of the government. Meet-
ings of the council are chaired by the President
and convened to assess the direction of the
national drug control program. The council now
serves as the federal government's principal execu-
tive-level steering group.

Another example of a step in the right direction
was the reorganization of our interdiction efforts
by the Nartional Interdiction Command and Con-
trol Plan of 1994. This plan created three geo-
graphically-oriented  counterdrug  Joint
Interagency Task Forces (JIATFs) and the Domes-
tic Air Interdiction Coordination Center
(DAICC). The JIATFs employ U.S. Customs
Service, U.S. Coast Guard, and Department of
Defense operational assets in the conducr of inter-
diction operations in the Caribbean and Gulf of
Mexico, Pacific, and South America. The JIATFs
coordinate and direct the detection, monitoring,

and sorting of suspect drug-trafficking aircraft and
vessels and hand off targets to appropriate law
enforcement authorities for apprehension. The
JIATFs allow operational assets from different
agencies to participate in highly coordinated,
seamless operations. They also promote the
exploitation of the Department of Defense’s
sophisticated command, control, communica-
tions, and intelligence infrastructure. Other
essential coordinating elements of our national
counterdrug effort include the Department of
Defense’s Joint Task Force-Six and the multi-
agency Operation Alliance. The former coordi-
nates military support of federal, state, and local
counterdrug efforts along the U.S.-Mexico border.
The latter integrates the efforts of many agencies
working to prevent the flow of illegal drugs across
that border.

Restructuring Law Enforcement
Counterdrug Information Coordination

Timely and accurate tactical information can
allow trafficker and criminal organization vulnera-
bilities to be exploited. We have committed a
great deal of effort and significant resources to
ensure informed operations. In May of 1995, the
Interdiction Intelligence Support Plan (HSP} was
promulgated as an interagency plan to increase
the qualiry and timeliness of available intelligence
to the interdiction centers. The Anti-Drug Net-
work (ADNET) was simultaneously established to
serve as the communications backbone for the
interdiction centers and supporting intelligence
activities.

There is yet room for our law enforcement agen-
cies to coordinate actions better and reinforce
each other’s efforts so that operations, investiga-
tions, and prosecutions are supported more effec-
tively by intelligence and information sharing.
While national-level law enforcement inrelli-
gence organizations like the National Drug Incel-
ligence Center (NDIC), Treasury’s Financial
Crimes Enforcement Network (FinCENY}, and the
El Paso Intelligence Center (EPIC) are making
useful contributions, their full potential has yet to
be realized. At the local level, High Intensity
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Drug Trafficking Area (HIDTA) initiatives and
Organized Crime and Drug Enforcement Task
Forces (OCDETF) are improving federal, state,
and local coordination, but timely tactical intelli-
gence and information sharing can still be
improved. Consequently, a review of the existing
counterdrug intelligence architecture offers the
potential to make better use of available resources,
share (while protecting) information more rapidly,
and fully integrare coverage. We must have a sys-
tem that can detect, monitor, and track domestic
drug production and trafficking activities across a
spectrum of illegal activities that includes cultiva-
tion, movement of precursors, smuggling, whole-
sale and retail distribution, and laundering of
profits.

Applying a Research, Development, and
Technology Application Strategy

As the national drug control strategy takes a
long-term approach, so must the research and
development and technology application strategy
that supports it. Over the years, individual agen-
cies and scientific projects have aided the national
drug control effort. The American scientific com-
munity has leveraged our efforts by producing use-
ful data, creating effective sensing and monitoring
systems, fielding high-speed data processing, and
improving intelligence activities. Medical
research has fostered understanding of the effects
of drugs while improving prevention and treat-
ment. Law enforcement and inspection technolo-
-gies have enhanced police and port of entry
operations, safeguarded officials involved in coun-
terdrug activities, and constrained drug trafficking.

However, gaps remain in our knowledge and
capabilities, which science can narrow. Biomed-
ical and behavioral research can increase our
understanding of addiction processes and help us
develop better drug testing and demand reduction
therapy. We hope to develop noninrrusive inspec-
tion systems; improved border surveillance, detec-
tion, monitoring, and apprehension capabilities;
and integrated tactical operations at the federal,
state, and local level. Drug traffickers are invest-
ing in advanced technology to improve their oper-

ations and defeat ours. A two-sided effort is in
progress, and our opponents are well-financed.

QOur advantage lies in the vast potential of a col-
lective scientific capacity, both in terms of knowl-
edge and the ability to organize, pool assets,
interconnect technologies, and maintain sus-
tained vision while realizing short-term, technolo-
gy-aided results. A long-term strategy
underwritten by a five-year budget offers the
opportunity for maximum success. Key technolo-
gies can be researched, evaluated, adjusted, reeval-
uated, and field tested in coordination with
established objectives. Data bases can be devel-
oped with greater specificity relating to the com-
plex social and strategic questions of national drug
control policy.

A comprehensive, integrated technology strate-
gy promotes intelligent choices among projects.
Properly designed, such a plan could help us deter-
mine when to take risks, where to avoid redun-
dancies, and how to achieve mutual
reinforcement among extant systems. [ime
frames and funding projections geared to the long-
haul make for greater rationality in investment
and development. Effectiveness in the short-term
can be measured and judiciously considered in
light of long-term goals.

Emerging technologies, research data, and sci-
entific/medical breakthroughs offer great promise
in achieving our desired goal. Integrated efforts, a
visionary approach, and methodically-sound deci-
sions are critical. A technology strategy is a neces-
sary ingredient in the overall counterdrug effort.

Countering Attempts to Legalize
Marijuana

The United States has the highest rate of drug
use of any nation in the industrialized world.*
Approximately 50 percent of American youth will
have used an illegal drug by the time they graduate
from high school; the vast majority are using mari-
juana.” This psychoactive substance has become
almost a rite of passage for those who end up as
cocaine and heroin users. A 1994 survey by the
Center on Addiction and Substance Abuse at
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Columbia University found that a twelve to sev-
enteen-year-old who smokes marijuana is eighty-
five times more likely to use cocaine than a
non-marijuana smoking peer.* Clearly, if we want
to reduce the rate of teenage drug use and prevent
American youth from using dangerous drugs like
cocaine, we must continue to oppose efforts to
legalize marijuana.

Marijuana is a Schedule I drug under the provi-
sions of the Controlled Substance Act, Title 11 of
the Comprehensive Drug Abuse Prevention and
Control Act of 1970. It is similarly controlled on
an international basis through inclusion on
Schedule I of the Single Convention on Narcotic
Drugs. Marijuana is placed in Schedule I because
it has a high potential for abuse and no currently
accepted medical use in the United States.

Nonerheless, our medical-scientific process
should not close the door on any substance that
could have therapeutic uses. Thus, in response to
anecdotal claims about marijuana’s medicinal
effectiveness, the Office of National Drug Control
Strategy is funding a comprehensive review of the
drug by the National Academy of Science’s [nsti-
tute of Medicine. This review will consider scien-
tific evidence of marijuana’s pharmacological
effects; the state of current scientific knowledge;
the drug’s psychic or physiological dependence lia-
bility; risks posed to public health by marijuana; its
history and current pattern of abuse; and the scope,
duration, and significance of abuse. The ultimate
purpose of this review is to protect the American
people by ensuring that science, not ideology, is
the basis of drug control policy. The government
has an obligation to ensure that regulatory systems
do not prevent safe and effective medicines from
being made quickly available to the sick. It also
has a responsibility to protect the American people
from unsafe, ineffective medicines.

Integrating Ideas, Concepts, and
Strategies

In the national efforr to counter the effects of
illegal drugs and substance abuse, there has been
no shortage of proposals, ideas, and papers. The

plethora of studies is an indication of the degree to
which the country is troubled by the issue and
determined to confront it. As such, the energy
displayed is a healthy and helpful approach to
common goals.

However, such efforts would be more fruitfu! if
coordinated. There is no room for parochialism in
the endeavor to reduce illegal drugs and their con-
sequence. Drug abuse is a national problem that
must be solved through collective efforts. While
argumentation among good people is merely ideas
in the making, there comes a time when different
perspectives must be synthesized and channeled
into a cooperative venture,

This document constitutes the overall strategy
for the nation’s effort against drug abuse. It leaves
room for growth, incorporation of new advances
in science and technology, better operations,
intellectual expansion, and logical rejection of
well-intentioned but counterproductive activities.
The National Drug Control Strategy will
undoubtedly adapt over the years as conditions
change. It will, however, organize our efforts
toward the stated goals and objectives.
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V. Resources to Implement

rogress on the drug front is not easily
achieved without the funding neces-
sary to educate children, reduce vio-
lent drug crime, treat citizens in need,
protect our borders, and address for-
eign and domestic sources of supply.

the Strategy

To support all these goals for Fiscal Year (FY)
1998, the President requests $16.0 billion to fund
drug control efforts. (See Table 5-1.) This request
represents an increase of $818 million over the FY
1997 level of $15.2 billion, or a 5.4 percent

increase.

Table 5-1. Drug Control Funding: Agency Summary, FY 1936 - FY 1998

Agriculture

Corporation for National Service
Defense

Education

Health and Human Services

Housing and Urban Development
Intelligence Community Management Account
Interior

Federal Judiciary

Justice

Labor

Office of National Drug Conrrol Policy
State

Transportation

Treasury

U.S. Information Agency

Veteran Affairs

Total Drug Control Budget

Supply Reduction
Percentage of Total Drug Budget

Demand Reduction
Percentage of Total Drug Budget

1998

- FY 1996 199 resident’s
Actual cte equest
$28.6 $28.6 $28.5
29.9 30.7 40.3
822.1 957.5 808.6
588.3 679.0 746.6
2,072.5 2,381.5 2,534.1
2938 320.0 260.0
- 27.0 27.0
304 30.3 332
506.6 539.1 620.5
6,267.0 6,961.4 7.249.1
59.4 59.5 65.5
129.7 288.9 351.2
1353 194.0 215.5
3722 3843 443.1
1,029.0 1,140.8 1,338.1
83 7.6 7.9
10811 1,128.8 1,177.6
$13,454.0 $15,158.9 $15,976.8
$9,013.2 $10,181.6 $10,502.4
67% 67% 66%
$4,440.8 $4,977.3 $5,474.4
33% 33% 34%

(Detail may not add to totals due to rounding)
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Highlighted FY 1998 Drug Control
Initiatives

* National Media Campaign — $175 million is
requested in FY 1998 for a national media cam-
paign targeting illegal drug consumption by
youth. This initiative would rely on high-
impact, anti-drug television advertisements
aired during prime-time to educate and inform
the public about the dangers of illegal drug use.

e Safe and Drug-Free Schools — $620 million is
requested for FY 1998, an increase of $64 million
(11.5 percent) over the FY 1997 appropriation.
New resources would provide grant assistance to
governors and state educational agencies for drug
and violence prevention programs.

* Community Oriented Policing (COPS) —
$510 mitlion in drug-relared resources is request-
ed in FY 1998, an increase of $41 million {9 per-
cent) over FY 1997. COPS serves as the vehicle
for the Administration’s strategy to fight violent
crime and drug use by increasing the number of
state and local police officers on the streets.

¢ Prevention and Treatment Research — $522
million is requested in FY 1998 for the National
Institute on Drug Abuse (NIDAY), an increase of
$33 million (6 percent) over FY 1997. These
additional resources will further NIDA's efforts
in conducting basic drug prevention and treat-
ment research.

* Youth Treatment Initiatives — $19 million is
identified in the FY 1988 HHS budget to sup-
port innovative interventions for juvenile
offenders which integrate community-wide edu-
cation, law enforcement, substance abuse treat-
ment, and mental health services; studies of
rrearment effectiveness for adolescents with co-
occurring substance and mental health disor-
ders; and expansion and assessment of
comprehensive substance abuse treatment ser-
vices for adolescents.

¢ Youth Prevention Initiatives — $98 million is
identified in the FY 1998 HHS budget for activ-

ities designed to prevent marijuana and other

drug use among American youth. The initiative
will provide State Incentive Grants, raise public
awareness and counter pro-drug messages, and
expand State level data collection activities.

® Drug Courts — $75 million is requested in FY
1998, an increase of $45 million (150 percent)
over FY 1997. These grants support state and local
criminal justice agencies to provide court-mandat-
ed drug treatment and related services to nonvio-
lent offenders.

¢ INS Southwest Border Initiative — $367 mil-
lion in drug-related resources is requested for the
Immigration and Naturalization Service (INS)
in FY 1998, an increase of $48 million over FY
1997. This request provides for an additional
five hundred Border Patrol agents to stem the
flow of illegal drugs and illegal aliens across the
southwest border.

¢ International Narcotics Control and Support
for Peru — The FY 1998 budget includes $214
million for the State Department’s Bureau of
International Narcotics and Law Enforcement
Affairs (INL). Included in the INL budget is
$40 million for Peru, an increase of $17 million
over FY 1997. In FY 1998 this program will
continue the implementation of the President’s
directive to place more emphasis on source
countries, focus on programs that promote alter-
native development, dismantle narcotics traf-
ficking organizations, and interdict drugs.

National Funding Priorities for
FY 1998-2002

Although outyear funding levels for particular
programs still need ro be formulated through a
cooperative effort with OMB and various agencies,
ONDCEP has already identified priority areas for
funding. ONDCP will continue to emphasize
these priorities throughout the five-year drug bud-
get planning horizon. If additional funds for feder-
al drug conrrol programs become available, the
Administration will pursue the following priorities:
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Figure 5-1
FY 1998 Spending Goal ($ Millions)
Goal1 1,783
Reduce Youth Drug Use
Goal 5 $3,456
Reduce Sources of
Supply

Goal2 $5,519
Reduce Drug-Related
Crime and Violence

Goal4  $1,588

Stop Flow of Drugs at
Borders :

Goal 3 $3.651
Reduce Consequences of Drug Use

Figure 5-2

Federal Drug Control Spending by Function, FY 1985-98
$ Billions
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Reducing Youth Drug Use — The centerpiece of
our national counterdrug strategy remains the
prevention of drug use by children. Youth-orient-
ed prevention programs today can reduce the
number of addicted adults who will cause enor-
mous damage to themselves and our society
TOMOITOW.

Reducing the Consequences of Chronic Drug
Use — The narional drug control strategy also
recognizes that significant reductions in illegal
drug consumprion cannot occur without
addressing the problem of chronic drug use.
Chronic drug users comprise about 20 percent of
the drug-using population yet consume over
two-thirds of the supply of drugs. By reducing
the number of dependent drug users, we can
lessen the adverse health and welfare conse-
quences of illegal drug use as well as attendant
criminal activity.

Reducing Drug-related Crime and Violence —
Domestic law enforcement has helped take back
our streets from the ravages of the drug trade.
Of particular concern is the relationship
between drugs and crime. A disproportionate
number of more than twelve million property
crimes and almost two million violent crimes
that occur each year are committed by drug
users or traffickers.

Stopping the Flow of Drugs at U.S. Borders —
Unless we shield our borders from the flow of
illegal drugs, the United States will never stem
the tide of drug abuse. Interdiction is the key to
stopping drugs from crossing our borders and

reaching our neighborhoods.

* Reducing Domestic and Foreign Sources of
Supply — Interdiction programs alone cannot
prevent drugs from flowing into the United
States and reaching our children. Therefore, the
national drug control strategy must target sources
of supply as well. Working with source and tran-
sit nations offers the greatest prospect for elimi-
nating foreign sources of supply. Cocaine,
heroin, and frequently methamphetamine are
produced outside the United States; these illegal
drugs cause the greatest harm to our citizens.

® Maintaining Strategy Flexibility — A long-
term straregy must be versatile and contain the
infrastructure to respond to new drugs. Ameri-
ca’s drug problem is not static, as indicated by
the recent emergence of methamphetamine.
While the use of some drugs declines (e.g.,
cocaine), other substances make a comeback
(e.g., methamphetamine, marijuana, and hero-
in). Still other drugs are used for the first time.
QOur strategy must contain the means to identify
and monitor new drug use trends so that pro-
grams can address them proactively.
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VI. Consultation

ection 1005 of the Anti-Drug Abuse

Act of 1988, as amended, requires the

Office of National Drug Control Poli-

cy (ONDCP) to consult a wide array

of experts and officials, including

heads of the national drug control
program agencies, the Congress, state and local
officials, and members of the private sector as the
National Drug Conivol Strategy is being developed.
ONDCP met the full intent of this congressional
requirement during the development of this 1997
Strategy in the following ways:

By Consulting with Leaders Across the Nation.
The perspectives and suggestions of leaders in
both the public and private sectors were enor-
mously helpful in the development of the 1997
National Drug Control Strategy.

* Governmental Consultation. Within the exec-
utive branch of the federal government, every
cabinet officer and all departments and agencies
participated in the development of strategic
goals'and objectives and in the formulation of
supporting budgets, initiatives, and programs.
Similarly, within the legislative branch, views
and suggestions were solicited from every senator
and representative and from their supporting
staffs. At the state and local levels, ONDCP
solicited input from each state govemnor along
with those from American Samoa, Puerto Rico,
and the U.S. Virgin Islands, and from the mayors
of every city with more than 100,000 people.
Views from public officials overseeing federal,
state, and local prevention, education, treat-
ment, law enforcement, correctional, and inter-
diction activities were also solicited.

* Private Sector Consultation. Suggestions were
also solicited and received from: representatives
of the more than 4,300 community anti-drug
coalitions; chambers of commerce; editorial
boards; non-governmental organizations; profes-
sional organizations (i.e. actors’ guilds, bar associ-
ations, business associations, educational groups,
law enforcement and correctional associations,
medical associations, unions, and others); reli-
gious institutions; and private citizens including
chronic drug users, inmates, parents, police offi-
cers, prevention specialists, recovered addicts,
students, teachers, treatment providers, and vic-
tims of drug-related crimes. The ONDCP Direc-
tor also joined senators and representatives in
their stares and districts to leam more about the
drug problem and observe solutions. The interest
displayed by all and the thousands of unsolicited
letters received at ONDCP underscored that a
majority of Americans believe that drug use and
drug-related crime are among our nation’s most
pressing social problems.

By Consulting with the Congress. Representa-
tives from the Office of National Drug Control
Policy testified at thirteen formal congressional
hearings in 1996. Topics included: drug policy pri-
orities; the federal drug control budgert; interna-
tional drug control programs; drug trafficking in
the Western hemisphere; preventing drug traffick-
ing across the southwest border; juvenile drug use
trends; drug interdiction efforts; the global heroin
threat; making cocaine less available; and Ari-
zona's Proposition 200 and California’s Proposition
215. Additionally, senators and representatives
were briefed privately by the ONDCP Director and
other officials of the executive branch while the
work of their staffs was supported by all national
drug control program agencies.
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By Keeping the American People Informed.
ONDCP supported the anti-drug efforts of every
national television network and numerous local
television and radio organizations in 1996; more
than 200 exclusive interviews were conducted.
Derailed briefings were provided to the editorial
boards of twenty-two newspapers and magazines.
Spanish-language materials were generated for
media organizarions that serve Hispanic-Ameri-
cans. A web site (www.ncjrs.org} and toll free tele-
phone service (1-800-666-5212) staffed by drug
policy information specialists provide drug-related
data, perform customized bibliographic searches,
advise requesters on data availability and of other
information services, and mainrain a public reading
room. In addition, ONDCP maintains a “home-
page” that provides up-to-date information about
the Office of National Drug Control Policy and
drug policy issues.

By Building Support for the U.S.’s International
Drug Contro! Programs. Leaders from key drug
production and trafficking nations were briefed on
the international components of the Narional
Drug Control Strategy. Support for U.S. drug con-
trol efforts was also developed among important
international and multilateral organizations such
as the Association of Asian States, the European
Union, the Organization of American States, and
the International Commission of the Red Cross.

By Coavening or Participating in Conferences
and Meetings. ONDCP briefed participants in
numerous gatherings of organizations like: the
National Governors’ Association, the Conference
of Mayors, the American Bar Association, and the
National Association of Police Officers. Addi-
tionally, ONDCP convened or participated in the
following conferences and meetings to promote
greater coordination of international, federal,
state, and local anti-drug efforts; consider emerg-
ing problems; and consult experts as the 1997
Strategy was being developed.

¢ The President’s Drug Policy Council. Estab-
lished by the President in March 1996, this cab-
inet-level organization met on May 28, 1996
and December 12, 1996 to assess the direction
of the Nadonal Drug Control Strategy and discuss
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drug policy iniriatives. Members of the council
include heads of drug control program agencies
and key presidential assistants.

eSouthwest Border Canference. El Paso, Texas,
July 9-10, 1996. Federal, state, and local repre-
sentatives met to discuss the challenge of stop-
ping drug trafficking across the two-thousand
mile-long U.S. - Mexico border.

¢ High Intensity Drug Trafficking Areas
(HIDTA) Conference. Washington, D.C.,
July 15-16, 1996. Participants considered how
the congressionally-mandated HIDTA pro-
gram can better coordinate regional law
enforcement efforts.

e The USIC/]-3 Counterdrug Quarterly Confer-
ence. Washington, D.C. These meetings pro-
vided a forum for executive-level discussions of
U.S. international drug interdiction programs.

¢ California Proposition 215/Arizona Proposi-
tion 200 Briefing. Washington, D.C., Novem-
ber 14, 1996. State, local, and community
leaders briefed federal department and agency
representatives on the recently-passed ballot
initiatives as the federal response to both mea-
sures was being formulared.

¢ Entertainment Industry. Hollywood, Califor-
nia, January 9-10, 1997. The ONDCP Director
met with leaders in the entertainment industry
to discuss how the narional drug prevention
effort might be supported by the creative talents
of the broadcast, film, and music industries.

* Methamphetamine Conference. San Francisco,
California, January 10, 1997. The purpose of this
regional meeting was to examine the growing
methamphetamine problem in western states,
review progress made since the April 1996 release
of the National Methamphetamine Strategy, and
consider appropriate responses. A follow- on
national methamphetamine conference is sched-

uled for May 1997 in Omaha, Nebraska.
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THE WHITE HOUSE

Office of the Press Secretary

For Immediate Release February 25, 1997

REMARKS BY THE PRESIDENT IN
ANNOUNCEMENT OF DRUG STRATEGY

THE PRESIDENT: Thank you very much. First of all,
thank you, Nathan, for your introduction and your commitment, and [
thank all the young people who are here from the Boys and Girls Club,
from the DARE programs.

. | want to thank the members of the President's Drug
Policy Council who are standing here behind me and those out in the
audience who have been introduced by the Vice President and by
General McCaffrey; and I thank the members of Congress for being here
and their support, and all the rest of you who are involved in this
battle.

Let me say a special word of appreciation to General
McCaffrey. He has literally been tireless in developing a national
strategy to reduce illegal drug use and more importantly, to
implement it in a way that makes a difference in the lives of all
Americans. I knew that he was well-suited for the job. [ had had a
lot of exposure to General McCaffrey before I asked him to do this
job, but even so, | have been surprised by the increased intensity of
his tenacity and focus; and for that [ am grateful. [ think it gives
us a chance to turn this situation among our young people around,
with all of your help.

