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In its evaluation of the ONDCP's Youth Anti-Drug Media Campaign, researchers from Westat and the Annenberg School of Communication in 2003 concluded: "In the previous reports, based on both favorable trends over time and cross-sectional associations, there was evidence supportive of Campaign effects on talking with children; on beliefs and attitudes regarding monitoring of children; and, in the case of the cross-sectional associations, on doing fun activities with them. These results still hold when Wave 7 parent reports are added, although youth reports of monitoring and talking behaviors are not consistent with parent reports and thus call into question the favorable changes in behavior that may be associated with the Campaign."

Source: 
Hornik, Robert, David Maklan, Diane Cadell, Carlin Henry Barmada, Lela Jacobsohn, Vani R. Henderson, Anca Romantan, Jeffrey Niederdeppe, Robert Orwin, Sanjeev Sridharan, Adam Chu, Carol Morin, Kristie Taylor, Diane Steele, "Evaluation of the National Youth Anti-Drug Media Campaign: 2003 Report of Findings," Delivered to National Institute on Drug Abuse, National Institutes of Health, Department of Health and Human Services By Westat & the Annenberg School for Communication, Contract No. N01DA-8-5063, December 22, 2003, p. 6-1. 
http://www.drugabuse.gov/pdf/despr/1203report.pdf

"The final component of state substance abuse spending is the $433 million states spent in 1998 to regulate the sale of alcohol and tobacco and to collect alcohol and tobacco taxes  Table 5.1! Tax rates vary significantly from state to state and revenues generally are not dedicated to prevent, treat or cope with the burden substance abuse and addiction places on many state programs. "In 1998, states collected $4.0 billion in alcohol and $7.4 billion in tobacco taxes for a total of $11.4 billion. For every dollar of such tax revenues, states spent $7.13 on substance abuse and addiction -- $6.83 to shoulder the burden on public programs, $0.26 for prevention and treatment, and $0.04 to collect alcohol and tobacco taxes and run licensing boards."

Source: 
National Center on Addiction and Substance Abuse at Columbia University, Shoveling Up: The Impact of Substance Abuse on State Budgets  New York, NY: CASA, Jan. 2001!, p. 27. 
http://www.casacolumbia.org/absolutenm/articlefiles/379-Shoveling%20Up.pdf

In January 2001, the National Center on Addiction and Substance Abuse at Columbia University published an analysis of costs to states from tobacco, alcohol and other drug addiction. According to the report,  
"CASA's analysis revealed a few cost categories where only a single category of substances is implicated.  Figure 2.B! For instance, CASA identified $1.1 billion in state spending linked to illicit drug use only: $574 million for public safety costs for drug enforcement programs; $114 million for drug courts; and $412 million linked to illegal drugs in state spending on Medicaid.  
"CASA estimates that $7.4 billion in state spending is linked exclusively to tobacco through state Medicaid spending.  
"The single drug linked to the largest percentage of state costs is alcohol. We were able to identify $9.2 billion in state spending linked to only to alcohol in addition to the costs associated with abuse of both alcohol and illegal drugs: $915 million on highway safety and local law enforcement associated with drunk driving; $837 million in state costs for the developmentally disabled as a result of fetal alcohol syndrome; and, $7.4 billion in state Medicaid costs."

Source: 
National Center on Addiction and Substance Abuse at Columbia University, Shoveling Up: The Impact of Substance Abuse on State Budgets  New York, NY