Let me say at the outset, one of the things that [ have
tried to do, and one of the reasons I like this drug policy so much
is that it is focused on children and, therefore, it is a part of
what I think ought to be our overail mission, which is to give our
children a safe, wholesome, constructive upbringing that begins with
a drug-free life, appropriate health care, safe streets and a decent
education.



[ want to thank the Attorney General -- today, the
Justice Department has announced something else that I think is
important. I'd just like to begin, because I think we need to look
at this in terms of the safety of our children. Today, the Justice
Department announced that in the first 28 months since the Brady Bill
went into effect, another law directed to the safety of our children,
more than 186,000 felons, fugitives, and stalkers were blocked from
buying guns over the counter -- more than 186,000, from March of 1994
to the end of June of 1996. And more than 70 percent were rejected
because the applicant was an indicted or convicted felon.

Now, it seems to me that, for all those who are still
out there campaigning against the Brady Bill, those of us who support
it can now rest our case. It's the right thing to do for America.
It's making us safer. It's giving these children a chance to grow up
drug free. And]I ask all of you in law enforcement to redouble your
efforts to support it and to do what we can to defend it.

Our five-part drug strategy is another part of making
America safer for our children. In 10 years, a young person, a young

man or woman Nathan's age, will be in his or her early twenties, a
time when a person should be well on the road to becoming a
contributing member of society, an adult with responsible duties.
Those 10 years, they're a pivotal 10 years. We're learning all the
time about how formative the young years are in a person's life when
intelligence is formed, but we also need to concentrate on the
formative years when not only intelligence but good judgment is
formed, and decisions are made about whether people will be good
citizens, good workers, good parents and, among other things, drug
free.

What happens to people in those 10 years should be an
integral part of every drug strategy. This is an urgent issue. You
know, there is hardly a day that passes when we don't read in the
newspaper about yet another child becoming a victim of violence.
Every American should be angry that a nine-year-old child cannot make
her way safely to her grandmother's door in a Chicago housing project
-- angry that she was brutally attacked and left for dead. That
child will suffer with great physical and emotional pain for the rest
of her life. A portion of her childhood was taken from her. And
whenever an aftack like that happens, a portion of our humanity is
taken from all of us.



Last week in Chicago, Hillary asked that anyone who has
information about that attack, contact the local law enforcement
officials. I want to extend that call today and ask that all of us
do more to keep watch over our children. We have to become angry
whenever any child -- one single child -- becomes prey for drugs or
violence or abuse, and we should use our anger to take action.

Last week I unveiled our Youth Violence Strategy to keep
gangs, guns and drugs off our street and called for new protections
for our children, including safety locks on guns and extending the
Brady Bill to violent youthful offenders. But, fundamentally, this
course will only change if all of us can teach our children right
from wrong, and if all of us can help them to steer away to a more
productive, positive life.

That is what we have to focus on in this Drug Strategy.
We know what works. We know what works. There are people here who
have been working in this vineyard for years and years and years. We
know that bipartisan cooperation works. We know persistence and
community action works. All were factors in reducing illegal drug
use by half in the last 15 years. But we also know that during this
time, drug use by adolescents, almost unbelievably, went up. And I
might add, until last year so was the crime rate by young people
going up while the overall crime rate was dropping. And the two
things were clearly related.

This is not a problem confined only to the poor or to
those in inner-cities. It cuts across from rich to middle class to
poor, from urban to suburban to rural. In each of these places,
there are children who are getting in trouble when they ought to be:
choosing a better life. Among 8th graders, in the last few years,
drug use is up 150 percent. An 8th grader, typically, is 13 or 14
years old. That's why prevention is important at that age, and
indeed considerably younger. If we teach our children well, more of
them will live well away from harm's way.

Our drug strategy must be more than a year-to-year
approach, but a guide to action for the next decade, for those
critical 10 years of these young people's lives -- to reduce drug use
and its consequences, and to keep our young people out of the kind of
harm that the invasion of drugs into their bodies will cause.



We should first begin by giving our children the
straight facts. We know that the more children are aware of the
dangers of drugs and believe the facts, the more likely they are to

avoid them. We propose to add up to $175 million to seed a
far-reaching media campaign to get out the facts and shape the
attitudes of these young people. We'll be seeking matching funds
from the private sector for a total of $350 million, because this
must be a shared responsibility. If a child does watch television --
and what child doesn't -- he or she should not be able to escape
these messages.

And again, let me say { want to thank General McCaffrey -
for bring this idea to me and pointing out how much we had permitted
public advertising aimed at young people about the dangers of drugs
to decline over the last few years. That is one of the seminal
contributions that he has made to my understanding of this issue, and
I appreciate it, and I ask the Congress to help us to get this job
done.

Second, we must reduce drug-related crime and violence.
Drug-trafficking supports gangs and sets off gang warfare. A million
Americans are arrested every year for violating the drug laws. Let
me say that again: a million Americans are arrested every year for
violating drug laws. Three-quarters of the growth in the number of
federal prison inmates is due to drug offenses. We will enforce the
law vigorously, but we have to do more than make more jail space.

I saw yesterday that two of our largest states, Florida
and California, now have prison budgets bigger than their higher
education budgets, that prison construction is growing all over
America much faster than constructions in our colleges and
universities, even though enrollment is going up and older people are
trying to go back to college. We have to do more to prevent these
things from occurring in the first place. More to take the guns out
of hands of criminals and juveniles, more to use the criminal justice
systemn to reduce drug demand and break the cycle of drugs and
violence. Drug courts and mandatory drug testing and treatment are
effective.

I'm pleased to announce that the Justice Department is
providing $16 million in grants to more than 125 communities across
our nation for planning, implementing or improving drug courts. |
have seen them work. I know they will make a difference.



Third, we have to work to eliminate the social
consequences of illegal drug use. A third of all AIDS and HIV cases
are drug-related -- a third. More than 3.6 million Americans, as the
General said, are addicted to drugs, and drugs kill 14,000 of our
fellow citizens every year. Often, people who use illegal drugs are
people who go to class or hold jobs or have families. They drain our
productivity. We can begin to reduce these consequences if we can
further decrease the number of casual drug users and if we can help
chronic users to overcome their dependency. It is important that we
try to do both.

Fourth, we have to do more to shield our frontiers
against drug-trafficking. We all know that this is a very difficult
task. Hundreds of millions of people enter our nation every year.
Hundreds of millions of tons of cargo are shipped here every year.
Just one-millionth of all that cargo is illegal drugs. One-millionth
of all that cargo is illegal drugs. But that is still far too much,
and an awful lot of cargo.

Our job is to stop it without hurting the legal commerce
and movement that makes us the trade leader of the world. Along our
border to the south with Mexico, crime and violence linked to drugs
must be brought under control. Qur 1998 budget will bring
considerable reinforcement to that border.

Fifth, we have to reduce drug cultivation, production
and trafficking abroad and at home. We've made a start by supporting
alternatives to drug crops. In Peru, coca cultivation dropped by 18
percent. In the next decade, we want to completely eliminate the
cultivation of coca for illicit consumption. If we help with
alternative crops that is a viable, viable policy in many cases.

We've also had some successes against trafficking. The
Coast Guard's Operation Frontier Shield in the Eastern Caribbean
between October 1st and December 1st of last year seized 14,000
pounds of illicit drugs, compared to 5,400 pounds for the entire
previous year. It seized seven smuggling vessels and achieved an 80
percent interdiction rate, versus 20 percent in the previous year.
We can do better with interdiction, and we're learning to do it.



Throughout the Caribbean and in South America we've
captured more than 100 tons of cocaine a year. With the cooperation
of other nations and with regional organizations, we're committed to
building on our record of success. And when Secretary Albright
returns from her trip this afternoon, we'll be looking at
certification on counternarcotics operations.

We are committed to cooperating with our friends in
Latin America. That's one of the reasons why I asked Mack McLarty to
be my special envoy to the Americas. We want to cooperate with them,
but we want them to cooperate with us as well. We want to reduce our
demand for drugs, but we are determined to reduce the supply as well.

Finally, let me say we have to do more to work together
here at home. On May 21st, I will host the first White House Mayors
Conference on Drug Control to bring together not only mayors, but
police officers and prosecutors, too, to make sure that in every
community we are doing the very best job we can.

I want parents, teachers, law enforcement and other
community leaders to help us. I want our young people to help us,
most of all. We did not create this problem overnight, and it will
not be solved overnight, but over that critical decade of these young
people’s lives who are here, we can lift a whole generation away from
the grip of a terrible menace.

Thanks to the efforts of many people, we now have a
rational, coherent and long-term strategy. Its ultimate success will
depend upon the support it receives from every American. And,
ultimately, it will depend upon the willingness of our young people
to listen, to learn, to be strong and to find support. The rest of
us have to be that support.

There is no more urgent priority. Thank you very much.
(Applause.)
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To the Congress of the United States

[ am pleased to transmit the 1997 National Drug Control Strategy to the Congress. This strategy
renews our bipartisan commitment to reducing drug abuse and its destructive consequences. [t
reflects the combined and coordinated Federal effort that is directed by National Drug Control
Policy Director Barry McCaffrey and includes every department and over 50 agencies. It enlists
all State and local leaders from across the country who must share in the responsibility to pro-
tect our children and all citizens from the scourge of illegal drugs.

In the 1996 National Drug Control Strategy, we set forth the basis of a coherent, rational, long-
term national effort to reduce illicit drug use and its consequences. Building upon that frame-
work, the [997 National Drug Control Strategy adopts a 10-year national drug-control strategy
that includes quantifiable measures of effectiveness. The use of a long-term strategy, with annu-
al reports to the Congress and consistent outreach to the American people on our progress, will
allow us to execute a dynamic, comprehensive plan for the Nation and will help us to achieve
our goals.

We know from the past decade of Federal drug control efforts that progress in achieving our
goals will not occur overnight. But our success in reducing casual drug use over the last decade
demonstrates that drug abuse is not an incurable social ill. Thanks to the bipartisan efforts of the
Congress and the past three administrations, combined with broad-based efforts of citizens and
communities throughout the United States, we have made tremendous progress since the 1970’
in reducing drug use.

Nonetheless, we are deeply concerned about the rising trend of drug use by young Americans.
. While overall use of drugs in the United States has fallen dramatically — by half in 15 years
— adolescent drug abuse continues to rise. That is why the number one goal of our strategy is to
motivate America’s youth to reject illegal drugs and substance abuse.

" QOur strategy contains programs that will help youth to recognize the terrible risks associated
with the use of illegal substances. The cornerstone of this effort will be our national media cam-
paign that will target our youth with a consistent anti-drug message. But government cannot do
this job alone. We challenge the national media and entertainment industry to join us — by
renouncing the glamorization of drug abuse and realistically portraying its consequences.

- All Americans must accept responsibility to teach young people that drugs are wrong, drugs are
illegal, and drugs are deadly. We must renew our commitment to the drug prevention strategies
that deter first-time drug use and halt the progression from alcohol and tobacco use to illicit
drugs.

. While we continue to teach our children the dangers of drugs, we must also increase the safety
of our citizens by substantially reducing drug-related crime and violence. At the beginning of
my Administration, we set out to change this country’s approach to crime by putting more police
officers on our streets, taking guns out of the hands of criminals and juveniles, and breaking the
back of violent street gangs. We are making a difference. For the fifth year in a row serious crime
in this country has declined. This is the longest period of decline in over 25 years. But our work
is far from done and we must continue to move in the right direction.
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To the Congress of the United States

i am pleased to transmit the 1997 National Drug Control Strategy 1o the Congress. This strategy
renews our bipartisan commitment to reducing drug abuse and its destructive consequences. It
reflects the combined and coordinared Federal effort that is directed by National Drug Control
Policy Director Barry McCaffrey and includes every department and over 50 agencies. [t enlists
all State and local leaders from across the country who must share in the responsibilizy to pro-
tect our children and all citizens from the scourge of illegal drugs.

In the 1996 National Drug Control Strategy, we set forth the basis of a coherent, rational, long-
rerm national effort to reduce illicit drug use and its consequences. Building upon that frame-
work, the 1997 National Drug Control Strategy adopts a 10-year national drug-control strategy
that includes quantifiable measures of effectiveness. The use of a long-term strategy, with annu-
al reports to the Congress and consistent outreach to the American people on our progress, will
allow us to execute a dynamic, comprehensive plan for the Nation and will help us to achieve
our goals.

We know from the past decade of Federal drug contro! efforts that progress in achieving our
goals will not occur avernight. But our success in reducing casual drug use over the last decade
demonstrates that drug abuse is not an incurable social ill. Thanks to the bipartisan efforts of the
Congress and the past three administrations, combined with broad-based efforts of citizens and
communities throughout the United States, we have made tremendous progress since the 1970'
in reducing drug use.

Naonetheless, we are deeply concerned about the tising trend of drug use by young Americans.
While overall use of drugs in the United States has fallen dramatically — by half in 15 years
— adolescent drug abuse continues to rise. That is why the number one goal of our strategy is to
maotivate America’s youth to reject illegal drugs and substance abuse.

Qur strategy contains programs that will help youth to recognize the terrible risks associated
wirh the use of illegal substances. The comerstone of this effort will be our national media cam-
paign that will target our youth with a consistent anti-drug message. But government cannot do
this jab alone. We challenge the national media and entertainment industry to join us — by
renouncing the glamorization of drug abuse and realistically portraying its consequences.

AN Americans must accepe responsibilicy to reach young people that drugs are wrong, drugs are
illegal, and drugs are deadly. We must renew our commitment to the drug prevention strategtes
that deter first-time drug use and halt the progression from alcohol and cobacco use to illicit
drugs.

While we continue to ceach our children the dangers of drugs, we must also increase the safery
of our citizens by substantially reducing drug-related crime and violence. At the beginning of
my Administration, we set out to change this country'’s approach to crime by putting more police
officers on our streets, taking guns out of the hands of criminals and juveniles, and breaking the
back of violent street gangs. We are making a difference. For the fifth year in a row serious crime
in this country has declined. This is the longest period of decline in over 25 years. But our work
is far from done and we must continue to move in the right direction.
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Mure than half of all individuals brought into the Nation's criminal justice systems have sub-
stance abuse problems. Unless we also break the ¢yele of drugs and violence, criminal addicts
will end up back on the street, committing more crimes, and back in the criminal justice sys-
tem, still hooked on drugs. The criminal justice system should reduce drug demand ~— not
prolong or tolerate it. Our strategy implements testing and sanctions through coerced absti-
nence as a way to reduce the level of drug use in the population of offenders under criminat
justice supervision, and thereby reduce the fevel of other criminal behavior.

Qur strategy supports the expansion of drug-free workplaces, which have proven so successful
and we will continue 1o seck more effective, efficient, and accessible drug treatment to ensure
that we are responsive to emerging drug-abuse trends.

We must continue to shield America’s air, land, and sea frontiers from the drug threat. By
devoting more resources to protecting the Southwest border than ever before, we are increas-
ing drug seizures, stopping drug smugglers, and distupting major drug trafficking operatiens.
We must continue our interdiction efforts, which have greatly disrupted the trafficking patterns
of cocaine smugglers and have blocked the free flow of cocaine through the western Caribbean
into Florida and the Southeast.

Qur comprehensive effort 1o reduce the drug flow cannot be limited to seizing drugs as they
entet the United States. We must persist in our efforts to break foreign and domestic sources
of supply. We know that by working with souzce and transit nations, we can greatly reduce for-
eign supply. International criminal narcotics organizations are a threat to our national securi-
tv. But if we target these networks, we can dismantle them — as we did the Cali Cartel.

We will continue to oppose all calls for the legalization of illicit drugs. Our vigilance is need-
ed now more than ever. We will continue to ensure that all Americans have access to safe and
effective medicine. However, the current drug legalization movement sends the wrong message
to our children. It undermines the concerted efforts of parents, educators, businesses, elected
leaders, community groups, and others to achieve a healthy, drug-free society.

I am confident that the national chaflenge of drug abuse can be met by extending our strate-
gic vision into the future, educating citizens, treating addiction, and seizing the initiative in
dealing with criminals who traffic not only in illegal drugs but in human misery and lost lives,

Every year drug abuse kills 14,000 Americans and costs taxpayers neatly $70 billion. Drug
abuse fuels spouse and child abuse, property and violent crime, the incarceration of young
men and women, the spread of AIDS, workplace and motor vehicle accidents, and absen-
teeism in the work force.

For our children's sake and the sake of this Nation, this menace must be confronted through
a rational, coherent, cooperative, and long-range strategy. | ask the Congress to join me in a
partnership to carry out this national strategy to reduce illegal drug use and its devastating

tmpact on America.

THE WHITE HOUSE
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Foreword

The 997 National Drug Conrrol Strategy is a statement of will and a guide to action. Its overarching pur-
pose is the reduction of illegal drug use and the harm it causes. It is inspired by a long-term vision of a
nation free of drug abuse in which yeurhful dreams are fulfilled and the ideals of democmcy are realized.

The Strategy offers a comprehensive, balanced approach to reduce demand for illegal drugs and decrease
their availakility. [t applies the necessary resources, programs, and initiatives to make significant inronds
toward overcoming the nation’s drug problem. The Serategy’s message is clear:

To our children and their parents and mentors, we offer the tools for making the right choice to reach
adulthood free of illegal substance.

To our communities troubled by dangers of the drug trade., we provide law enforcement and social ser-
vices that promorte & safer, more wholesome environment.

To those caught in the prip of drug abuse, we make avaitable education, prevention, and treatment to
help afflicted individuals become contributing citizens.

To criminals who display 2 callous disregard for our laws and people, we announce our determination to
uphald the legal system and bring offenders to justice.

To the nations of the world, we commit ourselves to working cooperatively to stop the insidious trade in
illegal drugs.

To our citizens, we pledge to make progress towards aur goals.

The 1997 National Drug Control Strasegy embodies the collective will of the American people. Itis
charged with theit determination to overcome the problem of drug abuse and its devastating conse-
quences. It is built from che fiber of their optimism. It reflects their belief that this country can become
safer, healthier, and imbued with the vigor of thriving communities and contributing citizens.

TR

Barry R, McCaffrey
Director
Office of National Drug Control Policy
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. The Purposes and

Nature of Strategy

“The cave of human life and happiness, and not
their destection, is the first and only legitimate object
of goad gorernment.” — Thomas Jefferson

Drug Contro! Strategy: An Overview

he first duty of government is to

protect  its  cirizens. The

Constitution of the United States

— as inzerpreted over 208 years —

articulates the obligation of the

federal government to uphold the
public good, providing a bulwark against all
thrents, foreign and domestic.  1llegal drugs
constitute one such threat. Toxic, addictive
substances present a huzard to society as a whole.
Like n corrosive, insidious cancer, drug abuse
diminishes the potential of our citizens for full
growth and development.

The tradizions of American government and
democracy affirm self-determination and freedom.
While government must minimize interference in
the private lives of citizens, it cannot dueny security
to individuals and the collective cutture the people
uphold. Drug abuse and its consequences destroy
personat  liberty and the well-being  of
communities. Crime, viclence, nnri-social
behavior, accidents, unintended pregnancies, drug-
exposed infants, and addiction are only part of the
price illegal drug use imposes on society. Every
drug uset risks his ability 10 think mtionally and his
potential for a full, productive life, Drug abuse
drains the physical and moral strength of America.
Tt spawns global criminal syndicates and bankrolls
those wha seli drugs to children. [llegal drugs
foster crime and violence in our inmer ciries,

suburbs, and ural aress.

Drug-induced deaths increased 47 percent
berween 1990 and 1994 and  number
approximately 14,000 a vear! Illegal drugs also
hurden our sociery with approximately $67 bitlion
in social, health, snd criminal costs each year’
Ahsent effective government sction, the damage
to our country would be even greater. Historians
have documenred America’s experience with
addictive drags over the past two hundred vears.
The ebb and flow of drug use recurred in roughly
thirty-vear cycles: an uninformed or forgetful
public becomes indifferent to the dangers of rising
drug use only to recoil at its devastating
consequences.  For the benefis of all Americans,
the 1997 National Drug Control Strozegy sets a
steady course to reduce drug abuse and s
detrimental consequences.

A Comprehensive Ten-Year Plan

Strategy considers the relationship berween
available resources and poals. As an executable
plan, it offers ways o achieve ends in an efficient
manner. Sirategy sets the timetable for efforts
undertaken and reassesses relevance as conditions
change. Strategy nlso embodies will. With a sense
of optimism, the American people dedicate
themselves to the proposition that our country
can become safer and healthier, imbued with the
vigor of thrving communities and contributing
citizens.

The National Dvug Conrrol Strategy is designed to

provide guidance for the long- term, 1t proposes a
ten-year commirment supported by five-year
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Tug PuRFOSES AND NATURE OF STRATEGY

budgets so that continuity of effort can help
ensure success. The stmtegy  addresses the two
sides of the challenge: limiting availability of
illegal drugs and reducing demand.  This
document contains our coellective wisdom for
confronting illegal drugs. It provides general
puidance while identifving specific initiarives,
Tarticular programs will be reassessed annuadly 1o
maximize opportunities for success, but the overall
approach must be sustained. The challenge is 1o
reinforce progress while nor wasting resources on
unproductive efforts.  Nevertheless, sufficient
time must be allarted to a program lest premature
evaluation distart findings.

The Narional Drug Control Strategy is America's
main guide in the struggle 1o decrease illegal drug
use. The strategy provides a compass for the
nation to reach this critical objective. Developed
in consultation with public and private organiza-
tions, it sets a coutse for the nation’s collecrive
efforr against drugs.

The Mandate for a National Drug Contro!
Strategy

The Corrmolled Substances Act, Title 11 of the
Comprehensive Drug Abuse Prevention and Control
Act of 1970, is the legal foundation of the
government's fight against abuse of drugs and other
substances.  This law consolidates numerous
regulations pertaining to the manufacture and
distribution of narcotics, stimulants, depressants,
hallucinogens, anabolic steroids, and chemicals wed
in the illicit proxduction of controlled substances.

The federa) Anti-Drug Abuse Act of 1988
established as a policy goal of the United States
governement the creation of a drug-free America. A
key provision of that act was the establishment of the
Office of National Drug Policy to set priorities and
objectives for national drug conrrol, promulgate the
Narional Dyug Conrol Strategy on an anmual besis, and
uversee the strategys implementation.  Congress
requires thar the strategy be comprehensive and
research-based: contain long-range goals and shorter-
term, measurable objectives; and seek to reduce drug
abuse and its consequences. Specifically, drug abuse
is likely to be curbed by: reducing the number of

4 Tui Nattonet DRuG ConTROL STRATLGY: 1987

illegnl druy wsers; preventing use of illegal drugs.
alcohol. and 1obacco by underoge youth; and
reducing the availability of illegal drugs.

Evolution of the National Drug Cantrol
Strategy

Since passage of the Anti-Drug Abuse Act,
seven formal versions of the National Dineg Control
Strategy have been drafted.  All defined the
reduction in demand for illegal drugs as a main
focus of drug control efforts.  In addition, the
Jocumenes soon recopnized the prevention of
drug. alcohol, and tobacco use among youth as the
most important goal. The various strategics
realized that no single approach could rescue the
nation from the cycle of drug abuse. A consensus
was reached that drug prevention, education, and
treatment must be complemented by drug supply
reduction abroad, on our borders, and within the
United States. Each strategy also shared the
commitment to maintain and enforce anti-drug
laws. Finally, these strategies tied policy o an
increasingly scientific, research-based body of
knowledge about the nation’s drug problems.

Ower the years, the drug strategies codified
desirable outcomes as “goaks.” In 1996, the
straregy established five major goals as the basis for
a coherent, rational, long-term national effort.
Subsequently, the Office of National Drug
Control Policy solicited and received nationwide
comments on last vear’s edition; this feedback
informed cthe 1997 strategy. The resulting
document is offered as a distillation of the
national experience and a conceptual framework
for reducing illegal drug use and its consequences
over the next decade.

Elements of the 1997 National Drug
Control Strategy

* Democratic. Cur nation's domestic challenge is
to reduce drug use and its consequences while
pratecting individual liberties. Our intemational
challenge is to develop effective programs thae
reduce the cultivation, production, and
wafficking of illegal drups while supporting
democratic govemnance and human rights.

Tre Purposes ang NATURE OF STRATEGY

» (utcome-oriented. A decrease in drug use and
its negative consequences is the desired
outcome of this Strategy.  All initiatives in the
stracegy must serve that end. Over the course of
wn years, many programs will adapt or evolve as
we assess the progress that has been made.

Balanced. Reducing the drug problem in
America requires a multi-faceted, balanced
program.  We cannot hope tw’ decrense drug
abuse by relying exclusively on one approach.
William Bennett laid out in the 1989 Natonal
Dhug Conerel Strategy a lesson thar still applies
today: “... no single tactic — pursued alone or 10
the detriment of other possible and valuable
initiatives — can work to contain or reduce drug
use.” We can expect no panacea, no “silver
bullet.” We can neither arrest nor educate our
way out of this problem. The [997 Strategy
presents a range of approaches that promise,
when taken together, to decrease illegal drug use
in America.

* Long-term. There can be no short-term
solutions to a problem that requires education of
each generation and resolute opposition to
criminal tmaffickers. Chr approach must be long-
term and continucus. We will marshal the
resaurces to resist drug traffickers, manage the
social trauma of drug abuse, and create the
engaged, supportive, community environment
needed to educate American youth. The 1997
Strategy outlines a range of approaches that
promise, when raken together, to decrease drug
abuse in America for generations.

* Wide-ranging. One consequence of modemn
communication and transportation is a
“shrinking” of the world and the nation. Drug
abuse is not limited to one region of the country
or ong country in the world. The Serategy uses
initiatives like prevention, education, treatment,
research, law enforcement, interdiction, and
illicit drug crop reduction to deal with iflegal
drug use actoss the spectrum of human
organization. We cannot stop drug use and abuse
in America while allowing traffickers to subvert
othet governments, establish safe-havens in
some countries, ar overwhelm the capabilities of
lacal law enforcement. The initiatives in the

1997 Srrategy establish a partnership among
federal, state, and local governments. and with
community-based organizations and the private
sector, to salve common problems.

Realistic. Some people believe that drug use is
s0 deeply embedded in society that we can never
hope to decrease it. Others feel, that the
problem can be solved in shoart order if
draconian measures are adopted.  Avoiding
extremes, the Strategy rejects both of these
views. We can reduce drug use withour
compromising American ideals if we maintain
adequate resolve.

* Introspective. I the strategy is 1o be dvnamic
and successful, it must incorporate a self-
assessment  process. We must measure
ohjectively the progress or failure of a project
and modify tactics accordinghy.

An Enduring Challenge

Drug abuse has plagued America for more than a
cenmury. To rum thar negative experience around will
require perseverance and vigilance, Our nation can
conin and decrease the damage wrought by drug
abuse and its consequences. But we will have toapply
ourselves with a resolve marked by continuing
educazion for our citizens, the detemminarion to resist
criminals who traffic in illegal drugs, and the patience
and compassion to weat individuals caught in the grip
of illegal drugs.

The metaphor of a “war on drugs” is misleading.
Wars are expected 1o end. Addressing drug abuse is a
continuous challenge; the moment we believe
ourselves to be victorious and free 1o relax our resolve,
drug abuse will rise agnin.  Furthermore, the United
States does not wage war on its citizens, many of
whom are the victims of drug abuse. These
individuals must be helped, not defeated. It is the
suppliers of illegal drugs, both foreign and domestic,
who must be thwarted.

A more appropriate analogy for the drug problem is
cancer.  Dealing with cancer is a long-term
proposition. It requires the mobilization of support
mechanisms — human, medical, educational, and
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societal, among others — o check it spread, Jeal
with its consequences, and improve the prognosis,
Rusistance tu its sprend s necessary, but s is patience,
comnpassion, and the will to cary on agrinst irs
innoads. Pain must be managed while the oot cause
is arucked. The omd o recovery is long and complex.

Decreasing illegal Jrug use in Ametica s a
Jifficult tisk, The 1997 Strategy provides a long-
rerm vision that can be implemented, measured,
and adapred to secure our goal. The duty of the
federal government is to help communities resist
drug abuse and overcome its consequences.
Ultimately, each American must make his or her
awn decision about whecher to begin o stop using
illegal drugs and how to enable communities to
overcome the impact of drug abuse. The Nadonal
Drug Conorol  Strategy  focuses  government
resources to help Americans make the right
decisions — for their individual well-being and for
sociery — and to reduce the cancer of drugs in
America.

Endnotes

1. Nutiomal Center for Health Seatistics, Advance Report of
Final Moruwality Swatistics, 1994, Vol 45. No. 3, Supple-
ment {Hyastsville, Md.; ULS. Department of Health and
Human Seevices, Seprember 30, 1996).

2. Dorothy P. Rice, unpublished data (San Francisco, Calif:
Insticute for Health and Aging, Univenity of California).
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II. America’s Drug
Abuse Profile

Fewer Americans Are Using !ltegal Drugs by almest 50 percent from the 1979 high of -
twenty-five million — a decrease that represents
n estimated (2.8 million  un extraondinary change in behavior. Despire the
Americans, about 6 percent of  dramatic drop, more than a third of all Americans
the household population aged twelve and older have tried an illicit drug. Ninety
twelve and older, use illegal percent of those who have used illegal drugs used

drugs on a current basis {within matijuana or hashish, Approximately a third used
the past thirty days). This  cocnine or wok a prescription type drug for
number of “past-month” drug users has declined nonmedical reasons.  About a fifth used LSD.

Figure 2-1
Past Month Users of Any lilicit Drugs, Cocaine, and Marijuana,
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Fortunnrely, nearly sixey million Americans whe
used illicit drugs during youth, as adules reject
these substances.'

Drug Use is 8 Shared Problem

Many Americans helieve that drug abuse is not
their problem. They have misconceptions that dmug
users belong o a segment of society different from
their own or that drug abuse is remote from their
environment. They are wrong. Almost three
quarters of drug users are employed. A majority of
Americans believe that drug use and drug-related
crime are 3aMONE our nation’s most pressing social
problems.® Approximately 45 percent of Americans
know sumeone with a substance abuse problem.

While drug use and its consequences threaten
Americans of every socio-economic background,

geographic region, educationa) level, and ethnic
and eacial identity, the effects of drug use are ofren
felt disproportionally. Neighborhoods  where
illegal drug markets flourish are plagued by
artendant crime and violence.  Americans who
lack comprehensive health plans and have smaller
incomes may be less able to afford treatment
programs (o overcome drug dependence. What all
Americans must understand is that no one is
immune from the consequences of drug use. Every
family is vulnerable.  We must make a
commitment t0 reducing drug abuse and not
mistakenly assume that illegal drugs are someone
else’s concern.

Cocaine. The number of cocaine users in the
United States has declined dramatically since the
high poine in 1985 In 1995, 1.5 million
Americans were cufrent cocaine users, a 74
percent decline from 3.7 million a decade easlier.

Figure 2-2

Annual U.S. Consumption of Cocaine by Type of User, 1972-92
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In addition, fewer people are trving cocaine. The
estimated 533,000 first-time users in 1994
represented  a 60 percent  decline  from
approxtimately 1.3 million cocaine initiates per
year between 1980 and 1984. While these figures
indicate significant progress, the aumber of
frequent users in 1995 — estimated at 582,000
(235,000 of whom use crack} — has not changed
markedly since 1985 The Rand Corporation
estimates tha: chronic users account for two-
thirds of the U.S. demand for cocaine.' Thus,
while the number of cocaine users has dropped,
the gmount of cocaine consumed in America has
not declined commensurably.

Heroin. Some 600,000 people in the United
States are addicted to heroin, an increase over the
estimated number of addicts during the 1970s and

1980s."  While injection remains the most
practical and efficient means of administering
low-purity heroin, the availability of high-puricy
heroin makes snorting or smoking viable options.
As more chromic users turn 1o snorting heroin,
cunsumption has increased dramatically compared
to consumption a decade apo when injection was
the only option available.” The April-1996 Pulse
Check, a survey conducted by the Office of
Nationat Drug Control Policy, found that while
most heroin wsers are older, long-term drug
abusers, growing numbers of teenagers and young
adules ate using the drug.”

Marijuana. In 1993, an estimated 9.8 million
Americans (77 percent of all current illicit drug
users} were smokers of marijuana — making it the
most-commonly-used illicit drup,  Approximately

Figure 2-3

Cocaine and Marijuana First Time Users, 1985-94

Number of Persons {in millions)
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57 percent of current illicit drug users limit
consumptian exclusively to marijuzna. In 1995,
five mitlion U.S. citizens used marijuana
frequently (defined as at least fifty-one days a
year), which was a significancly lower figure than
the estimated 8.4 million frequent marijuzna users
in 1985. However, the annual number of
marijuana initiates rose since 1991, reaching 2.3
million in 1994.*

Methamphetamine,  Methamphetamine use is
incremsing, An estimated 4.7 mullion Americans
have tried this drug.’ Findings by the National
Institute of Justices Drug Use Forecasting
program, which regularly tests arrestees for drug
use in twenty-three ciries, suggest that
methamphetamine  is  present  in many
communities across the country and that its
prevalence is greatest in the West, Southwest, and
Midwest."® [n 1993, approximately 6 percent of

adult and juvenile arrestees, from all sites, tested
positive for methamphetamine.  Eight locations
{San Diego, Phoenix, San Jose, Portland, Omaha,
Los Anpeles, Denver, and Dallas) reported
significant rates of methamphetamine use.

Orher Illicic Drugs. In 1995, the prevalence of
current use of other illicic drugs, including
hallucinogens, inhalants, and psychotherapeutics,
wits less than 1 percent. Cnly hallucinogen use
showed any significant change between 1994 and
1995, rising from 0.4 percent to 0.7 percent.
Despite last yenr's ban on importation, Rohypnol, a
powerful sedative, is still found in the Southeast and
Mid-Arlantic regions. Ethnographers note that this
substance was formetly one of several “club drugs™
young people used, which now may be reaching a
wider audience.! Other “club drugs” — including
Ketamine, Quanludes, Xanax, MDMA, and LSDr —

continue to gain popularity among voung adulis.

AMerica’s DRUG ABUSE PREFILE

Figure 2-4 '
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Trends in Youth Drug Use

The mast alarming trend is the increasing use of
illegal drugs, tobacco, and alcohal among youth,
Children who use these substznces increase the
chance of acquiring life-long dependency
problems. They also incur greater health risks.
Every day, three thousand children begin smoking
cigarettes regularly; as » result, a third of these
youngsters will have their lives shortened.
According to a study conducted by Columbia
University’s Center on Addicrion and Substance
Abuse, chitdren who smoke marijuana are cighty-
five times more likely to use cocaine than peers
whe never tried marijuana.® The use of illicit
drugs among eighth graders is up E50 percent over
the past five vears.® While alarmingly high, the
prevalence of drug use among today’s young
people has not returned to near-epidemic levels of
the fate 1970s. The most important challenge for
drug policy is to reverse these dangerous trends.

Early drug use often leads 1o other forms of
unhealthy, unproductive behavior, Illegal drugs
ate associated with premarture sexual activity
{with arzendant risks of unwanted pregnancy and
exposure 1o sexually-transmitted diseases like
HIVIAIDS), delinquency, and involvement in the
criminal justice system.

Overall Use of Illegal Drugs. In 1995, 10.9
percent of all youngsters between twelve and
seventeen years of age used illicit drugs on a past.
month basis.* This rate has risen substantially
compared 10 8.2 percent in 1994, 5.7 percent in
1993, and 5.3 percent in 1992 — the historic low
in the trend since the 1979 high of 16.3 percent.
The University of Michigan’s 1996 Monitoring the
Future study found that more than half of all high
schoal students use iflicit drugs by the time they
graduate,

Cocaine Use Among Youth. Cocaine use is not
prevalent among young people. In 1996,
approximately 2 percent of twelfth graders were
current cocaine users. While this figure was up
from a low of 1.4 percent in 1992, it was still 70
percent lower than the 6.7 percent high in 1985,
Among twelfth graders in 1996, 7.1 percent had

ever tried cocaine — up from the 1992 low of 6.1
percent but much lower than the 1983 high of
17.3 percent. However, during the past five years,
liferime use of cocaine has nearly doubled among
cighth graders, reaching 4.5 percent in 1996.¢ A
similar trend is identified in the 1995 Narional
Househeld Survey on Drug Abuse, whigh showed
a drop in the mean age for first use of eocnine from
23.3 years in 1990 to nineteen in 199417

Heroin Use Among Youth, Heroin use is also not
prevalent among young people.  The 1996
Monitoring The Future study found thar 1 percent of
weelfth graders had used heroin in the past year,
and half of 1 percent had done so within the last
thirty days, Encouragingly, both figures were lower
than the 1995 findings. However, the 1904 survey
showed that the number of youths who ever used
heroin doubled between 1991 and 1996 among
eighth and twelfth praders, reaching 2.4 percent
and 1.8 percent respectively.®

Marijuana Use Among Youth. Marijuana use
contintes to be a major problem among the
nation'’s young people. Almost one in four-high
school seniors used marijuana on a “past-month™
basis in 1996 while less than 10 percent used any
other illicit drug with the same frequency.
Within the past year, nearly twice as many seniors
used marijuana as any other illicit drug.”
Marijuana also accounts for most of the increase
in illicit drug use among youths aged twelve to
seventeen. Between 1994 and 1995, the rate of
matijuana use among this age-group increased
from 6 percent to 8.2 percent (a 37 percent
increase), Furthermore, adolescents are
beginning to smoke marijuana at a younger age.
The mean age of first use dropped from 17.8 years
in 1987 10 16.3 vears in 1994.®

Alcohol Use Among Youth. Alecohol is the drug
most often used by young people. Approximarely
one in four tenth grade students and one third of
twelfth graders report having had five or mare
drinks on at least ane occasion within rwo weeks of
the survey.”" The average age of first drinking has
declined 10 15.9 years, down from 1987 average of
17.4 years.®

Twe Nationas GruG CanTRoL STRaTEGY: 1987 13

Adi
OJO_[OH-:I’ Advugy NOUNIS



AMERICA'S DAuG AEusE PROFILE

America’s Drus ABuse PRoene

Percent

Figure 2-5
Past 30-Day Use of Selected Drugs Among 8th, 10th, 12th Graders,
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Tobacco Use Among Youth. Despite n decline in
adult smoking, American youth continue to use
tobacco products ar rising rates.  1n 1996, mare
than a third of hipgh schoul seniors smoked
cigarerees, and more than one in five did so daiby.
These percentages are greater than at any time
since the 19705

Other Hlicit Drug Use Ameng Youth. After
marijuana, stimulants {a category that includes
methamphetamine)  are  the  second-muoss-
commeonly used illicic drug among voung people.
About 3 percent of high school students use
stimulants on a monthly basis, and 10 percent have
done so within the past year.  Encouragingly, the
use of inhalanes — the third-must-common illicit
substance — declined among eighth, tenth, and
twelfth graders in 1996, LSD however, was used by
8.8 percent of twelfch graders during the past year™

Consequences of lllicit Drug Use

The socin] und health costs to society of illici
drug use are stypgering. Drugerelated  lness,
death, and crime cost the nation approximately
$66.9 billion. Every mun, woman, and child in
America pays nearly 31,000 annually to cover the
expense of unnecessary health care, wxim law
enforcement, auto accidents, crime, and lost
prodluctivity resulting from substance  sbuse™
Micit drug use hurts families, businesses, and
neighborhoods: impedes education: and chokes
criminal justice, health, and social service systems.

Health Consequences

Drug-Related Medical Emergencies Are at a
Historic High. The Drug Abuse Warning
Network (DAWN)Y, which stedies dmg-retared
hospital emetgency room episodes, provides a useful
spapshos of the health consequences of America’s

Figure 2-6

Heroin, and Marijuana, 198895

Trends in Drug-Related Emergency Room Mentions of Cocaine,
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drug problen. In 1995, DAWN estimated chie
331,800 drug-related episodes oceurred — shighrly
mure than the 318,500 incidents in 1994, The
1995 fieure marks the fist time in the past five
relited emersency Jdepartment

vears that drug-
eptsndes did not ris

significantly.™

DAWN also found that cocaine-related episodes
remain at a histeric high.  Heroin-related
emergencies increased between 1990 and 1995 by
124 percent. While no meaningful change
accurred in the number of methamphetimine-
related episodes hetween 1994 and 1993, 2 marked
increase Jid oceur herween 1991 and 1994 when
the figure rose from five thousand to nearly
eighteen thousand.

Nearly 40 percent of deaths connecred with
illegal drugs strike people between age chirey and
thirty-nine, a group with elevared rates of chronic
problems due o drug abuse”™  Overall rates are
higher for men than for women, and for blacks
than for whire: AIDS is the fastest-growing
cause of all illegal drug-related Jeaths. More than
33 percent of new AIDS cases affect injecting drug
users and their sexual partners.™

The Consequences of Heroin Addiction are
Becoming More Evident. Heroin-related deaths in
some cities incrensed dramatically berween 1993
and 1994 (the most recent year for which these
statistics are available). In Phoenix, heroin faralities
were up 34 percent, 29 percent in Denver. and 23
percent in New Crleans.” The annusl number of
heroin-related emergency room mentions increased

from 34,000 in 1990 10 76,023 in 1995.%

Maternal Drug Abuse Contributes to Birth
Defects and Infant Mortality, A survey
conducted between 1992 and 1993 estimated that
5.5 percent, or abour 221,000 women, used an
illicit drug at least once during their pregnancy.”
Marijuan was used by abour 2.9 percent, or
114,000; cocaine was used by shout 1.1 percent, or
45,000." Infants bom to mothers who abuse drugs
may go through withdrwal or have other medical
problems at birth, Recent research also suggests
thar drug-exposed infants may develop poorly
hecause of stress cnused by the mother's Jrug use.

16 Tue NaTionaL Drus ConTROL STRaTEGY: 1997

Tlese children experience double jeopardy: they
often suffer from bological vulnerability dee to
prenatal drug exposure, which can be exacerbated
by poor caretaking and multiple separations
resulting from the drug user’s lifestyle.

Murernal substance abuse is nssocinted with
increased risk of infant mortalicy or death of the
child during the first year of life. An in-depth
study of infant mortality conducted on women
receiving Medicaid, in the stare of Washingron
from 1988 through 1990, showed an infant
mortality rate of 149 per one thousand births
among substance -abusing women as compared
t 107 per one thouwsand for women on
Medicaid who were not substance abusers.™ In
additien, this research indicated that infants
born to drug-nbusing women are 2.5 times more
likely to die from Sudden Infant Death
Syndrome (S1DS).

Chronic Drug Use is Related to Other Health
Problems. The use of illegal Jrugs is associated
with n range of other diseases, including
tuberculosis and hepatitis. Chronie users are
particulatly susceptible to sexually-transmittable
diseases and represent “core transmitters” of rhese
infections. High risk sexual behavior associated
with crack and injection drug vse has been shown
o enhance the transmission and acquisition of
both HIV and other STDs.

Underage Use of Alcohol and Tobacco Can
Lead to Premature Death. Eighty-two percent
of all people who try cigarettes do so by age
eighteen.” Approximately 4.5 million American
children under eighreen now smoke, and every
day anather three thousand adolescents become
regular smokers.® Seventy percent of adolescent
stnokers say they would not have starred if they
could chouse again.” In excess of 400,000 people
die every year from smoking-related dis 3
more than from alcohol, crack, herain, murder,
suicide, ear accidents, and AIDS combined. ™

Alcohol has a devastating impact on young
people. Eighr young people u day die in alcohol-
related car crashes.™  According to the National
Highway Traffic Safery Administration, 7,738
intoxicated drivers berween the ages of sixeeen

—
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and twenty were fagally injured in 19965 The
younger an individual starts drinking and the
areater the intensity nnd trequency of alcohol
consumption, the preater the sk of using other
.+l ey e " B i+

dhrug_:s. ‘ Two and-a-half million teenagers reported
they did not know that a penon can die from
alenhol overdose,

Drug Abuse Burdens the Waorkplace. Seventy-
one percent of all illicir Jrug users aged eighreen
and older (7.4 million adules) are employed
including 5.4 million full-time workers nnd'lg‘
million part-time workers, Drug users \fccren.sc
warkplace productivite. An angoing, nationwide
study conducted by the U.S. Postal Service has
compared the job pedformance of drug users versus
non-users. Among drug users, absenteeism is 66
peccent higher, health benefit utilization js 84
percent greater in dollar rerms, disciplinary actions
are 90 percent higher, and there is :ipﬁiﬁmntly
higher employee wirnover.®

) The warkplace can function 2s a conduit for
‘mfurm_;uiun on substance-ahuse prevention and
identificarion borh to adules — many of whorm, as
rarents, are not being reached through more
toditional means — and 1o vouth who are
emploved while attending school. The threat of
job loss remains one of the most effective ways 1o
motivate suhstance abusers o set help, The
workplace  provides many  emplovees  (and
families) who seck help for o suh&[‘:ln(f.‘-;l}!ll\‘c
problem with access to treutment. Since evidence
shows that substance-ahuge trearment can reduce
job-related problems and result in abstinence
many emplovers sponsor e1np]0yee—nsaisnma:
programs (EADs), conduct drug resting, or have
procedures for detecting substance-ahuse and
promating early treatment.

Figure 2-7
Drug Related Arrests, 1988-95
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The Cost of Drug-Related Crime

Drrun abuse takes a toll on society that can enly
be partially mewsured.  While we are able o
estimare the number of drog-related crimes that
occur ench year, we can never determine fully the
exvent to which the quality of life in America
neighborhoods has been diminsshed by drug-
related criminal behavior. With the exceptiun of
drug-relared homicides, which have Jeclined in
recent vears, drug-related crime is continuing at a
scrong and steady pace.

Numerous Drug-Related Arrests Occur Each
Year. [n 1994, state and lacal law enforcement
agencies made an estimated 1.14 million arrests
for drug law violations. The largest percentage of
these arrests were for drug possession (75.1
percent ).

Arrestees Frequently Test Positive for Recent
Drug Use. The National Institute of Justice Brug

Use Forecasting (DUF) program calculutes the
percentige of arrested  individuals whose urine
indicates drug use.  In 1995, DUF dica collected
from male amestees in pwenty-three cities showed
thar the percentage testing pewitive for any drug
ranged from 5t percent to 83 percent.  Female
arrestees ranged from 41 percent to 84 percent.
Among mules, arrestees charged with drug
possession or sale were most likely o test positive
far Jrup wse.  Among females, amestees charged
with prestitution, drug possession of sale were most
likeby ta test pusitive for drug use. Both males and
females amested for robbery, burglary, and stealing
vehicles had high positive rates®

Drug Offenders Crowd the Nation's Prisons and
Jails. Ag midyear 1996, there were 93,167 inmates
in federal prisons, 1,019,281 in state prisons, and
513,492 in jails. In 1994, 59.5 percent of federal
prisoners were drug offenders® as were 22.3 percent
of the inmates in state prisons.” The increase in
drug offenders accounts for nearly three quarters of

AMERICA'S DRUG ABust PROFILE

Figure 2-8

Number of Persons in Federal and State Prisons and Local Jails, 1985-96
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Figure 2-9

Drug Use* Among Booked Arrestees, 1995
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the toml growth in fedemal prison inmares since
1980, Most drug ottenders nre imprisoned for
perssessing maore drogs than possibly ¢onld be
consumed by one individual distributing Jgs or
committing serious crimes related to druyg sales. In
1995, for example, only 4040 people were

sentenced in federsd courts for marijusna-reloted
charges; S8.1 percent af those offenders were
tacing trafficking charges.”

Inmates in Federal and State Prisons were often
under the Influence of Drugs when they
Committed Offenses, A 1991 survey of federal and
state prisons, found that drug offenders, burpkars,
and robbers in state prisons were the most likely 1o
repart being under the influence of dougs while
committing crimes. Inmates in state prisons wha
had been convicied of homicide, tsawlr, and public

arder offenses were least likely o repart being
under the influence of drugs. With the exception
of burglars, tederal prison inmates were Tess likely
than srate fmates o have committed  offenses
under the influence of drugY

Offenders Often Commit Offenses to Support
Drug Habits. According toa 1991 joint survey of
federn] and state prison inmates, an estimated 19
percent of fuderal prisoniers and 17 per¢ent of state
prisoners Teported committing offenses in onder to
pay for Jrugs.™

Drug Trafficking Generates Violent Crime,
Tmfficking in illicit druss s often associzred with
vinlent crime. Reasons for this relacionship include
competition for drug markers and customers,
disputes among individuals involved with illegal

Figure 2-10 |
Drug-Related Murders, 1988-95
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drugs, and the locarion of Jdrug markers in
disadvantaged areas where legal and sociad contrals
against violence tend o he ineffective. The
proliferation of lethal weapans in recent yeass has
also mude drug violence more deadly.

Drug-Related Homicides Have Declined. There
was a steady decline in drugerelated homicide
between 1989 and 1995, The Uniform Crime
Reports (UCR)  indicated thar of 21,597
homicides committed in 1995 1n which the
circumstances of the crime were known, 1,010 (ur
4.7 percent} involved drugs.  This figure was
significantly lower than 7.4 percent in 1959.%

Money Laundering Harms Financial Institutions.
Money hwndering invalves disguising financial
assets so they can he used withour the illegal
activity that produced them being detecred.
Money laundering provides financial fuel not only
for drug dealers but for terrorists, arms dealers, and
other criminals who operate and expand criminal
enterprises.  Drug trafficking generates tens of
billions of dollars a year; the total amount of
meney involved cannot be calculated precisely. In
September 1996, the Inremal Revenue Service
(IRSY estimated that 60 percent of the money
laundering cases it investigated during thar fiscal
year were drug-related.”

lllegal Drugs Remain Avaitable

legal drugs continue to be readily available
almost anywhere in the United States. if measured
salely in terms of price and purity, cacaine, heroin,
and marijuana prove to be more available than
they were a decade ago when the number of
cocaine and matijuina users was much higher.

Cocaine Availability, Colombian druy cartels
continue to manage most aspects of the cocaine
trade from acquisition of cocaine base, to cocaine
production in South America and rransportation,
10 wholesale distribution in the United States.
Polydrug trafficking gangs in Mexico, which used
o serve primarily a5 transporters for the
Colombiun groups, are increasingly assuming a
more prominent role in the transporoarion and
distribution of cocaine.  Wholesale cocaine

distribution and money lwndering nerworks are
rypically orgmized into multiple cells funetioning
in major merropolitan areas. Domestically, retail

level sales are conducred by n wide variety of
criminal groups. These sellers are often organized
wlong regional, cultural, and ethnic lines that
facilitate internal security while serving o demand
for drugs that permenres eveny parz of our society,

Gangs — including the Crips, Bloods, and

"

Dominican gangs as well ax Jamaican “posses™—
are primarily responsible for widespread cocaine
and erack-related violence.  The migrarion of
aang members and “posses” 1o smaller ULE, cities
and rural areas has caused an increase in Jrug-
related homicides, armed robberies, and assaults in
those arens. According 10 the Navional Narcatics
Intellizence Consumers Committee (NNICC)
Reporr, the price and availability of cocaine in the
United States temain relatively stable, In 1995,
cocaine prices ranged nationadly from 519,500 o
$36.00C per kilogram. The average purity of
cocaine ar the gram, ounce, and kilogram level
alse remains high. Purity of the gram (retail level)
in 1995 was approximately 61 percent while
purity per kilogram (wholesale) was 83 percent.®

Heroin Availability. Heroin continues to be
readily available in moany cities.  Nationally, in
1995 whaolesale prices ranged from $50,000 ro
$260,000 per kilogram. This wide range reflected
such wvariahles as  buyer-seller relationship,
quantity purchased, frequency of delivery, and
transportation costs.  Data obtained from DEAS
Domestic Monitor Program, a retail heroin
putchase program, indicates that high-puriry
Southeast Asian heroin dominates the U.S.
market. However, the availahilicy of South
American heroin has increased steadily, reflecting
the fact that Colombian traffickers have gained o
foathold in the U.S. heroin marker.®

The NNICC Reporr also reveals that herwin
purity levels have risen considerably. In 1999, the
average purity for rerai! heroin from all sources
was 39.7 percent nationwide, which wais much
higher than the average of 7 percent reported a
decade ago. The retail purity of South American
heroin was the highest of any source, averaging
56.4 percent nationwide and 76 percent in New
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York City, n major importation and distribution
center. Heroin purity was gencrally highest in the
Northenst where a large percentage of the nation's
users live,

Marijuana Availability,  Marijuana is the mose
teadily available illicit drug in the United States.
While nmu comprehensive survey of domestic
cunnabiy cultivation has been conducted, the
DEA estimates that much of the marijuana
consumed i the United States is grown
domestically. Cannabis is frequently cualtivared in
remote locations and on public lands,  Major
aurdoor cultivation areas are found in Tennessce,
Kentueky, Hawaii, California, and New York.
Significant quanriries of marijuana are alse grown
indoors. The controlled environments of indoor
operations enable growers ta use sophisticated
agronomic techniques w enhance the drug’s
potency. The majority of the marijuana in the
United States comes from Mexico, much of it
being smuggled across the southwest border.
However, marijuana shipments from Colombia
and Jamaica are increasing.

Marijuana production and discribution in the
United States are  highly decentralized.
Trafficking organizations range from complex
operations that import the drug, grow it
domestically, and trede within che US., 10
individuals cultivating and selling at the retail
level. High quality marijuana is widely available
in all parts of the United States. Prices vary with
quatity and range from forty o nine hundred
dollars per ounce.® Qver the past decade,
marijuana prices have dropped even as the drug’s
potency has increased.

Methamphetamine  Availability. Damestic
methamphetamine production and trafticking are
concentrated in the western and southwestern
regions of the United States. Clandestine
methamphetamine laboratories operating within
Mexico and California are primary sources of
supply for all areas of the United States. Mexican
polydrug trafficking groups dominare wholesale
methamphetamine disrribution in the United
Ztates, saturating the western LS. market with
high-purity methamphetamine. These proups

22 The NaTional Daue ConTROL STRATEGY: 1397

have als become a source of supply for Hawait,
threatening 10 Jdisplace  waditional  Asian
suppliers.

LSD Awailability. LSD in retail quantity can be
found in virtually cvery state, and availability has
increased in some states. L3I producrion
facilities are thought to be hacared on the West
Copst in the porthemn Califomia and Pacific
Northwest areas. A proliferation of mail-onder
sales has created o marketplace in which
distributors have no personal contact with buyers,

Availability of Other Dirugs. PCP production is
centered in the greater Lus Angeles metropolitan
aren. Los Anpeles-based street gangs, primarily the
Crips, continue to distribute PCP 1o 2 number of
U.8. cities through cocaine trafficking opemtions.
MDMA — a drug related to methamphetamine
and known by such street names as Ecstasy, XTC,
Clarity, Essence, and Doctor — is produced in west
Texas and on the West Coast. It is distributed
across the country by independent craffickers
through the mail or commercial delivery services.
MDMA is often sold in tabler form with dosage
units of 55 to 150 milligrams. Retail prices range
from six to thirty dollars.*

In 1995, an influx of flunitrazepam (Rohypnol)
tablets reached the Gulf Caast and acher areas of the
United States. Manufactured legally by Hoffman-
LaRoche in Colombia, Mexico, and Swigerland,
Raohypnol has been reported to be combined with
alcohol and cocaine, and is becoming known as the
“date rape” drug. legal in the United Stares, ir sells
wholesale for a dollar a tablet and retail from $1.25
to three dollars a cablet.

While Progress Has Been Made, More
Remains to be Done.

We have made progress in our efforts o reduce
drug use and its cansequences in America. While
America's illegal dreg problem is serious, it does
not ipptoach the emergency situation of the late
1970s or the cocaine epideric in the 1980s. Just 6
percent of our household pepulation age twelve
and over was wsing drugs in 1993, down from 14.1

L AMErICcA’'S DRUS ABUSE PRGFILE

Figure 2-11

Marijuana: Disapproval and Perceived Harmfulness of Regular
Use Compared with Past 30 Day Use Among 12th Graders, 1996
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percent in 1979, Fewer than 1 percent were using
cocaine, inhalants, or hallucinogens. The most-
commonly-used illegal dneg was marijuana, taken
by 77 percent of drug users.®

As drug use became less prevalent through the
19805, national attention to the drug problem
decreased. The Partnership for a Drug-Free
America suggests that an indicator or that
decreased attention was the reduced frequency of
anti-drug public service announcements (PSAs)

on TV, radio, and in print media. Cur children also .

dropped their guard as drugs became less prevalent
and first-hand knowledge of dangerous substances
hecame scarce. Consequently, disapproval of drugs
and the perception of risk on the part of young
people has declined throughout this decade, As a
result, since 1992 more youth have heen using
aleohol, tobaceo, and illegal drugs.

A disturbing study prepared by CASA suppests
that adults have become resigned to teen daug use.
In fact, nearly half the parents from the “baby-
hoomer” pencration expect their teenagers to try
illepal drugs™  Forty percent believe they have
litetle influence over teenagers’ decisions abow
whether to smoke, drink. or use illegal drugs. Both
of these assumptions are incomect. Parents have
cnormous influence over the decisions young
people make,

We Must Act Now to Prevent a Future
Drug Epidemic

The United States has failed ro forestall resurgent
drug use amang children in the *90s. This problem
did not develop recently. The 1993 Interim Nanonal
Drug Control Strategy highlighted the problem of
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rising drug use among Ametican youth, quating the
1992 Momitowing The Fraure study which tound that
eighth praders and college studenes were
reperting higher races of drug use in 1992 than they
did in 1991. Further, fewer eighth graders in 1992
perceived great risk with using cocaine or erck than
Jid eighth graders in 1991 The continuation of
these trends has been substantinted by every
significant survey of Jrug use since 1993,

Our challenge is to reverse these ncpative
trends. America cannot allow the relapse we have
experienced to signal @ retun to catastrophic
illegal drug use levels of the past. The
government has committed itself to that end; so
have non-povermmental organizations such as
Community Anti-Drug Coalitions of America
{CACDA): the Parntnership for a Drug-Free
America (PDFA)Y; Columbin University’s Center
on Addiction and substance-abuse (CASA), the
National Center for the Advancement of
Prevention (NCAP), the Parent’s Resource
Institute for Drug Education (PRIDE), and many
others. Working topether, we can succeed.
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[1I. Strategic Goals

he adverse consequences of drug
use can be reduced by lessening
the demand for illegal drugs ot
their  uvailability, Neirher
approach, howevar, is sufficient by
itself.

Demand Reduction

In a perfect world, eliminating the demand for
illegal substances would unilaterally resolve the
drug problem evenrually, although in the short
ruzt we would still have the challenge of releasing
the addicted from the grips of their habits. Absent
demand, the impetus for the drug trade — profit
— would disappear. So, teo, would the social and
health costs of drug abuse. In zeality, there will
always be a demand for drugs. Some portion of
every population will continue to use illegal drugs
te escape reality, experience pleasure, follew peer
pressure, chase u misguided sense of adventure, or
rebel  apgainst  wuthority, among other self-
destructive reasons, To counter these proclivities,
prevention activities must forestall the use of
illegal drups, and education must convey that the
consequences of illegal drug use represent too high
a price to pay for such behavior.

Instruction about the dangers of drug abuse must
be focused on the populations most in need of it
—— America's youth and their mentors. Research
indicates that if a young person abstains from
using illegal drugs, nlcohol, or tobacco until az

and Objectives

least age twenzy. he or she will almost certaindy
avoid substance abuse for the remainder of his or
her life. Surveys have established that many
children abstain from using illegal drugs hecause
an adult they respect — usually a parent but often
a teacher, coach, religious or community leader =
convinced them that using drugs was dangerous,
Conversely, studies show that children who use
drugs often lack appropriate adult guidance.

When property informed, most Americans make
sound decisions. The challenge is to ensure that
our citizens understand that illegat drugs prearly
harm both individuals and society. Al of us need
to recognize that drug use limits human potentinl.
We must mike a convincing case that the
negative consequences of drug abuse far curweigh
any perceived benefit.

We must expand programs that prevent drug use
and treat individuals caught in the prip of
dependency.  The mare we can foster drug-free
environments — in schools, workplaces, and
communities — the less drug-induced devastation
will occur. For 3.6 million Americans caught in
the grip of addictive drugs, we are committed o
providing opportunities for recovery. Their
effective rehabilitation would result in enormous
social, economic, and health benefits. Whether
those who become addicted are our families,
neighbors, co-workers, the homeless or
incarcerated, we must help them become drug-free
50 that they can enjoy full, productive lives.
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STRATEGIC GoALs AND OBJECTIVES

STRATEGIC GOALS AND OBJECTIVES
OF THE 1997 NATIONAL DRUG CONTROL STRATEGY

Goal 1: Educate and enable America’s youth to reject illegal drugs as well as
alcohol and tobacco.

Objective 13 Educate parents or uther care givers, teachers, conches, clergy, health professionals, and
husifiess and community leaders to help youth reject illegal drugs nnd undesage alcoho! and wobacco use,

Objective Z: Pursue a vigorous advertising and public communicinions program dJealing with the dangers
of drug. aleohol, and bacea use by youth.

Objective 3: Promate zero wlerance policies for vouth regarding the use of illegal drugs, alechol, and
tubaceo within the family, schoul, workplace, and communiry.

Otjective 4 Provide students in grades K- 12 with alcohol, tobacco, snd drug prevention programs and
poticies that have been evaluated and rested and are bused on sound practices and pracedures.

Objective 5: Suppor: parents and adult menters in encouraging vouth 1o engage in positive, healthy
lifestvles and modeting hehavioe to be emulated by young people.

Objective 6: Encourape and assist the development of community coalitions and programs in preventing
druy abuse and underge alcohol and whacco use.

Objective 7: Create 2 pattnership with the media, entertainment industry, and professional sports organi-
zations to avoid the glamorization of illegal drugs and the use of alcohol and rabacco by youth.

Objective 8: Support and disseminare scientific research and data on the conseyuences of legalizing drugs.
Objective 9: Develup and implement a set of principles upon which prevention programming can be based.

Objective 10: Suppurt andd highlight research, including the development of scientific information, to
inform drug, alcohol, and tobaceo prevention programs targeting young Americans.

Goal 2: Increase the safety of America's citizens by substantiafly reducing
drug-related crime and violence.

Objective 1: Strengrhen law enforcement — including federal, state, and local drug task forces — 1o
comhat drug-related vivlence, disrupt criminal erpanizations, and arrest the leaders of illegal drug syndi-
cates.

Objective 2: lmprove the ability of High Intensity Drug Tenfficking Areas (HIDTAs) o counter drug
mrafficking.

Objective 3: Help Lyw enforcement 1o disnupt money lwndering and <eize eriminal assets.

Objective 4t Develop, refine, and implement effective rehnhilitarive programs — including graduated
sanctions, supervised release, and trearment for drug-abusing offenders and accused persons — at alt stages
within the criminal justice system.

Ohbjective 5: Break the eycle of drug abuse and crime.

Objective 6: Support and highlight research, including the develapment of scientific informartion and

data, t inform law enforcement, prosecurion, incarceration, and treatment of offenders involved with
illegal Jdrugs.
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Goal 3: Reduce health and social costs to the public of illegal drug use.

Objective 1: Support and promote effective, efficient, and accesible drug treatment, ensuring the devel-
opment of a system that is responsive to emerging wends in drug abuse.

Objective 2: Reduce drug-rebated heatth problems, with an emphasis on infectious diseases.

Objective 3: Pramote nativnal adoprion of drug-free workplace programs that emphasize doug resting as
a key companent of a comprehensive program that includes education, prevention, and intervention.

Obijective 4: Support and promote the education, training, and credentialing of professionals who work
with substance abusers.,

Objective 5: Suppont research into the development uf medications and trearment pratocols to prevent
ar teduce drug dependence and abuse. :

Objective 6 Support and highlighr research and rechnology, including the scquisition and analysis of
scientific dara, to reduce the health and social costs of illegal drug use.

Goal 4: Shield America’s air, land, and sea frontiers from the drug threat.

Objective 1@ Conduct fAlexible operations to detect, distupt. deter, and seize illegal drugs in transic 1o the
United Srates and at U.S. borders.

Objective 2: Imptove the coordination and effecriveness of U.S. drug law enforcement programs with
particular emphasis on the southwest border. Puerto Rico, and the LS. Virgin lslands.

Objective 3+ Improve hilateral and regional cooperation with Mexico as well as other cocaine and heso-
in transit zone countrics in order to reduce the flow of illegal dnags ineo the United States.

Objective 4: Support and highlight research and technology — including the development of scientific
information and data == to detecr, disrupt, deter, and seize illegat drugs in tronsit to the Unired Stares
and ar U.5. borders.

Goal 5: Break foreign and domestic drug sources of supply.

Objective 1: Produce a net reduction in the worldwide cultivetion of coca, opium, and matijuana and in
the production of other illegal drugs, especiatly methamphetamine,

Qbjective 2: Disrupt and dismantle major intemational drag teafficking organizations and arrest, prose-
cute, and incarcerate their leaders.

Objective 3: Support and complement source country drug controt efforts and strengthen source country
political will and dreg control capabilities.

Ohjective 41 Develop 2nd support bilateral, tegional, and multilateral initiatives and mobilize interna-
tional organizational efforts 2gainst all aspects of illegal drug production, tafficking, and abuse.

Objective 5: Promote international policies and laws that deter mnoney laundering and facilitate anti-
money laundering investigations as well as seizure of associated assers.

Objective 6: Supporc and highlight research and technology, including the development of scientific
dara, to reduce the worldwide supply of iilegal drugs.
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STRATEGIC G0ALS AlD OBJECTIVES

Supply Reduction

Since a permanent though varying demand for
illegal drugs is likely to persist, we must reduce the
supply of available drugs. History  has
demonstrated that the more plentiful drugs are,
the mote they will be used. Conversely, the less
available drugs are, the fewer people use them.
Therefore, we should cut the supply of drugs ro our
citizens. Drug availability can be decreased by
operating against every link in the drug chain
from cultivation to production and trafficking.
Drug crop cultivation must be addressed both
domestically and abroad.  Drugs must be
interdicted while in transit. The diversion of
precursor chemicals must be prevented. 1llicit
profits must be traced to their criminal sources
and, where possible, seized. Trafficking
organizations must be broken. Because drug
rafficking is fundamentally a profit-oriented
enserprise, atracking the economics of every
aspect of the illegal drug industry offers a way to
reduce drug availability. Interdiction must
continue to be a vital component of a balanced
supply-reduction effort,  Effective interdiction
efforts require flexible, in-depth, intelligence-
driven operations. Bilateral, multilateral,
regional, and internntional cooperation is critical
to the success of any interdiction campaign.

Essential 1o the reduction of drug availability is
the continued development of law enforcement
protocols and organizations that can move
effectively against sophisticated wrafficking
organizations. Bilateral and multilateral
agreements with foreign governments and
cooperation among regional organizations are
imporsant  when confronting  intemnational
crimninal organizacions, Our targets must be the
international and domestic drug organizations
responsible for the bulk of drug trafficking. We
must prevent the introduction of illegal drugs into
the Unired States by shielding our borders and
ports of entry, unilaterally where necessary and
mulrilacerally where possible.

Moreover, our activities beyond U.S. borders

must recognize that demand for illicit drugs
anywhere sustains global supply and traffic that
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are difficult to exclude from any single country.
For this reason, and in compliance with our
abligations under international drug control
treaties, our cooperation with other countties
includes the exchange of information, expertise,
and mssistance to reduce consumption of  illicit
Jrugs in other countries.

While seeking to reduce drug availability, we
must respect the rule of law and sovereignty of our
partners. Our objective should be to canstrain the
activities of criminal drug organizations in all
aspects of the drug trade and progressively drive
them out of business. No dimension of their
operations should be immune from counteraction.

Organizational Structures

In order for demand and supply initiatives
work, they must be supported by appropriate
otganizational structures (including compre-
hensive, coordinated, community-based strate-
gies) and intergovernmental {federal, state, and
local} coordination. Information on which drug
policy decisions are based must be cimely,
accurate, and available to all drug control
ageacies. [nitiatives should be supported by
research and the application of c¢merging
technologies.  Specific operations must be
supported by good intelligence that both
anticipates drug trafficking efforts and allows for
their criminal prosecution.

We are a great nation with tremendous capacity
for organizational innovation and focused
commitment of integrated, systemic, problem-
solving initiatives. However, we are up against
ruthless elements that threaten to undermine our
social fabric and harm our citizens. By thoughtful,
creative, and energetically-applied programs, we
can overcome virtually any challenge.

Drug abuse is insidious. The criminal organizations
that traffic in drugs are sophisticated, determined,
and indifferent to the destructive impact their
merchandise has on our communities. But drug
dealers can be bested by integrated efforts 10 pull our
citizens back from the abyss of drug abuse,

S1RatiGIc Goais ann OpIschives

Goals and Qbjectives

The following goals and objectives establish a
framework for all nasional Jrug control agencies,
They are intended to orient the integrated activity
and budgets of all governmental bhodies and
private organizations committed by charter or
inclination to reducing drug use and its
consequences in America. Over the long term,
these goals should remain relarively constant.
The supporting objectives allow for measurable
progress and can be modified as success is achieved
or new challenges emerge.

GOAL 1: EDUCATE AND ENABLE
AMERICA'S YOUTHTO REJECT ILLEGAL
DRUGS AS WELL AS ALCOHOL AND
TOBACCO.

Objective 1: Educate parents or other care
pivers, teachers, coaches, clergy, health profes-
sionals, and business and community leaders
to help vouth reject illegal drugs and underage
alcohol and tobacco use. .

Rationale. Values, atrirudes, and behavior
among our youth are forged by families and sup-
pottive communities. Youth alcohal, tobacco,
and drug prevention programs are most success-
ful when parents and other concerned adults are
involved. We must provide adult role models
with the information and resources they need o
educate voung peaple about the potential conse-
quences of drug use.

Objective 2: Pursue a vigorous advertising
and public communications program dealing
with the dangers of drug, alcohol, and tobacco
use by youth.

Rationale. Anti-dreg messages conveyed
through multiple outlets have proven effective in
increasing knowledge and changing attitudes
abaut drups. The trend over the past six years of
adolescents’ decreased pereeption of risk con-
necred to drug use correlates with a drop in the
frequency of public service announcements. Pri-
vate sector and non-profit organizations’ anti-
drug publicity must be reinforced hy

government-funded campaigns to change atri-
rudes held by young people about alcohol, tobac-
co, and drugs.

Objective 3: Promote zero tolerance policies
for youth regarding the use of illegal drugs,
alcohol, and tobacco within the family, school,
workplace, and community. .
Rationale. Children are less likely to use illegal
drugs or illicic substances if such activity is pro-
scribed throughout society. Schools, work-
places, sports, and communities have already
demonstrated the will and ability to reduce
drug-usage rates. Such success must be enlarged
by concerted efforts that involve mulsiple sec-
tors of a community working together to imple-
ment strategic and focused programs.

Objective 4: Provide students in grades K- 12
with alcohel, tobacco, and drug prevention
programs and policies that have been evaluated
and tested and are based on sound practices
and procedures.

Rationale. Schools are critical to motivaring
children 1o abstain from alcohol, tobaccao, and
illegal drugs. Drug education must reach ever-
increasing numbers of youngsters, delay the age
of initiation, and convince young people whe
use illegal substances to stop.

Objective 5: Support parents and adult men-
tors in encouraging youth to engage in posi-
tive, healthy lifestyles and modeling behavior
to be emulated by young people.

Rationale. Children listen most to adults they
know and love. Mentorship programs con-
tribute to the formation of respectful adult-
youth bonds that can help vouth resist the false
seduction of drugs.

Objective 6: Encourage and assist the devel-
opment of community coalitions and programs
in preventing drug abuse and underage aleohol
and tobacco use.
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Rationale. Communities are logical plices ta
form puhlic-private coalitions that can influ-
ence youth attitudes abour deigs, aleohal, and
tobacca abuse, More than 4,300 coalitions are
already pulling together the efforts of multiple
seetars of their communities {e.g., business,
criminal justice institations, civic onganizations,
faith community, media, medicine, law enforce-
ment, schaols, and universities} and have
formed comprehensive and inclusive preven-
tion, educarion, treatment, low enforcement,
and after-care stmtegies.

Objective 7: Create a partnership with the
media, entertainment industry, and profession-
al sports organizations to avoid the glamoriza-
tion of ilkegal drugs and the use of alcohol and
‘mbacco by vouth.

Rationale. Discouraging drug use depends on
factual anti-drug messages delivered consistently
throughour our society. The media, the enter-
tainment industry, and professional athletes can
provide positive role models to reinforce preven-
tion efforts hy conveying accurate information
about rthe benefits uf staving drug-free.

Objective 8: Support and disseminate scientif-
ic research and data on the consequences of
legalizing drups.

Rationale. Drug policy must be based on sci-
ence, not ideology. The American people must
unerstand that regulating the sale and wse of
dangerous drugs makes sense from a public
health perspective.

Objective 9: Develop and implement a set of
principles upon which prevention program-
ming can be based.

Rationale. The educational and emotional needs
of young people change with age. the presence of
specific risk factors, and from community to com-
mumity as new penerations of young people come
of age’and different drug challenges emerge.
Develuping and implementing national rescarch.-
based principles can help incrense the effecrive-
ness of ongoing drug prevention programs.
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Objective 10: Suppert and highlight
rescarch, including the development of scientif-
ic information, to inform drug, alcohol, and
tobacco prevention programs targeting young
Americans.

Rationale. Prevention programs must be based
on what has heen proven 1o be effective. We
mast influence yauth attitudes and actions posi-
tively and share techniques for Joing so with
other concerned organizvions.

GOAL 2: INCREASE THE SAFETY OF
AMERICA’'S CITIZENS BY
SUBSTANTIALLY REDUCING DRUG-
RELATED CRIME AND VIOLENCE.

Objective 1: Strengthen law enforcement —
including federal, state, and local drug task
forces — to combat drug-related violence, dis-
rupt criminal ocganizations, and arrest the
leaders of illegal drug syndicates.

Rationale. Dismantling sophisticated drug traf-
ticking organizations can be enhanced by a task-
force approach. Criminal organizations exploit
jurisdictional divisions and acr across agency
lines. Promating inter-agency cooperation and
facilitating cross-jurisdictional operations will
make law enforcement more efficient.

Objective 2: Improve the ability of High
Intensity Drug Trafficking Areas (HIDTA) to
counter drug trafficking.

Rationale. Areas necd special assistance when
drug urafficking is of such inrensity that it poses
extreme challenges to law enforcement agencies.
Reinforcing joint federal, state, and local respons-
es to such situations with federal resouzces can
enable drug-related crime 10 be reduced.

Objective 3: Help law enforcement to disrupt
money laundering and scize criminal assets.

Rationale. Targeting drug dealer assets can take
profitability out of the illegal drug marker. Law
enforcement efforts are most effective when
hacked by anti-money laundering repulations

STRATEGIC B0ars axD OBJECTIWES

andl support from the financial sector (banks,
brokerage houses, and other financizal institu-
tions) as well as muoltilateral international pro-
toculs criminalizing the movement and
laundering of drug proceeds.

Objective 4: Develop, refine, and implement
effective rehabilitative programs — including
graduated sanctions, supervised release, and
treatment for drug-abusing offenders and
accused persons — at all stages within the
criminal justice system.

Rationale. The majority of heavy drug users
come in contact with the criminal justice system
each year. This interface provides the opportu-
nity 1o motivate addicts to stop using drugs.

Objective 5: Break the cycle of drug abuse
and crime.

Rationale. Cur nation has an obligation 1o assist
all who are in the eriminal justice system to
become and remain drug-free. Recidivism rates
among inmates who were given treatment are
lower than for prisoners who received no treat-
ment. Drug courts and other treatment programs
within the criménal justice system are already
proving their effectiveness. By reducing drug
usage and addiction among persons in or leaving
the criminal justice system, crime will be reduced.

Objective 6: Support and highlight research,
including the development of scientific infor-
mation and data, to inform law enforcement,
prosecution, incarceration, and treatment of
offenders involved with illegat drugs.

Rationale. Law enforcement programs and poli-
cies must be informed by updated research.
When success is attained in one community or
city, it should be analyzed quickly and thoroughly
so that lessons learned can be applied elsewhere.

GOAL 3; REDUCE HEALTH AND SOCIAL
COSTSTOTHE PUBLIC OF ILLEGAL DRUG
USE.

Objective 1: Support and promote effective,
efficient, and accessible drug treatment, ensur-
ing the development of a system that is respon-
sive to emerging trends in drug abuse.

Rationale. American citizens and society at
large are debilitated by drug abuse. illness, dys-
functional families, and reduced producsivity
are costly byproducts of drug abuse. Drug treat-
ment that s efficient and widely available is a
sound, cost-effective method of reducing the
health and socieral costs of illegal drugs.

Objective 2: Reduce drug-related health prob-
lems, with an emphasis on infectious discases.

Rationale. Drug users, particularly those wha
inject iltegal drugs, put themselves and their
partners at serious risk. Consequently, drug
users and their partners have higher rates of
infectious diseases like HIV/AIDS, hepatitis,
syphilis, gonorthea, and tuberculosis.

Objective 3: Promote national adoption of
drug-free workplace programs that emphasize
drug testing as a key component of a compre-
hensive prograrn that includes education, pre-
vention, and intervention.

Rationale. Seventy-one percent of current ilkic-
it drug users age eighteen and older are
employed. Drup users decrease workplace pro-
ductivity. The workplace s one of the venues
where expanded drug-testing, prevention, edu-
cation, and treatment programs can reach most
drug users and where the consequences of drug
use can be felr directly.

Objective 4: Support and promote the educa-
tion, training, and credentialing of profession-
als who wotk with substance abusers.

Rationale. Many community-based treatment

providers currently tack professional certifica-
tion. The commitment and experience of these
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workers should be retlected by a flexible creden-
tialing system that recognizes etfectiveness even
as professional and educational standasds are
being developed and implemented.

Objective 5: Support research into the develop-
ment of medications and treatment protocols to
prevent or reduce drug dependence and abuse.

Rationale. The mote we understand about the
neurcbiology of drug addiction, the berter is our
capability to design interventions, Phurma-
cotherapies may be effective against cocaine,
methamphetamine, and other addictive drugs.
Ressarch and evaluation may broaden treat-
ment options, which currently include detoxifi-
cation, counseling, psychotherapy, and
parcicipation in self-help groups.

Objective 6: Support and highlight research
and technology, including the acquisition and
analysis of scientific data, to reduce the health
and social costs of illegal drug use.

Rationale. Efforts to reduce the cost of drug
abuse must be based on scientific data. There-
fore, national, state, and local leaders should be
given accurate, objective information ubout the
effectiveness of treatment programs.

GOAL 4: SHIELD AMERICA'S AIR, LAND,
AND SEA FRONTIERS FROM THE DRUG
THREAT.

Objective 1: Conduct flexible operations to
detect, disrupt, deter, and seize illegaul drugs in
transit ta the United States and at U.S. bor-
ders.

Rationale. Qur ability to interdict illegal drugs
is challenged by the volume of drug traffic and
the ease with which traffickers have switched
modes and routes. Efforts to interrupt the flow
of drugs must be supported by timely and predie-
tive intelligence that is well-coordinated and
responsive to changing trafficking patterns.

Objective 2: Improve the coordination and
effectiveness of U.8. drug law enforcement

1
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programs with particular emphasis on the
southwest border, Puerto Rico, and the U.S.
Virgin [slands.

Rationate. Recent years have seen a heavy inci-
dence of illegal drug flow across the southwest
border, in contiguous waters, and {rom Puerto
Rice and the Virgin [slands. We need to focus
our efforts in these places — without neglecting
ather avenues of entry — by improving intetli-
gence and information-guided operations that
allow us to interdict effectively, retain the initia-
tive, and curtail the penetration of drugs into

the United States.

Objective 3: Improve bilateral and regional
cooperation with Mexico as well as other
cocaine and heroin transit zone countries in
order to reduce the flow of illegal drugs into
the United States.

Rationale. Mexico— both a transit zone for
cocaine and herein and a source country for
heroin, methamphetamine, and marijuana — is
key to reducing the drug flow into the United
States. So too are the island pations of the
Caribbean. The more we can work cooperative
arrangements and operations with these coun-
tties to enhance the rule of law, the better we
can control the flow of illegal drugs. Murual
interests are best served by mutwal commitment
to reduce drug rafficking.

Objective 4 Support and highlight research
and technology — including the development
of scientific information and data — to detect,
distupt, deter, and seize illegal drugs in transit
to the United States and at 1.5, borders.

Rationale. Scientific research and applied tech-
nelogics offer us significant opportunity to inter-
dict the flow of illegal drugs. The more efficient
and reliable our detection, monitoring, and
search capabilities, the more likely we are to
turn back or seize illegal drugs. Research and
technology applications must be undertaken
with a view toward systematic defeat of drug
trafficking efforts.

STRATEGIC GoaLS ~up QEYECTIVES

GOAL 5: BREAK FOREIGN AND
DOMESTIC DRUG SOURCES OF SUPPLY.

Objective 1r Produce a net reduction in the
worldwide cultivation of coca, opium, and
marijuana and in the produection of other ille-
gal deugs, especially methamphetamine.

Rationale, Gaining control over the cultivation
and producrion of illegal drogs is key 10 supply
reduction effurts, Cocaine and heroin supply
cun be easily rargeted during cultivation and
praduction. Cultivation requires a large labor
force working identifiable coca and opium
poppy fields while production requires a large
volume of precursar chemicals.

Objective 2: Disrupt and dismantle major
international drug trafficking organizations
and arrest, prosecute, and incarcerate their
leaders,

Rationale. Large international rrafficking organi-
zations are responsible for the majority of drug
trafficking. They also pose enormous threats o
democratic instinutions. Their financial resources

can corrupt all sectors of society. By breaking

them up, we can deny them the economies of
scale that have enabled them to be so successful.
We can also reduce the damaging effects of drug-
related and other transnational crime on our own
and other countries’ institutions and societies.

Objective 3: Support and complement source
country drug control efforts and strengthen
source country political will and drug control
capabilities.

Rationale. The success of international drug
control efforts hinges on the actions of major
drug praducing and trafficking countries. The
United States must continue assisting countries
like Mexico, Peru, and Thailand that demon-
strate the political will to attack illegal drug pro-
duction and trafficking. We must seek to
develop the political will and institutional capa-
bilities to reduce drug crop cultivation, drug
production. and trafficking in all countries
where they are in evidence.

Objective 4: Develop and support bilateral,
regional, and multilateral initiatives and mobi-
lize international organizational efforts against
all aspects of illegal drug production, teaffick-
ing, and abuse.

Rationale. Drug production, trafficking, and
abuse are not solely U.S. problems. The scourge
of illegal drugs damages socinl, political, and
economic institutions in developed and devel-
oping countries atike. The United States must
continue to provide leadership and assistance so
that an international anti-drug consensus can be
formed. Encouraging other nations to stand up
against the threat of illegal drugs is in America’s
interest.

Objective 5: Promote international policies
and laws that deter money laundering and
facilitate anti-money laundering investigations
as well as seizure of associated assets.

Rationale. Drug traffickers depend on the inter-
nationat financial system to launder illegal drug
profits for the ultimate purpose of investing in
legal enterprises. Money laundering can be
stopped through financial and monetary con-
trols, adoption of international standards, and
collaborarive investigations.

Objective 6: Support and highlight research
and technology, including the development of
scientific data, to reduce the worldwide supply
of illegal drugs.

Rationale. Research must focus on more effec-
tive and environmentally sound methods to
eliminate crops and move the cultivators of
illicit drugs to legal pursuits. We must also find
wiys to refine our measurements of deug produc-
tion around the plobe. Technology can be used
to detect and monitor drug shipments and pre-
vent the diversicn of precursor chemicals.

Measures of Effectiveness

With this strategy we undertake a long-term
approach to the solution of the nation's drug
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problem. If we are to ensure that progress is being
made, measuring success along the way is an
imperative. [t is for this reason that the Office of
National Drug Control Policy and the drug
control agencies are establishing n national
performance system to measure progress of major
drug programs supporting the National Drug
Control Strawegy, provide feedback for strategy
refinement and system management, and assist
the Administration in resource allocation.

A measurement system to monitor more than
$15 billion in drug programs that shape
counterdrug activities across the United States
and around the world is a major underraking and
will cake several years to pur in place. The task,
however, is already underway. The Office of
National Drug Control Policy has established a
new program evatuation office to oversee the
design and implementation of the new system. It
has developed an architecture for assessing the
performance of national counterdrug activities

18 Tre Namioniae DRUE ConTROL STRATEGY: 1997

and has initiated efforts to collect, anahyze, and
repart major program performance on an annual
basis. In concert with paricipating agencies, the
Office of National Drug Control Policy will
develop this fiscal year a first set of targers and
measures for congressional review. Fach year
thereafter, the Administration will adjust the
pecformance targets and measures and modify the
reporting systems needed o measure them.

The measurement system will be dynamie,
flexible, and responsive as the drug threat changes
and our knowledge of how 1o measure counterdrug
activity improves, While no single measure will
indicate conclusively the progress achieved, the
measurement systern as a whole will provide policy
makers and managers with new insight about
which programs are effective and which are not.
1; wilk, therefore, help to guide adjustments 1o the
strategy as conditions change, expectations are
met, or failure is noted.

-
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V. A Comprehensive

he key to a successful long-term
strategy is mohilizing resources
toward the systemaric achievement
of established goals. This chaprer
summarizes the key initiatives
undertaken ro decrease drug use
and its consequences in America. More detailed
infirmatien about specific departmental or agency
programs can be found in Book 11 of this Strategy.

1. YOUTH-ORIENTED INITIATIVES

The National Drug Conerol Strategy focuses on
youth for both maoral and practical reasons, Chil-
dren are the innocents of our sociery. Physically
and emosionally vulnerable to environment, they
are nurtured if care is available, bruised if unpro-
tected. As youngsters grow, they learn whar they
are taught, see what they are shown. Ultimately,
adolescents adoprt the expectations and values
held dear by people they love.

With experience, youth become the stewards of
tomortow. En tumn, they mise their own children,
lead communities, and conduct the business of
America. [f we can bring teens 10 adulthood free
of substance abuse, they will bequeath ro them-
selves and our nation timitless potential. In the
promise of youthful dreams, the ideals of democra-
cy are reafized.

Approach

If boys and girls grow to maturity without using
illegal drugs, alcohol, or tobacco, they are likely to
remain drug-free for the rest of their lives. Rarely
does a person begin drug abuse after the age of
tweaty. Our intention, therefore, is to raise chil-
dren who recognize toxic, addictive substances as
alien, self-destructive, and anti-social.

To this end, the Strategy fosters initiatives to
educate children, parents, and mentars. We seck
to mohilize civic and anti-drug organizations, busi-
nesses, and communities that have the best inter-
ests of children at heart. We must establish
drug-free environments, restrict youth access 1o
aleohol and 1obacco products, and trear individu-
als already caught up in the throes of substance
abuse. To achieve these ends, we draw upen the
following sources:

* Social influences like families and friends as well
as the pervasive power of the media, which col-
lectively affect young people through words,
actions, and namative portraval of specific activ-
iftes.

* Personal qualities like confidence, self-control,
wisdem, and responsibility — which mitigate
against illepal drugs; versus insecurity, careless-
ness, selfishness, and risk-taking — which pro-
mote the abuse of power. people, and
substances.
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A CoMPREHENSIVE APPROACH

« Community and societal norms and values that
can reinforce family and school-based preven-
tn etforts.

Substance abuse among children is a complex,
multidimensional problem. Nonetheless, itisa
problem that can be affected by concerted and sus-
tained action. This Swrategy proposes 4 compre-
hensive, long-term approach designed to mobilize
and leverage federal and state resources and to
raise nwareness through well-coordinated iniria-
tives allowing the vast majority of our youth 10
mature drug-free. These iniriatives include:

Sroadening “Drug-Free Zones”

Young Americans are more likely to use illegal
drugs, alcohol, and tobacco.if these substances are
readily available or if their use is encouraged
directly or subtly in youth-oriented materials. Itis
thesefore critical to keep drugs out of areas where
children and adolescents study, play. or spend
leisure time. All who seck to communicate with
out youth, no matrer what the medium, must
depict these substances and effects in accurate
ways. The federal Drug-Free Schools and Com-
munities Act, restrictions on tobacco and alcohol
advertising, and voluntary limitations on audio
and video content are examples of ways in which
drugs and pro-drug messages are afready being kept
away from young Americans. Youch organizations
such: as the ASPIRA, Boys and Girls Club, parent-
teacher associations, the scouts, YMCA, YWCA,
BRig Brothers, Big Sisters, and others can help in
this effort.

Expanding School-Based Prevention
Programs that Work

Schools offer both formal and informal opportu-
niries for developing youth attitudes toward drugs.
In the classroom, students can receive accurate,
comprehensive information chat will help them
understand the importance of avoiding illicit
drugs, aleohol, and tebacco. In cases where sub-
stance abuse has occurred, these programs can
reach students why they should discontinue drug
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use hefore the onset of dependency. These pro-
grams must be comprehensive and focus on reduc-
ing risk factors: teaching avoidance skills: and
huilding cotlaborative anti-drug relations hetween
students, teachers, and parents. The Drug Aware-
ness Resistance Education program (B).A.R.E.),
and the Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco, and Firearms'
Gang Resistance Education and Training programs
are example of school-based programs.

The Department of Education has focused on
two primary goals: improving the quality of drug
and violence prevention programming and chang-
ing the attitudes of students and parents regarding
illicit use of alcohol and drugs. It will reinstare the
Safe and Drug-Free School Recognition Program,
promate and provide incentives to schools for pre-
vention programs, develop a long-term demon-
stration program o test promising drug and
violence prevention strategies, and provide litera-
ture o parents for raising drug-free children.

Expanding Youth-Oriented Anti-Drug
Messages

The power of the media in developing public
opinion is enormous. Young people are parricular-
Iy susceptible to such influences. Unfortunately,
in recent years the number of drug-related public
service announcements carried by television,
radie. and print media have decreased markedly.
We seek to reverse this trend by developing a pub-
lic education campaign that supplements anti-
drug announcements already offered by dedicated
organizations like the Partnership for a Drug-Free
America and the Nationat Center for Advance-
ment and Prevention. Youth will be warned about
the hazards of iflegal drugs and shown the advan-
tages of a drug-free lifestyle. Information-based
material will be repeated with sufficient frequency
to reinforce leaming and motivate youth to reject
illegal drugs. '

Praventing Alcohol Use by Youth

Underage drinking continues to be a significant
problem. Approximately one in four tenth grade
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sodenes and one third of ewelfrh graders report
having had five or more drinks on at least one
accasion in the Lst two weeks.” The averape age
of first drinking is declining and is now 15.9 years,
Jown from a 1987 averape age of 174 yeans? To
counter chese alarming statistics, the Straregy rec-
ommends educating youth, their mentors, and the
public about the dangers of underage drinking:
limiring youth access tr atcoholic beverages:
encouraging communities o suppart aleohol-frec
behivior on the part of youth; and creating both
incentives and disincentives that Tead to less aleo-
hoel whuse by voung people. States are vrged o
enact zero-tolerance laws w reduce drinking and
Jriving nmeng yvoung people. Licenses for driving
and for the sale of zleoholic beverages must be
comtingent on keeping our young safe from alco-
hol-induced dangens. Organizations like Mothers
Against Drunk Driving and Students Against Dri-
ving Drunk are encauraged 1o continue their
effurts.

Preventing Tobacco Use by Youth

Despite a decline in adult smoking, the use of
tohacco products is un the rise among American
youth. In 1995, more than a thind of high scheol
Scni()rs Wre Current cigur{:[[e Smukers —a grc‘.ltcr
number than at any time since the 1970s.* The
vast majority of smokers (over 80 percent} seart
smoking before age eighteen.® Every day three
thousand maore children become regular smokers;
ane third of these youngsters will have their lives
shortened as a resule.! The statistical correlation
berween tobacco and drug abuse is high. Youths
aged twelve Lo seventeen who smoke are abour
eight times more likely t use illicit drugs and five
times mare likely to-drink heavily than non-smok-
ing vourh.* Of adults who use cocaine, 83 percent
idensify cigarettes us a gateway drug” We seck to
reduce children’s access to tobacco products.
diminish the appeal of cigarettes for young people,
and educate youth abour the lethal effects of
tohacco. Qrganizations like the National Center
for Tohacco-Free Kids are already doing much 1o
educate young Americans about the Jangers of
both smaked and smokeless wobaceo products.

Collaborating with the Media and
Entertainment industries

Youth, perhaps even more than the public at
large, ure affected by the icons of our society. The
ghamour of Hollywood mavies, the charisma of
celebrities, the perceived -proximity of television
stars, the prowess of accomplizhed achletes, and
the artistry of musicians all sway young people’s
emotions. The performances and lifestyles of pub-
lic figures impress young people, who emulare the
heras they sdmire. The creative talene of the
enterrainment industries can depice drug use and
its comsequences accurately, thereby incrensing
the perception of risk thar young people associare
with illepal deugs, alcohol, and tobacco. A greater
appreciation for the relationship between crenrivi-
1y and social responsibility will help protect
America's vouth from substance abuse.

Involving Carporate America

The business sector and public relations organi-
zations can juin the common cause of mobilizing
resources to reach America’s young. Target com-
ponies will be leaders in youth market products,
services, and entertainment. They will be encour-
aged in the presentarion of youth-oriented mes-
sages in faver of health and against substance
abuse,

Promoting Media Literacy

Youngsters need the requisite skills to evaluate
the messages they are receiving from music, film,
adverrising, and other media that attempt o influ-
ence their attitudes toward drues, 1obacco, and
alcohal. In the Information Age, media literacy is
an important ool — particularly for adolescents
who have gained ¢nough independence 1o mike
decisions und bear the consequences. Media liter-
acy teaches critical thinking sa that viewers are
ahle 1o interpret the content of what rhey are
viewing and hearing. This skill empowers individ-
uals ro madity rheir own internal environment by
affecting the way they see pictures and hear slo-
pans, jingles, and music in context. Youth men-
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tors — parents, t

achers, conches, and spiritual
leaders — will be assisted in imparting media liver-

acy t the voung,

Reducing Drugged Driving

Twenty pereent of high school seniors stated
that they have smoked marijuana in a car® The
witintive on Jrugs, driving, and yourh is intended
to reduce drug use by young people as well as pen-
eral driving under the influence of drugs. The
major features of this initiative, which affect both
voung and wult drivers, wre:

» Drug testing driver’s license applicants — A
Jemunstration program. Drug testing, in con-
junction with application for driver’s licenses,
will send the message that drugs and driving
don't mix. The program will ako identify vouth
who should be referred 1o drug assessment and
trearment. This demonstration program will be
run in several states over the next two years 1o
determine the effectiveness of this concepe.

State incentive grants to improve individual
states’ drugped-driving laws. States will receive
fedeml funding as they enact and enforce speci-
fied laws {for example, making illegel driving
under the influenee of illicic drugs).

Prevention and education. Model educational
materials on the health risks of drug use, the
negative effects of drugs on driving, and sanc-
tinns far drupeed driving and other drug offenses
will be deveioped. These materials will be dis-
tributed 1o states ns well as craffic safery and pre-
vention groups.

2. INITIATIVES TO REDUCE DRUG-
RELATED CRIME AND VIOLENCE

The social ruin fostered by drug-related crime
and vialence mirrors the tragedy that substance
wthuse wreaks on individuals caught in its rentacles.
The psychological, civic, and econoinic conse-
quences of illegal drups and their trade kead to dis-
ruprive, volatile, anti-social behavior. Significant
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percentages of domestic violence cases are tied o
the nse of illegal diugs — especially methampheta-
mine, which induces violenr, ematic, and nbusive
behavior, A large number of the twelve million
property crimes committed each year are drug-
related as are almost two million violent crimes.*

Although the United States cannot hope to
arrest its way out of the drug abuse problem, incar-
ceration is entitely approprinste for many drug-
related crimes. There must be strong incentives 1o
stay clear of drug crafficking, and prison sentences
can motivate people to abey the law. We are a
nation wedded to the prospect of equal justice for
atl. For laws ta be effective, they must be seen as
equitable. Punishment must be put on a par with
the offense.

Drug-retated ¢rime — as well as the price it
extracts from our citizens — is intolerable.  Amer-
icans from every social and economic buckground,
every racial and cthni¢ group, and every locale
remain deeply concerned about the nexus between
drugs, erime, and violence. We are taking steps to
break the cycle of drug-refuted criminal activity
and have initiated a "Break the Cyele” demonstra-
tion in Birmingham, Alabama. This progeam
responds systemarically to the problems of chronic
drug use through the integrated application of test-
ing, assessmeny, referral, trearment, supervision,
criminal justice oversight, and graduated sanctions
for non-compliance. The intent is to bring the
individual back as a contributing member of the
community. The program will be expanded 1o
other locations.

Supporting Law Enforcement

We are a nation of laws. The philosophies
embodied in the U.5. Constitution and expressed
in our national values are steeped in high regard for
the better nature of human beings. We are also a
realistic and practical people. We know that there
are among us predators who will target the weak
and unprotected, the misguided and uninformed.
Against this threar we have desiimed an entire jus-
tice system that protects the rights of both the
individual and society.

A COMPREHERSIVE APPROACH

Community Policing

Our potice forces are the first [ine of defense
ngninst criminals. These men and women in uni-
form exhibit supreme Jdedication, and they suffer
on i daily Basis from the risks associared with
tackling violent crime — much of it induced by
drugs. In 1996, 117 police officers were killed in
the line of duty;™ 162 were killed in 1995.% [n
1994, 3,168 palice officers were assaulted with
firearms; 1,513 were attacked with knives or
other cutting instruments; 7,210 with other dan-
gerous weapons: and 33,021 with personal
wenpons {e.g., hands, feer, head, teeth 1Y We owe
all law enforcement officers a vore of chanks for
their professionalism and courage.

The more we can link law enforcement with
local residents in positive ways that create trusting
relationships, the more secure our communities
will be. Community policing is an operarional
philosophy for neighbarhood problem solving in
which officers interact with residents on an ongo-
ing basis in order to focus on matters of public
concern. Law enforcement concentrates on issues
that make citizens feei insecute. Resources pro-
vided by the Community Oriented Policing Ser-
vices (COPS) program are bringing 100,000 new
police officers onto the streets. This addition wiil
reinforce efforts in place that are already reducing
the incidence of drug-related crime in America.

Integrating Federal, State, and Local
Efforts

In unity there is strength, The more that agen-
cies and operations reinforce one another, the
more they share information and resources; the
more they "deconflict” operations; isclare prion-
ries: and focus energies across the spectrum of
criminal activities; the more effective will be the
outcome uof separate activities. MNationally as well
as regivnally, various federal agencies, state orga-
nizatinns, and local activities have joined forces to
achieve greater results,

Byrne Grants, for example, provide financial
support to multi-jurisdictional task forces,

dermand-reducrion education prograns involving
law enforcement officers, und other progruns ta
conerol drug abuse and vivlent erime. Oreanized
Crime Drug Enforcement Task Forces {OCDETE)
are reonmanizing regions to respond more effective-
ly to changing drug erafficking patterns and
enhance communication and coordinating.
Within each region, the United States Attomeys
and Special Agents-in-Charge address broader
drug trafficking issues and formulate aggressive
strategies for strengthening federal, state, and
local law enforcement. Greater attention, exper-
tise, and resources will be broughe ro bear apainst
criminal arganizations responsible for the majority
of draes and violence in our country. The Bureau
of Alcohol, Tobacco, and Fircarms' Achilles Pro-
oram is an important mechanism for fostering task
force npproaches ra drug law enforcement.

Coerdination is also facilitzted by another fed-
eral initiative. the High Intensity Drug Trafficking
Area (HIDTA). This program designases geo-
graphic areas to which federal resources are allo-
cated to link lacal, state, and federal drug
enforcement ctforts, Continued Department of
Detense support of HIDTAs through personnel
derails, integration of National Guard counter-
drug sctivities, and support of counterdrug activi-
ties along the southwest border is important i the
success of chis program.  Properby rargeted,
HIDTA offers greater efficiency in countering ille-
gal drug trade in local nwrens. HIDTA programs
will be hased on a logical, comprehensive method-
ology for priotitizing needs and working with
other initiatives.

Disrupting Money Laundering

Drug; trafficking erpanizations exist to make a
profit. They cannot sustain operations without
revenue. The faundering of drug profits, in local
and world economies, can proaduce nptional eco-
nomic results that eften work to the detriment of
industrial, manufacruring, and financial institu-
tions. Huge drup profirs infiltrate an economy,
aften making it less competitive in the world mar-
ket. Resources will be directed toward identifying
and disrupting flows of drug proceeds through the
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financial system, tracking illicit assets to their
criminal sources, and confiscating ill-gained
assets. These forteitures deprive traffickers of ille-
gal proceeds and aid in the destruction of eriminal
organizazions. Law vnforcement and regulatory
agencies will work together and with the private
sector 1o stop money laundering and prevent
financial institutions from being used to move
drug praceeds. Given the ever-increasing sophis-
tication of drug traffickers in wsing digital tele-
phony, high-tech communications, and
encryption devices, our own vperations will be
integrated and enhanced,

Within the United States, federal sgencies are
operating in concert with stare and local oificials
ra streamline operations. Abroad, che United
States is working through international agencies
and hilateral and mulrilateral agreements as well
as cooperative arrangements o disrupt money
laundering schemes. The LL.S. is also werking
through bilateral and multitateral initiatives ro
promote the adoption of effective anti-money
taundering controls by ather nations.

Applying Economic Sanctions Against
Traffickers and Associates

The International Emergency Economic Powers
Act (IEEPAY is a useful too] for defeating drug
traffickers. The President issued an JEEPA execu-
tive otder in October 1995 imposing economic
sanctions against Colombinn drug cartels and
those doing business with them. [n the past year,
an additional 276 businesses and individuals were
identified as Specially-Designated Narcotics Traf-
fickers (SDNTs) belonging to the Cali cartel.
Currently, 359 foreign companies and individuals
are denied access to the ULS, financial system and
the benefits of trade with America under the pro-
visions of the IEEPA Act. Colombia’s hanks have
supported these U.S, actions by refusing services
to SDNT and closing their accounts,
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Linking CAminal Justice and Treatment
Systems

Dirug use is pervasive among individueals enter-
ing the criminal justice system, which has been
strained by high rares of recidivism among drug
offenders. Approximately half of felony drug
offendets on probation in 1986 were rearrested for
anather felony within three years.!!  For parolees
with histaries of heroin andfor cocaine addiction,
studies suggest that up to 75 percent return to drug
use within ninety days of release.’ Ina 1992 com-
pararive study conducted in Delaware, inmates
whao received trearment in prison and during work
release proprams were 75 percent drugefree and 70
percent arrest-free after cighteen months. But 80
percent of the prisoners who did not receive treat-
ment went back on drugs, and two out of three
were arrested again.”

Drug treatment in the criminal justice serring
can decrease drug use and eriminal activity, reduce
recidivism, and improve chances for subsequent
employment while improving overall health and
social conditions. Consequently, the 104th Con-
gress passed legislation requiting states to drug test
prisoners and parolees as a condition for receiving
prison grants. States have until Marech 1, 1998 o
develop and submit to the Attomey General com-
prehensive drug testing and sanction plans for
prisoners and parolees. States that do not meet
this requirement will be ineligible for prison funds.

The Strategy encourages drug treatment and
education for prisoners, expanded vse of drug
courts that offer incentives for drug rehabilitation
in lieu of incarceration, and integrated efforts to
rid criminals of drug habits. The coercive power
of the criminal justice system can be used to test
and treat drug addices arresced for commitring
crimes. Drug use while under supervision of the
justice system should not be tolerated.

Expanding Alternativas to Incarceration
Alternative judicial processes have demonstrat-

ed that they can motivate non-violent offenders to
abandon drug-related activities and lower recidi-
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vism rates. More than two hundred drug courts
around the countty and communiry programs like
Treatment Accountabilicy for Safer Communities
are atready helping non-violent offenders break
the cyele of drups and crime. These programs fea-
ture close supervision, mandatory drug testing and
treatment, reinforced by escalating sanctions for
offenders who fail tw become drug-free. The pro-
grams promise 10 reduce incarceration costs while
providing strong incentives to abide by the law.
Such alternative approaches will be expanded.

Reducing the Number of Chronic Drug
Users

Chronic drug users are at the heart of America's
drug problem, Two-thirds of the nation's supply of
cocaine is consumed by about 20 percent of the drug-
using population.” Chronic users maintain drug
mackets and keep drug raffickers in business. Not
only are these drug users respensible for a dispropor-
ticnate amount of drug-related crime, they are {re-
quently vecrors for the spread of infectious diseases
like hepatitis, tuberculosis, and HIV. We have devel-
oped initiatives to identify chronic drug users, tar-
geting “break-the-cycle™ efforts on addicts caught up
in the criminal justice system. By focusing on 3.6
million chronic drug users in America,'"” we can
lessen the national demand for drugs at the retail
level while helping this suffering group recover.

3. INITIATIVES TO REDUCE HEALTH AND
SOCIAL PROBLEMS

Drug dependence is a chronic disorder that
exacts an enormous cost en individuals, families,
businesses, communities, and nations. Drug-
dependent individuals have, to a certain extent,
lust their ability fo resist drugs, often resulting in
self-destructive and criminal behavior. Effective
treatment programs can help individuals end
dependence on addictive drugs, thereby reducing
consumption. In addition, such programs can
reduce indirectly the consequences of addicrive
drug use on the rest of society.

Treatment options include therapeutic commu-
nities, pharmacatherapies, cutpatient drug-free

programs, inpatient hospitalization, therapy-based
{ar psychiarric inpatient) programs, twelve-step
prugrams, and multi-modality programs. The
effectiveness of each method is a functien of the
type uf substance, individual history of 2buse and
treatment, personality, and social envirenment.
Providing treatment for 3.6 mitlion chronic users
af illegal drugs is 2 compassionate and-economi-
cally-sound proposition.

A 1992 California Department of Alcohol and
Drug Programs survey (“CALDATA" study) of the
effectiveness, benefits, and cost of substance abuse
treatment underscores this conclusion.™ The prin-
cipal findings were that:

* Treatment can generate a seven to one return
on investment. The study estimated that the
$209 million cost of providing treatment to
150,000 individuals generared an estimated $1.5
billion in savings (mostly dee to reduction in
crime). -

= Treatment reduces drug use. liegal drug use by
participants dropped by 40 percent as a result of
treatment.

¢ Treatment reduces drrg-related illness. Hospi-
talization rates dropped by a third after treat-
ment.

¢ Post-treatment criminal activity correlates
with the length of treatment programs. While
overall criminal activity of surveved individuals
dropped by two-thirds after completion of treat-
ment, the greater the time spent in a treatment
program, the greater the reduction in individual
criminal activity.

» Treatment can be effective for all. All popula-
tions — men and women, young and old,
African-American, Hispanic, and white —
experienced penerally equal trearment effective-
ness for each type of program studied.

The 1992 CALDATA findings were corroborat-

ed by the 1996 Naticnal Treatment Improvement
Evaluation Study's canclusions that:"
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* Treatment reduces drug use. Clients reported
reducing Jdrug use by abous 50 percent in the
year followinz treatment.

All types of treatment programs can be effec-
tive, Methadone maintenance programs, non-
methadone cutpaticat programs, amd bath shore
and long-term restdenrial progrms demonsoat-
ed an ability to reduce drop use amang parrici-
pants.

Criminal activity declines afrer treatment.
Reports of “beating someone up” decrensed from
49.3 1o 11 percent, and reports of arrests
decrensed from 48,2 1o 17.2 percent comparing
the vear before with the year fullowing treat-
ment.

Health improves after treatment. Substunce
abuse-relared medical visits decreased by more
than 50 percent and in-patient mental health
visits by more than 25 percent after trentment.
Su, 100, did risk indicators of sexually-trnsmir-
ted diseases.

s Treatment improves individual well-being.
Following treatment, employment rates
increased while homelessness and welfure
receipts both decreased.

Qur challenge is to help the 3.6 million Ameri-
cans who are chronic users of iltegal drugs to over-
come their dependency so that they can lead
healthy and productive lives and so tha the social
consequences of itlegal drug abuse are lessened.
Initiatives ta achieve these ends include:

Lowering Entrv Barriers to Treatment
Programs

The willingness of chronic drug users to undergo
treatment is influcnced by the availability of treat-
ment programs, atffordability of services, access o
publicly-funded programs or medical coverage,
petsonal motivation, family and employer support,
anud potential consequences of admitting a depen-
dency problem.  [n many communities, the
demand for help far exceeds treatment capaciry.
Being unable to enter treatment may discournge
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chronic users from miintaining o commitment to
end drug dependency. In some cases, individuals
are hesitant to start rreatment for tear of ksing jobs
ar custandy of children. Parents may hesitare to
cater a child info o program for fear of exposure to
ure ing with addicts
using other substances.

er Jdrug risks from assucia

Our challenge is to reduce these barriers so thit
increasing numbers of chronic users can begin
treatment. Progmms should capitalize on individ-
ual motivation t end Jrug Jependency. Publicly-
funded trearment must he accessible to people wha
coannot afford private programs or fack adequate
medical services. Additional barriers should not be
created as health care delivery systems change.

Addressing Needs of the Vulnerable

The health consequences of drug abuse are espe-
cially acute for pregnant women, children they are
carrying, adalescents, mcial and ethnic minorities,
and people with co-uccurring mental illnesses.
Addiction is particularly devastating for the poor,
who Iack economic and familial safecy nets. Treat-
ment programs must address the special needs of
these populations. States, comsunities, and health-
care professivnals are encouraged to integrare drug
prevention and assessment programs in prenatal,
pediatric, and adolescent medical practices or clin-
ics, As a nation, we have n moml obligation to help
the sick and indigent who are deprived of the fruits
of American society. We must avoid the devasta-
tion that quickly descends on people least capable of
Jenling with Jdrug dependency. As a society, we can-
nut afford 1o surrender any segment of our popula-
tiom o the nightmare of substance zbuse.

Developing Anti-Cocaine Medications

Despite the clinical and therapeutic success of
methadone for the reatment of opiate addiction,
pharmacotherapies for cocaine Jependency do not
exist. Treatment options are currently limited o
counseling, psychotherapy, participation in self-
help groups, and medications to reduce the symp-
toms of cocaine intoxication andfor withdrawal.
We need to continue reseatch efforts to trear those
addicted to cocaine.
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Expanding Deug-Free Workplace Programs

American businesses realize that keeping illegal
drugs out of the workplace makes economic sense.
Drug testing and employee assistance programs —
when combined with sepervisory concern, leader-
ship, and support — reduce drug use. Workers with
the lowest participation in drug testing programs
have the highest rates of drugz usage. The food ser-
vice sectur, for exianple, has a 7.6 percent participa-
tion rate and a past-month drug use rate of 16.5
percent while the furniture/household appliances
industry has o participation rate of 8.4 percent and
a pust-month drug use e of 14.4 percent,™ Buth
fields have participation rates significantly lower
than the national averge and drug usage rates that
are markedly higher. On the other hand, the
Armed Forces have i participation rate of 100 per-
cent and past-month use below 2 percent.

The Department of Transportation oversees the
largest doug-free workplace program in the world,
affecting approximately eight million U.S. work-
ers.”” The program goes beyond testing. Any
worker {primarily those in aviation, motor carrier,
rail, transit, pipeline, and maritime} wha tests pos-
itive for illegal drugs is referred to a substance
abuse professivnal. The program's intent is to pro-
tect Americans by ensuring that people working
in critical transportation functions do not endan-
ger their own lives or others white under the influ-
ence of drugs. This program has become a model
for non-tegulated employers throughout chis
country and areund the world.

American businesses increasingly recognize the
human and economic logic of drug-free work-
places, The share of major U.S, firms chat test for
drugs rose ro 81 percent in January 1996, Accord-
ing to the American Management Assaciation, of
firms with 2,500 or more employees, 95 percent
have drug pulicies, and 91 percent have drug test-
ing programs.® Qur challenge is to expand these
programs to small businesses that employ 87 per-
cent of all workers. One avenue could be the use
of high-technology computer links between pub-
lic-private partnerships and health promaotion
progeams to educate small businesses and their
employees. Labor arganizations can assist by edu-

cating their members about the Jangers of drug
abuse und by encoursging them 1o stay Jrug-free.

Expanding Community Anti-Drug Efforts

The community-based anti-drug movement in
this country is strong, with more than 4,300 conli-
tions already organized. These conlitioneare signif-
icant partners for local, state, and federal agencics
working to reduce drug use, especially smony young
people. Coalitions typically include schools, busi
nesses, law enforcement ngencies, social service
vrganizations, fnith communities, medieal groups,
local and county government, and yourh groups.

Coalitions develop plans and programs, coordi-
nating anti-Jng efforts for the: benefic of communi-
tics. In many locations, inteprating effores have
created comprehensive prevention infrasttuctures
that reduced drug use and its consequences. Com-
munity-based approaches 1o the drug problem will
be supported. Such grougs have the abilisy to mobi-
lize communizy resources; inspire calbective action;
synchronize complementary prevention, trestment,
and enforcement; and engender community pride.

Incorporating Religious Organizations

Experience and research sugeest that individuals
whase values involve faith systems can benefit
more rapidly from treatment. One drug risk-reduc-
tion factor for youth is participation in religious
programs. The government encourages relipious
arganizations to juin the national drug prevention
effort. [nclusion of anti-drup messapes in religious
classes and parochial schools can complement sec-
ular counterdrug education. Religious organiza-
tions are urged to integrate effores with community
coalitions and nongevernmental organizations.

4. INITIATIVES TO SHIELD OUR
FRONTIERS

America's place in the world — its starus as
global leader, cconamic giant, nnd bastion of
democracy — ensutes that extraordinary nirmbers
of peopte will come to our sheres, air terminals,
and borders on various modes of transporr.

THE NaTionaL Drug CoNTROL STRATEGY: 1997 49

Ad0OD0LOHd AUVHEITNOINITO



A COMPREHENSIVE APFAGACH

Acconding o the US, Customs Service, each year
sixty million peaple enter vur countey vo more
than 675,000 commercinl and privite flighrs.
Another six million come by senand 370 million
by land. in addition, F16 million vehicles cross
the land borders with Canadi sed Mexico, Mure
than 90,000 merchant and passenger ships dock at
aur pores, carrving more than nine million ship-
ping conwiners and four hundred million tons of
cargo, while another 157,000 smaller vessels visit
our many constal towns, Amid voluminous tride,
drug rratfickers seek to hide illegnl substances that
destroy vur ¢itizens and ruin peighborhoods.
Through concerted effort, we can limit illepal
drugs eatering our country from abroad while
maintaining open, free-flowing commerce,
teurism, and international exchange that help
make aur nation great,

Preventing Drug Trafficking Across the
Southwest Border

H « sinple geographic region were 1o be identi-
fied as a microcosm of America's drug prohlem, it
would be the U.S, - Mexican berder. Cocaine,
heroin, methampheramine, and marijuana all
cross into the United States here, hidden among
the eighey-four miltion cars, 232 million peuple,
and 2.8 million trucks that the Customs Service
estimates cross the thirey-eight ports of entry span-
ning nenrly two thousand miles. Ametican and
Mexican ranchers often are harmed by violent
bands of drug runners openly crossing their prop-
ertv. Border areas suffer from disproportionare
levels of crime and violence due w the abundance
of iliegal drugs. The peneral population is terrified
by increasingly sophisticated organizations that
ply their vicious trade acrass what is otherwise a
historic setting that marks the conflux of two great
nations and theit cultures.

The current situation must be changed. Signifi-
cant reinforcements have been committed to the
substantial resources already focused un the south-
west burder. Approximately a thousand Border
Patrol agents and 130 Immigration and Natural-
ization inspectors, 625 U.5. Customs Service
agents and inspectors, fifty Drug Eaforcement
agents, seventy FBI agents, and additional Depury
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U.5. Marshals will he added in fiscal year 1997,
Adennced technological equipment, suphisticated
sonsars, and long-range infrared night-vision
devices have been insealled near the burder. A
vaciety of intelligence agencies have been track-
ing the flow of illeal drugs, enhancing interdic-
tion operations, and pursuing dreg-crafficking
arganizations. The Southwest Border [nitintive,
Southwest Border Council, Southwest Border
HINTA, Jouint Task Force-Six, OCDETE and the
Attorney General's Executive Committee and
Operation Allinnce have stepped up activities,
expanding coordination with seare and Jocal agen-
cies. Bilazeral working groups have been estib-
lished with Mexico to achieve the rule of law.

However, illegal drugs are still crossing the bor-
der. This tough problem is complicazed by illegat
immigration, corruption, and questions of jurisdic-
tion, policy, and law. To meet these challenges,
we are pursuing sn overarching framework to
complement individual inspection and interdic-
tion vperations, focus resoutces, provide rimely
and accurare information that can secure evi-
dence for specific coses, and anticipate strategic
and tactical activities of drug traffickers. We will
also coordinate efforts among many 2gencies
devoted 1o the issue, hurness technologies in an
integrative fashion so that one system comple-
ments the other, and work more clusely wich Mex-
icans for the common good.

Closing the Caribbean “Back Door”

The DEA estimates that the second-most-sig-
nificant drug trafficking route into the U.S. is
through the Caribbean, specifically Puerto Rico
and the U.S, Virgin Islands. Puerto Rico is a nat-
ural puint of entry hecause of its central location
amid major lines of commerce und transportation
and the nhsence of customs inspections for domes-
tic eargo moving between the island and U.S.
mainland. The consequences of this trafficking
have been devastating for Puerto Rico, the Virgin
Islands, and many island nations of the
Caribbean. Cocaine sold in Puerto Rico s cheap-
er than anywhere else in the United States. Vie-
lent  gangs control nearly a  thousind
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drug-distribution points throughout the island and
victimize more than'three hundred public housing
areas. Puerto Rico has the second highese per
capita murder tate in the United Staces.

In response to the threat pased by international
drug 1rafficking in the Caribbean, the United
States established the Puerso Rico - U.S. Virgin
lslands High Intensity Drug Trafficking Area
(HIDTA} in 1994. To combat drug teafficking and
money laundeting, HIDTA brings together twen-
ty-six gencies and more than six hundred federal,
state, and local personnel forming ten rask forces
and an intelligence coordination center. During
FY 96, HIDTA participants arrested 417 individu-
als, confiscated 14,500 kilograms of ¢ocaine, and
seized eight million dollars in assets and cumrency.®

The United States Coast Guard and United
States Customs Service have also worked to con-
strict this illegal drug route into the United States.
Their operations feature expanded muarine and air
enforcement, more cargo examinations, and fre-
guent searches of small vessels. From March 1
through December 31, 1996, the Customs Ser-
vice's Operation Gateway produced the seizure of
28.507 pounds of cocaine, 3,060 pounds of mari-
juana, sixty-two pounds of heroin, and $2.2 mil-
lion and 129 arrests in the Puerto Ricof/l1.S.
Virgin Islands area.™ In the last three months of
1996, the Coast Guard seized seven vessels,
13,897 pounds of cocaine, forty pounds of heroin,
and made nineteen arrests.”* Interdiction can help
stop drugs from entering our country.

We continue to work closely with our
Caribbean zllies to guard the approaches to Puerto
Rico and deny narcotraffickers safe haven any-
where in the region while complying with inter-
national law. We currently have bilateral
enforcement agreements in place with sixteen
countries in or bordering the Caribbean. Negotia-
tions are underway with an additional six coun-
tries, and we are working to expand agreements
that help protect island nations possessing small
law-enforcement establishments from the
onslaught of intemnational criminal organizations
that violate their sovereignty and corrupt their
economies and democratic institutions. Multina-

tional counterdrug operations in the Caribbean
provide an additicnal force multiplier. For exam-
ple, British, French, and Dutch Naval forces par-
ticipate in fully coordinated operations helping to
block smuggling routes out of South America.

Addressing Other Drug Entry Points

The greater our success at interrupting drug eraf-
ficking along any particular border, the mote traf-
fickers attempt to introduce illegal drugs
elsewhere, South Florida, for example, continues
to be a key site for drugs coming into the U.S, and
for money moving out — despite the successful
disruption of the air bridge that brought cocaine
during the last decade from Colombia to the
southeastern United States, Mexican coastal
ports are entry points for drugs being smuggled
northward across our southwest border, necessitar-
ing interdiction operations on key trafficking
routes through the eastern Pacific and western
Caribbean. New York City remains the primary
port of entry for Southeast Asian heroin. Ports in
the Pacific Northwest and along the Pacific coast
— as well as the border with Canada and any air-
port that handles intemazional cargo or passen-
gers — are vulnerable to drug trafficking.

Consequently, we must develop a comprehen-
sive, coordinated capability thar allows the federal
government to focus resources in response to shift-
ing drug-trafficking threats. We must be proactive
in efforts to keep drug traffickers from penetrating
our sovereign territory. Existing organizations and
initiatives — like the three Joint Inter- Agency
Task Forces (East, West, South), the Domestic Air
[nterdiction Coordination Center, Joint Task
Force-Six, and Operation Alliance, which
address the southwest border problem, as well as
HIDTAs and other cooperative interagency efforts
— must remain the building blocks for this effore.

5. INITIATIVES TO REDUCE DRUG
AVAILABILITY

Only sustained commitment can reduce the sup-
ply of illegal drugs. The basic principles of supply
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reduction are straightforward, A five-stage grow-
er-to-user chain links the drug producer in a for-
eign land with the consumer in the United States.
The stages are: cultivation, processing, transit,
wholesale distribution, and retail sales on the
street. The ULS. government’s international drug
cuntrol programs target the firse three links in this
chain: cultivation, processing, and transit. [ntee-
national drug control programs have demonstrat-
ed that they ean be particularly effective when
they focus on severing the chain at the source.
When drug crops ot synthetic drug laboratories are
eliminated, fewer drags enter the system. This
approach is analogous te removing a tumar before
it merastasizes.

Opposing international criminal organizations
that traffic in drugs at all stages of their operation
and in all their operzting environments 15 essen-
tial. The global drug trade has spawned large traf-
ficking organizations with an almost limitless
capacity to subvert the economic and political sys-
tems of underdeveloped countries. In our own
hemisphere, the two countries that have faced the
longest struggle apainst drug traffickers — Colom-
bia and Mexico — have been plagued by wide-
spread drug corruption. Efforts to break these
organizations must be supported by public infor-
mation that depicts the true nature of drug traf-
fickers, endorses the elements countering them,
and supports the rule of law.

The success of our international drug control
policies depends on the political will and institu-
tional capability of other countries to implement
programs that reduce and ultimately eliminate
cultivation of illicit drug crops and suppress the
production, trafficking, and abuse of illegal drugs.
Conseguently, we are convinced thac our drug
control programs must be complemented by
efforts to strengthen democratic institutions in
key drug producing and transit countries.

Encouraging Other Nations to Confront
Drug Production and Trafficking

The Certification Process. One way 1o pressure
foreign governments to stand up against drug raf-
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ficking organizations is through periodic public
scrutiny of their countetdruy record. The ULS. gov-
ernment dues so through the annual process of cer-
tifving the counterdrug performance of narcotics
producing and transit countries. Performance s
evaluated in terms of covperation with U.S. efforts,
or unilareral efforts to comply with the goals and
objectives of the 1988 United Nations Convention
Against [llicir Traffic in Narcotics, Drugs, and Psy-
chotropic Substances,

This annual certification process gives the Prosi-
dent un international platform for candid, public
evaluation of major drug source and transit coun-
tries. While denial of certitication carries impor-
tant foreign assistance sanctions as well as a
mandatory U.S. voie against multilateral develop-
ment bunks lending money 1o such countries, the
major sanction is public opprobrium a failing the
standard. This process has proved increasingly
effective. It has fostered the development of realis-
tic performance benchmarks and increased cooper-
ation in important countries.

Bilateral Cooperation with Mexico, The princi-
pal mechanism for counterdrug cooperation with
Mexico is the High Level Contact Group on Drug
Control formed in March 1996. This bilateral
group of senior officials meets periodically while
suberdinate working groups are in continuous con-
tact. The Contact Group on Drug Control operates
at the cabinct level and has institued a number of
broad initiatives, including a shared assessment of
the drug threat and a binational counterdnug strate-
gv. Key elements of that strategy include: measures
to strengthen horder security, actions to ensure
criminals cannot escape justice in one country by
flight to unother, improved information sharing,
secluction of drug use in both countries, anti-money
laundering initintives, cooperation to interrupt drug
shipments destined for both Mexico and the U.S,
and concentration of law enforcement efforts an
trafficking organizations that operate in both coun-
tries.

Progress, while not uniform across the boand, has
been significant. The criminal drug onganizations
that operate in both our countries are ruthless, vio-
lent, flexible, and defiant of national sovereignry.

A COMPRERENSIVE APFRDACH

The corrupting power of thirty billion dollars of
illegal drug money is an enormous threat to the
democratic institutions of buth Mexico and the
United States. Notable successes include: the
Mexicun govemment's passage of important anzi-
crime legislation, U.S. training for anti-drug units
of Mexican police and Armed Forces as well as in
money laundering investigations for investigarars
and prosecutors from the Mexican Treasery and
Artorney General's office. Mexico continues to
implement ane of the world's most successful drug
crop eradication programs, Drug seizures by Mexi-
can authorities increased significantly in 1996;
heroin seizutes were up 78 percent and cocaine
seizures up 21 percent.

To build on these successes, we must continue
working with our counterparts 10 insulace law
enforcement organizations from corruption and
build Mexican counterdrug capabilities. A major
bilateral concern is the cross-border activity of

Mexican trafficking organizations and their ability
to hold Mexican authorities at bay. Finally, we must
be cognizant of sovereignty concems in this com-
plex relationship as we broaden the bilateral coun-
terdrug effort. Drug traffickers have developed
complex infrastructures and multiple routes in Mex-
icu over the better part of a decade. These criminal
organizations can be pursued, but success &ill take a
long-term commitment on the part of dedicated,
honest, and courageous Mexican authoriries and
sustained, cooperative efforts by the United Stares.

Making Cocaine Less Available

Cocaine is currently our most dangerous illicit
drug. 11 is responsible for more addicrion, health
problems, economic dislocation, and social costs
than any other illegal substance. It is also more
vulnerable to international supply reduction than
other foreign-produced drugs. Our narional efforts
against coca cultivation and the production and

Figure 4-1
Cocaine Seizures Versus Production
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Source: National Narcolics Intefligence Consumers Committee, Drug Enforcement Agministraton, 1996
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trafficking of cocaine are guided by Presidenrial
Decision Directive 14, the Western Hesnisphere
counterdrug strategy. .S, antircacaine activities
fall into the following three categories: reduction
of cultivarion, interdiction, and activns against
trafficking organizations.

Reduction of Cultivation. Nearly all the
cocaire consumed in the United States is pro-
duced from coca crops grown in Bulivia, Colom-
bia, and Peru. In 1995, enough coc wis grown on
214,500 hectares of land in these three countries
to produce 780 metric tons of cocaine for the
world market. Eighty percens of the cocaine in
the United States comes from Peruvian coca
crops.® A top intemational drug policy priority is
support for the efforts of Bolivia, Cotombia, and
Peru to reduce coca cultivation. Our forthcoming
regional initiative, whose goal is nothing less than
complete elimination within the next decade of
cultivation of coca destined for illicit cocaine pro-
ducrion, will focus on afternative economic devel-
opment in Peru. These efforts will recognize that
drug cultivation in source countries is an impor-
tant means of employment and income for some of
the poorest members of society. To be successful,
drug crop reduction programs must include mea-
sures to resolve socio-economic factors that pro-
mote the cultivarion of iltegal drug crops.

laterdiction. Since 1993, global seizures aver-
aged 270 metric tons of cocaine, leaving approxi-
mately five-hundred tons potentially available for
consumption each year. U.S. cocaine seizures by
themselves averaged 112 1ons a year over the
same period.”

Within South America, a sustained, U.5. sup-
ported interdiction effort continues to disrupt the
air, river, mazitime, and fand transportation of
cocaine base from Bolivia and Peru to Colombia.
By the end of 1996, Peru and Colombia seized or
destroyed dozens of drug trafficker nircraft, result-
ing in a two-thirds reduction in the number of
detected trafficker flights over the Andean ridge
region compitred with the number of flights detect-
ed before the denial program was launched in early
1995. As coca cultivation subseyuently exceeded
drug trafficker transportation capabilities, avernge
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cuca prices in Peru Jropped by 50 percent ever the
same time period. We have demonstrated thar
interdiction efforts in the souzce country zone can
disrupt teafficking pacterns significancly. Qur chal-
lenges now are to work with host nations to;
restrict further the air movement of coca praducts
hetween and within Bolivia, Peru, Brazil, and
Colombia; block drug traffickers frum developing
alwernative river, ground, and matitime routes; and
assist South American nations in prevenring drag
trafficking organizations from violating their sover-
eign air, land, and sea space.

In the “transit zone™ of the Caribbean, Central
America, Mexico, and the eastern Pacific waters,
U.S. interdiction seeks to prevent tmffickers from
moving cocaine. An effective transit zone interdic-
tion program requires flexible, in-depth, intelli-
gence-driven defenses. Drug traffickers are
adaptable, and they will react to our successes by
shifting routes and changing modes of trunsporta-
tion. We must be equally flexible and give the tmaf
fickers no quarter as we respond to their moves.
This objective will require that we — in concert
with our regional allies — maintain a “defense in
depth,” taking aggressive action in source counfrics,
throughour che transit zone, and ar our borders.

International coordination and cooperation
are important components of our interdiction
effort. U.S. interdiction agencies do not by them-
selves have sufficient resources to address the traf-
ficking threat.  Bilateral or multilateral
agreements, sharing intelligence and information,
and conducting combined operations with our
allies can multiply the effectiveness of the regional
interdiction effort. lmproving the interdiction
capabilities of committed nations will also increase
the effectiveness of our transit zone efforts. Finally,
technelogy and intelligence can help us employ
limized assets against high pay-off targets.

Actions Against Trafficking Orgznizations,
Even after the asrest of major Cali Mafia leaders,
Colombian drug syndicates continue to be the pre-
eminent cocaine producing and trafficking organi-
zations,  They purchase the majoricy of
semi-finished cocaine base from Bolivian or Peru-
vian farmets. Along with Mexican poly-druy traf-
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fickers and others, they incressingly move the illicir
drug to the United Stiates and elsewhere. The
power, wealth, and sophistication of Colombian,
Mexican, and other drug syndicates pose enormous
threats to govemmental and judicial institutions in
many Western hemisphere countries.

Owur successes ugainst these and other interna-
tional criminal organizations have been increasing.
U.S.-supporzed Colombian law enforcement efforts
have resulted in the arrest or surrender of the twp
seven leaders of the Cali drug cartel. U.S. support
for other nations helped disrupt and dismantle tmé-
ficking oreanizations, including the Jose Castrillon
organization based in Colombia and Panama. This
crime syndicate was responsihle for the maritime
shipment of several multi-ton loads of cocaine des-
tined for the United States. While the sentences
announced ra date by the Colombizn government
have been inadequate considering the magnitude of
the erimes committed, cocaine traffickers are oper-
ating in an increasingly hostile environment. Qur
international cocaine conzrol strategy will continue
1o include an across-the-spectrum artack on these
criminal orpanizations.

Making Heroin Less Available

Efforts against production and trafficking of
hercin are guided by the President’s heroin control
policy of November 1995 (PDD-44), Potential
global heroin production has increased abowt 60
percent in the past eight years to abour 360 metric
tons.™ Heroin is not just an American problem.
U.5. demand (estimated between four and thirteen
mertric tons}” is equivalent to oaly a fraction of
that potential.

The heroin interdiction challenge is enormaus,
Central governments in the two major source
countries, Afghanistan and Burma, have limited
powers. U.S. access and influence there is also
extremely limired. Trafficking organizations are
highly cohesive and difficult to penetrate. They
use multiple trafficking routes and methods. Hero-
in flows chrough East Asia, the Middle East, the
Former Soviet Union, Nigerin, Sourh Africa, and
Suvuth America, following the paths of least resis-

tance and avoiding law enforcement, Heroin is a
low bulk, high value commedity. An individual
courier traveling aboard a commuereial airliner can
use body-carry rechniyues and inpestion to conceal
several million dollars worth of herain, Larper
multi-kilogram amounts have been found hidden
in commercial cargo shipments. Consequently,
the worldwide seizure of morphine basefherain in
1995 consisted of only thirty-1wo metric tons while
U.S. seizures were just 1.3 metric 1ons.¥ The
tecent increase in heroin production in Colombia
underscores the diffuse nature of the intemational
heroin challenge. Just a few years ago, Colombia
was an insignificant producer of heroin, Now, its
potential heroin production (six tons in 1995)"
tepresents a significant portion of the estimated
U.S. demand. Scuth American heroin is being
sald in the ULS, ar higher purity levels and lower
prices than South East Asian heroin to gamer larg-
er market shares, and is in some areas becoming an
important source of heroin.”

The United States will work through diptomatic
and public channels to promote international
awareness of the heroin threar, help strengthen law
enforcement cfforts in heroin source and transit
countries, bring cooperative law enforcement to
bear against processing and trafficking, act apainst
illegal financial systems thar bankroll heroin traf-
ficking activities, and promote the United Nations
International Drug Control Program (UNDCP)
and other multilateral and regional engagement in
opium poppy and heroin control programs in source
countries where U.S, bilaterni influence is limited
by political and security constraints. America will
support continuing programs by Colombia and
Mexico to eradicate opium poppy and will move
prompely against any other illicic opium poppy cul-
tivation encountered in the Western hemisphete.

Countering the Methamphetamine Threat

Methamphetamine abuse is a significant prob-
lem on the West Coast and in the Southwest and
Midwest; it is also moving eastward.® This drug is
problematic because it is easily manufacrured,
inexpensive, and incredibly addictive, Metham-
phetamine is the “poor man’s cocaine” and has the
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potential to assume national prominence if its use
is not curtailed. Current law enforcement cfforts
against the production and discribution of
methamphetamine are guided by the Department of
Justice National Methamphetamine Strazegy released
in April 1996. This document serves as the basis
for an expanded response that integrates treatment
and prevention initiatives.

The principal foreign source of methampheta-
mine is Mexico. Mexican trafficking groups use
existing cocaine smugeling networks to funnel
methamphetamine into the United States.
Through the High Level Contact Group on Drug
Control, the United States will continue support-
ing Mexican government efforts tw identify and
destroy methamphetamine production, storage, or
shipmens activiries and act against criminal orga-
nizations engaged in this traffic. The U.S. will also
cooperate with other industrialized countries, the
U.N. Drug Control Program, and multitateral
organizations to limit international commerce in
methamphetamine precursors and prevent illicit
diversion or trafficking in domestic or foreign
methamphetamines.

BDomestically, the drug is produced in clandestine
laborateries using toxic and highly explosive mix-
tures of hydriotic acid. phosphene gas, and red
phosphorous. These chemicals are either smuggled
into the country o illegally diverted from legiti-
mare sources. The Methumphetamine Control
Act of 1996 addressed this problem by controlling
precursor chemiculs and increasing criminal penal-
ties for possession and distribution. Meth labs are
mostly short-term, "one-batch™ facilities common-
ly established in rural or spamsely populated areas to
preclude detection as a result of the chemicals'
odors. Nevertheless, federal and state lab seizures
are increasing as a result of law enforcement atten-
tion to this emerging drug threat.

Measuring and Reducing Domestic
Cannabis Cultivation
Marijuana remains the most-commonly-used

illegal drug in the United Srates. Much of the
marijuana smoked in the U.S, is cultivated domes-
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tically — commercially, privately, outdoors, and
indoors. However, we have no accurnte estimare
of the extent of domestic marijuana cultivation.
Our domestic cannabis crop reduction efforts must
be supported by accurate information about drug
crop locations and potentials, The Office of
National Drug Contral Policy will coordinate the
development of a domestic marijuana crop mea-
surement program.

Controlling the Diversion of Drug-
essential Chemicals

The production of iilegal drugs requires enor-
mous quantities of precursor chemicals. Clearly,
drug production can be curtailed if the necessary
precursor chemicals can be prevented from being
diverted for this purpose. The importance of con-
trolling chemicals has been internationally
accepted. Article 12 of the 1988 United Nations
Convention Against Illicit Traffic in Narcotic
Drugs and Psychotropic Substance establishes the
obligation for parties to the treaty to control their
chemical commerce ta prevent diversion to illicit
drug manufacture. The Convention lists twenty-
two chemicals as most necessary to drug manufac-
ure and, therefore, subject to control.

International cooperution between enforcement
and regulatory agencics is essential to the preven-
tion of diversion of precutsor chemicals, Informa-
tion exchange 1o verify the legitimacy of proposed
transacrions in regulated chemicals is the key ele-
ment to such cooperation. The United States
continues to urge adoption of chemical control
regimes by governments that de not have them.
Qur goal is 10 continue and expand the coopera-
tion uniil sharing of information on proposed
transacticns in regulated chemicals is routine. We
need to demonstrate that all sources of informa-
tion must be queried, not only those in the export-
ing and importing countries, and that infermation
sharing can occur without jeopardizing commer-
cial confidentiality.

A CoMPREHENSIVE APPROACH

6. OTHER INITIATIVES
Streamlining the Counterdrug Effort

More than fifty federal deparrments and agen-
cies ate involved in the National Drug Control
Program. In addition, state and local govern-
ments, public interest groups, and private corpora-
tions make major contributions to the national
effort. The structures of government chat bring
together these diverse groups, interests, and agen-
cies will vary from locality to locality and from
specific drug-related issue to issue. Some aspects
of the drug control effort involve the threat of
international eriminal organizations that have
regional snd local distribution and marketing
affiliates in the United States. Other aspects of
the problem require coordinated response by mul-
tipte arpanizations seeking to synchronize preven-
tion, treatment, interdiction, and enforcement.
In such instances, unity of effort can best be
attained through organizing concepts that facili-
tate ¢oordination.

The President’s Drug Policy Council is a fine
example of coordination at the national level.
Formed in March 1996 by the President, che pur-
pose of this cabinet-level organization is to under-
score the importance of drug policy issues within
the executive branch of the government. Meer-
ings of the council are chaired by the President
and convened 1o assess the direction of the
national drug control program. The council now
serves as the federal government's principal execu-
tive-level steering proup.

Anocther example of a step in the right direction
was the reorganization of our interdiction efforts
by the National Interdicrion Command and Con-
trol Plan of 1994. This plan created three geo-
graphically-oriented  counterdrug  Joint
Interagency Task Forces (JIATFs) and the Dames-
tic Air Inierdiction Coordination Center
(DAICC). The JIATFs employ U.S. Customs
Service, U.S. Coast Guard, and Department of
Defense operarional assess in the conduct of inter-
diction operations in the Caribbean and Gulf of
Mexico, Pacific, and South America. The JIATFs
coordinate and direct the detection, menitoring,

and sorting of suspect drug-trafficking aircraft and
vessels and hand off targets o appropriate law
enforcement authorities for apprehension. The
JLATFs allow operational assets from different
agencies to participate in hiphly coordinated,
seamless operations. They also promote the
exploitation of the Deparement of Defense’s
sophisticated command, control, communica-
riens, and intelligence infrastructure. Other
essential coerdinating elements of our national
counterdrug effort include the Department of
Defense’s Joint Task Force-Six and the mutti-
agency Operation Alliance. The former coordi-
nates militacy support of federal, state, and local
counterdrug efforts alone the U8, -Mexico border.
The latter integrates the efforts of many agencies
working to prevent the flow of illegal drugs across
that border.

Restructuring Law Enforcement
Counterdrug Information Coordination

Timely and accurate tactical information can
allow trafficker and criminal organizacion vulnera-
bilities to be exploited. We have committed a
great deal of effort and significant resources to
ensure informed operations. In May of 1995, the
Interdiction [ntelligence Support Plan (11SP} was
promulgated as an interagency plan to increase
the qualicy and rimeliness of available intelligence
to the interdiction centers. The Anti-Drug Net-
work (ADNET} was simultaneously established to
serve as the communications backbone for the
interdiction centers and suppotting intelligence
activities.

There is yet room for our law enforcement agen-
cies to coordinate actions betrer 2nd reinforce
each ather’s efforts so that operations, investiga-
tions, and prosecutions are supported more effec-
tively by intelligence and information sharing.
While national-level law enforcement intelli-
gence organizations like the National Drug Inrel-
ligence Center (NDIC), Treasury’s Financial
Crimes Enforcement Network (FinCEN), and the
El Paso Intelligence Center (EPIC) are making
useful contributions, their full potential has yer to
be realized. Ar the local level, High Intensity
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Drug Teafficking Area (HIDTA) initiatives and
Organized Crime and Drug Enforcement Task
Forces (OCDETF) are improving federal, state,
and loeal coordination, bur timely tactical intelli-
gence and information sharing can still be
improvis. Consequently, a review of the existing
counterdrug intelligence architecture offers the
potential to make better use of available resources,
share {while protecting) information more rapidly,
and fully integrate coverage. We must have n sys-
tem that can detect, monitar, and track domestic
drug production and trafficking acrivities across a
spectrum of illegal activities thar includes cultiva-
tion, movement of precursors, smuggling, whole-
sale and retail distribution, and laundering of
profits.

Applying a Research, Development, and
Technotogy Application Strategy

As the national drug contral strategy takes a
tong-term approach, so must the research and
development and technology application strategy
that supports it. ‘Over the years, individual agen-
cies and seientific projects have aided the national
drug control effort. The American scientific com-
munity has leveraged our efforts by producing use-
ful dara, creating effective sensing and monitoring
systems, fielding high-speed data processing, and
improving inteligence activities. Medical
research has fostered understanding of the effects
of drugs while improving prevention and treat-
ment. Law enforcement and inspection technolo-
gies have enhanced police and port of entry
operations, safeguarded officials involved in coun-
terdrug activities, and constrained drug rrafficking.

However, gaps remain in our knowledge and
capabilities, which science can narrow. Biomed-
ical and behavioral research can increase our
understanding of addiction processes and help us
develop better drup testing and demand reduction
therapy. We hope to develop nonintrusive inspec-
tion systems; improved border surveillance, detec-
tion. monitaring, and apprehension capabilities;
and integrated tactical operations at the federal,
state, and local level. Drug traffickers are invest-
ing in advanced technology to improve their oper-
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ations and Jefear ours. A two-sided effort is in
progress, and our opponents are well-financed.

Our advantage lies in the vast potential of # col-
lective scientific capacity, both in terms of knowl-
edge and the ability to organize, pool assers,
interconnect technologies, and maintain sus-
tained vision while realizing short-term, technolo-
py-aided results. A long-ierm  strategy
underwritzen by a five-year budget offers the
opportunity for maximum success. Key technalo-
gies can be researched, evaluated, adjusted, reeval-
uated, and field tested in coordination with
established objectives. Data bases cun be devel-
oped with greater specificity relating to the com-
plex social and sirategic questions of national drug
conturol policy.

A comprehensive, integrated technology strate-
gy promotes intelligent choices among projects.
Properly designed, such a plan could help us deter-
mine when to take risks, where to avoid redun-
dancies, and how 1o achieve mutual
reinforcement among extant systems, Time
frames a2nd funding projections geared to the long-
haul make for greater rationality in investment
and development. Effectiveness in the short-term
can be measured and judiciously considered in
light of long-term goals.

Emerging rechnologies, research data, and sci-
entific/medical breakthroughs offer great promise
in achieving our desired goal. Integrated efforts, a
visionary approach. and methodically-sound deci-
sions are critical. A technology strategy is a neces-
sary ingredient in the overall counterdrug effors.

Countering Attempts to Legalize
Marijuana

The United States has the highest rate of drug
use of any nation in the industrialized world.*
Approximately 50 percent of American yourh will
have used an illegal drug by the time they graduate
ftom high school; the vast majoricy are using mati-
juana.®® This psychoactive substance has become
almost a rite of passage for those who end up as
cocaine and heroin users, A 1994 survey by the
Center on Addiction and Substance Abuse at
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Columbia University found that a twelve 10 sev-
enteen-year-old who smokes marijuana is eighty-
five times more likely to use cocaine than a
non-marijuana smaking peer.” Clearly, if we want
to reduce the rate of teenage drug use and prevent
American youth from using dangerous drugs like
cocaine, we must continue to oppose efforts to
legalize marijuani.

Marijuana is a Schedule 1 drug under the provi-
sions of the Controlled Substance Act, Title 11 of
the Comprehensive Dtug Abuse Prevention and
Control Act of 1970, It is similarly controlled on
an international basis through inclusion on
Schedule I of the Single Convention on Narcotic
Drugs. Marijuzna is placed in Schedute [ because
it has a high potential for abuse and ne currently
accepted medical use in the United States.

Nonetheless, our medical-scientific process
should not ¢louse the door on any substance that
could have cherapeutic uses. Thus, in response o
aneedotal claims about marijuana’s medicinal
effectiveness, the Office of National Drug Conrral
Strategy is funding a comprehensive review of the
drug by the National Academy of Science’s Insti-
e of Medicine. This review will consider scien-
tific evidence of marijuana’s pharmacological
effects; the state of cument scientific knowledge;
the drug’s psychic or physiclogical dependence lia-
bility; risks posed to public health by marijuana; its
history and current pattern of abuse; and the scope,
duration, and significance of abuse. The ultimate
purpose of this review is to protect the American
peaple by ensuring that science, not ideology, is
the basis of drug control policy. The government
has an obligation to ensure that regulatory systems
do not prevent safe and effective medicines from
being made quickly available to the sick. It also
has a respensibility to protect the American people
from unsafe, ineffective medicines.

Integrating Ideas, Concepts, and
Strategies

In the national effort to counter the effects of
itlegal drugs and substance abuse, there has been
no shortage of proposals, ideas, and papers. The

plethom of studies is an indication of the degree to
which the country is troubled by the issue and
determined to confront it. As such, the energy
displayed is a healthy and helpful approach to
common goals.

However, such efforts would be more fruitful if
coordinated. There is no room for parochialism in
the endeavor to reduce illegal drugs and their con-
sequence. Drug abuse is a national problem that
must be solved through collective efforts. While
argumentation among good people is merely ideas
in the making, there comes a time when different
perspectives must be synthesized and channeled
into a cooperative venture,

This decument constitutes the overall strategy
far the nation's effort against drug abuse. [t leaves
room for growth, incorporation of new advances
in science and technology, better operations,
intellectual expansion, and logical rejection of
well-intentioned but counterpraductive activiries.

The National Drug Control Scrategy will |

undoubtedly adapt aver the years as conditions
change. 1t will, however, organize our efforts
toward the stated goals and objectives.
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V. Resources to Implement

ropress on the drug front is not easily
achicved without the funding neces-
sary 1o educate children, reduce vio-
lent drug crime, treat citizens in need,
protect our borders, and address for-
eign and domestic sources of supply.

the Strategy

To support all these goals for Fiscal Year {(FY)
1998, the President requests $16.0 hillion to fund
drup control efforts, {See Table 5-1.) This request
represents an increase of $818 million over the FY
1997 level of $15.2 billion, or a 5.4 percent
increase.

Table 5-1. Drug Control Funding: Agency Summary, FY 1996 - FY 1998

Agriculture

Corporation for National Service
Defense

Education

Health and Human Services

Housing and Utban Development
Intelligence Community Management Account
Interior

Federal Juliciary

Justice

Labor

Office of National Drug Contral Policy
State

Transportation

Trensury

1.5, Information Agency

Veteran Affoirs

Total Drug Control Budget

Supply Reduction
Percentage of Total Drug Budget

Demand Reduction
Percentage of Total Drug Budpet

{Detail may not add to totals due 1o rounding)

. ~ 1998

AT e
828.6 3286 %28.5
209 30.7 403
8221 957.5 808.6
5883 &79.0 746.6
1,0125 13815 2,534.1
1938 320.0 200.0
- noe 270
304 303 332
506.6 539.1 620.5
$,167.0 6.961.4 7.249.1
594 59.5 65.5
119.7 288.9 3312
13593 194.0 215.5
372.2 384.3 4431
10290 1,140.8 11181
8.3 T4 7
1,081.1 1,128.8 1,177.6
$13,454.0 515,158.9 515,976.8
$9,013.2 £10,161.6 $10,502.4
7% 67% 66%
54,440.8 $4.977.3 $5,474.4
33% 3% 34%
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Highlighted FY 1998 Drug Contro!
Initiatives

* National Media Campaign — $175 million is
reguested in FY 1998 for a national media cam-
paign targeting illegal drug consumption by
youth. This initiative woutd rely on high-
impact, anti-drug television advertisements
aired duting prime-time to educate and inform
the public about the dangers of illegal drug use.

 Safe and Drug-Free Schools — $620 million is
requested for FY 1998, an increase of $64 million
(11.5 percent) over the FY 1997 appropriation.
New resources would provide grant assistance to
governors and state educational agencies for drug
and viclence prevention programs.

« Community Oriented Policing (COPS) —
%510 million in drug-related resources is request-
ed in FY 1998, an increase of 341 million (9 per-
cent) over FY 1997. COPS serves as the vehicle
for the Administration's strategy to fight violent

" ¢rime and drug use by increasing the number of
state and local police officers on the streets.

s Prevention and Treatment Research — 3522
million is requested in FY 1998 for the National
Institute on Drug Abuse (NIDA), an increase of
$33 million (6 percent} over FY 1997, These
additiona} resources will further NIDA's efforts
in conducting basic drug prevention and treat-
ment research.

* Youth Treatment Initiatives — $19 million is
identified in the FY 1988 HHS budget to sup-
port innovative interventicns for juvenile
offenders which integrate community-wide edu-
cation, law enforcement, substance abuse treat-
ment, and mental health services; studies of
trearment effectiveness for adolescents with co-
occurring substance and mental health disor-
ders; and expansion and assessment of
comprehensive substance abuse treatment ser-
vices for adolescents.

« Youth Prevention Initiatives — $98 million is

identified in the FY 1998 HHS budget for activ-
ities designed to prevent marijuana and other
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drug use amang American youth. The initiative
witl provide State Incentive Grants, raise public
nwareness and counter pro-drug messages, and
expand State level data coblection activities.

* Drug Courts -— 575 million is requested in FY
1998, an increase of $45 mitlion (150 percent)
over FY 1997. These grants support state and local
criminal justice agencies to provide court-mandat-
ed drug trearment and related services to nonvie-
lent offenders.

» NS Southwest Border Initiative — $367 mil-
lion in drug-related resources is requested for the
Immigration and Naturalization Service (INS)
in FY 1998, an increase of $48 miltion over FY
1997, This request provides for an additional
five hundred Border Patrol agents to stem the
flow of itlegal drugs and illegal aliens across the
southwest border.

¢ Intecnational Narcatics Control and Support
for Peru — The FY 1998 budget includes 5214
million for the State Department’s Bureau of
lnternarional Narcotics and Law Enforcement
Affairs (ENL). Included in the INL budger is
$40 miltion for Pery, an increase of $17 million
over FY 1997. [n FY 1998 this program will
continue the implementation of the President’s
directive to place more emphuasis on source
countries, focus on programs that promote alter-
native development, dismantle narcotics traf-
ficking organizations, and interdict drugs.

Natiortal Funding Priorities for
FY 1998-2002

Although outyear funding levels for particular
programs still need to be formulated through a
cooperative effort with OMB and various agencies,
ONDCP has atready identified priority areas for
funding. ONDCP will continue to emphasize
these priorities throughout the five-year drug bud-
get planning horizon. If additional funds for feder-
al drug control programs become available, the
Administration wilt pursue the following priorities:

Re$ountLs To IMPLEMENT THE STRAYLGY

Figure 5-1
FY 1998 Spending Goal ($ Millions)

Goall $1.763
Reduce Youth Drug Use

Goals $3.456

Reduce Sources of
Supply

Goal2 $5519
Reduce Drug-Related

Crime and Viclence
Goal4 51,588
Stop Flaw of Drugs at
Borders
Goal3  $3.651
Reduce Consequences of Drug Use

Figure 5-2
Federal Drug Control Spending by Function, FY 1985-98
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Figure 5.1 represents the
distribution of fiseal vear
1998 federal drug contrel
program funding by goal.
The greatest propertion
of spending, 35 percent,
is, for programs that
increase the safety of
America’s citizens by
reducing  drug-related
crime and violence,

Figure 5.2, a historical per-
spective on federal drug
contral spending, illus-
trates the six-fold increase
in federal resources for
drug control since FY 1985
when drug  resources
totaled $2.7 billion.
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» Reducing Youth Drug Use — The centerpiece of
our national counterdrug straregy remains the
prevention of drug use by children. Youth-orient-
ed prevention programs taday can reduce the
number of addicted adults who will cause enor-
mous damage to themsclves and our society
TOMOTTOW.

Reducing the Consequences of Chronic Drug
Use — The national drug control strategy also
recognizes that significant reductions in illegal
drug censumption cannot occur without
addressing the problem of chronic drug use.
Chronic drug users comprise about 20 percent of
the drug-using population yet consume over
wo-thirds of the supply of drugs, By reducing
the number of dependent drug users, we can
lessen the adverse health and welfare conse-
quences of illegal drug use as well as attendant
criminal activity.

Reducing Drug-related Crime and Violence —
Domestic law enforcement has helped take back
our streets from the ravages of the drug trade.
Of particular concern is the relationship
hetween drugs and crime, A disproportionate
number of more than twelve million property
crimes and almost two million violent crimes
that occur each year are committed by drug
users or traffickers,

Stopping the Flow of Drugs at U.S. Borders —
Unless we shield our borders from cthe flow of
illegal drugs, the United States will never stem
the tide of drug abuse. Interdiction is the key to
stopping drugs from crossing our borders and
reaching our neighborhoods.

66 Tue NaTiowal Druc ConTRet STRATEGY: 1997

& Reducing Domestic and Foreign Sources of
Supply — Interdiction programs alone cannot
prevenr drugs from flowing into the United
States and reaching our children, Therefore, the
nationat drug control strategy must targer sources
of supply as well. Working with source and tran-
sit nations offers the greatest prospect for elimi-
nating foreign sources of supply. Cocaine,
heroin, and frequently methamphetamine are
produced ourside the United States; these iflegal
drugs cause the greatest harm to our citizens.

Maintaining Strategy Flexibility — A long-
term strategy must be versatite and contain the
infrastructure 1o respond to new drugs. Ameri-
ca's drug problem is not static, as indicated by
the recent emergence of methamphetamine.
While the use of some drugs declines (e.g.,
cocaine), other substances make a comeback
(e.g., methamphetamine, marijuana, and hero-
in). Still other drugs are used for the first time.
Qur straregy must contain the means to identify
and monitor new drug use trends so that pro-
grams can address them proactively.

Rescunces To lmpizrent Tue STrateay
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VI. Consultation

ection 1005 of the Anti-Drug Abuse

Act of 1988, as amended, requires the

Office of National Drug Cenatroi Poli-

cy (ONIXCP) 10 consult a wide array

of experts and officials, including

heads of the national drug control
program agencics, the Congress, state and local
ofticials, and members of the private sector as the
Nazional Drug Control Srazegy is being developed.
ONDCP met the full intent of this congressional
requirement during the development of this /997
Strategy in the following ways:

By Consulting with Leaders Across the Nation.
The perspectives and suggestions of teaders in
both the public and private sectors were enor-
mously helpful in the development of the 1997
National Drug Control Strategy.

* Governmental Consultation. Within the exec-
utive branch of the federal government, every
cabiner officer and all deparements and agencies
participated in the development of straregic
goaks and objectives and in the formulation of
supporting budgets, initiatives, and programs.
Similarly, within the legislative branch, views
and suggestions were solicited from every senator
and representative and from their supporting
staffs. Ar the state and local levels, ONDCP
solicited input from cach state governor along
with these from American Samoa, Puetto Rico,
and the ULS. Vitgin [stands, and from the mayors
of every city with more than 100,000 people.
Views from public officials overseeing federal,
stute, and local prevention, education, trear-
ment, law enforcement, correctional, and inter-

dicrion activities were also solicited.

* Private Sector Consultation. Suggestions were
also solicited and received from: representatives
of the more than 4,300 community anti-drug
coalitions; chambers of commerce; editorial
boards: non-govemmental organizations; profes-
sional organizations (i.e. actors’ guilds, bar associ-
ations, business assaciations, educational groups,
law enforcement and correctional associations,
medical associations, unions, and others): reli-
gious institutions; and private citizens including
chrenic drug users, inmates, parents, police offi-
cers, prevention specialists, recovered addicts,
stedents, teachers, treatment providers, and vic-
tims of drug-related crimes. The ONDCP Direc-
tor also joined senntars and representatives in
their states and districts 1o learn more about the
drug problem and observe solutions. The interest
displayed by all and the thousands of unsolicited
letiers received at ONDCP underscored that a
majority of Americans believe thar drug use and

drug-related crime are among our nation'’s most

pressing social problems.

By Consulting with the Congress. Representa-
tives from the Office of National Drug Control
Policy testified ot thirteen formal congressional
hearings in 1996, Topics included: drug policy pri-
arities; the federal drug control budges; interna-
tional drug control programs; drug trafficking in
the Western hemisphere; preventing drug traffick-
ing across the southwest border; juvenile drug use
trends; drug interdiction efforts; the global heroin
threat; making cocnine less available; and Ari-
zona'’s Proposition 200 and California’s Propoesition
215, Additionally, senators and representatives
were briefed privarely by the ONDCP Director and
ather officials of the executive branch while the
wark of their staffs was supported by all national
drug control program agencies.
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By Keeping the American People Informed.
ONDCP supparted the anti-drug efforts of every
national television network and numerauy local
television and radio organizations in 1996; mure
than 200 exclusive interviews were conducted.
Detailed briefings were provided to the editorial
boards of twenty-two newspapers and magazines.
Spanish-lapguage mareriuls were generated for
inedia organizations that serve Hispanic-Ameri-
cans. A web site (wwwoncjrs.org) amd toll free rele-
phone service (1-800-666-5212) staffed by drug
pelicy information specinlisis provide drug-related
Jata, perform customized hibliographic searches,
advise requesters on data availability and of other
infurmation services, and maintain a public reading
room. In addition, ONDCP maintains a "home-
page” that provides up-to-date information about
the Office of National Drug Control Policy and
Jrug policy issues.

By Building Support for the U.5.%s International
Dreug Control Programs.  Leaders from key drug
production and trafficking nations were briefed on
the internativnal components of the National
Drug Control Strategy. Support for U.S. drug con-
trol efferts was also developed among impertant
international and multilateral organizations such
as the Asscciation of Asian States, the European
Union, the Organization of American States, and
the Intemational Commission of the Red Cross.

By Convening or Participating in Conferences
and Meetings. ONDCP briefed participants in
numerous gatherings of organizations like: the
National Governors’ Association, the Conference
of Mayors, the American Bar Association, and the
National Association of Police Officers. Addi-
tionally, ONDCP convened or participated in the
following conferences and meetings to promote
greater coordination of international, federal,
state, and local anti-drug efforts; consider emerg-
ing problems; and consult experts as the 1997
Strategy was being developed.

¢ The President’s Drug Policy Council.  Estab-
" lished by the President in March 1996, this cab-
inet-level organization met on May 18, 1996
and December 12, 1996 10 assess the direction
of the National Drug Conirol Srrategy and discuss
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drug policy initiatives, Members of the council
include heads of drug control program agencies
and key presidential assistants.

sSouthwest Border Conference. El Paso, Texas,
July 910, 1996. Federal, stare, and local repre-
sentatives met to discuss the chultenge of stop-
ping drug wrafficking across the two-thousand
mile-long U.S. - Mexico border.

s High Lotensity Drug Trafficking Areas
(HIDTA) Conference. Washington, D.C.,
July 13-16, 1996. Participants considered how
the congressionally-mandated HIDTA pro-
grom can better coordinate regional law
enforcement efforts.

» The USIC/]-3 Counterdrug Quarterly Confer-
ence. Washington, D.C. These meetings pro-
vided a forum for executive-level discussions of
U.S. international drug interdiction programs,

* California Proposition 215/Arizona Proposi-
tien 200 Briefing. Washington, D.C.,, Novem-
ber 14, 1996, State, local, and community
leaders briefed federal department and agency
representatives on the recently-passed ballot
initiatives as the federal response 1o both mea-
sures was being formulated.

» Entertainment Industry. Hollywood, Califor-
nia, January 9-10, 1997, The ONDCP Director
met with leaders in the entertainment industry
to discuss how the national drup prevention
effort might be supported by the creative talents
of the broadeast. film, and music industries.

* Methamphetamine Conference. San Francisco,
California, January 10, 1997. The purpese of this
regional meeting was to examine the growing
methamphetamine problem in western states,
review progress made since the April 1996 release
of the National Methamphetamine Strategy. and
consider appropriate respenses. A follow- on
national methamphetamine conference is sched-
uled for May 1997 in Omaha, Nebraska.
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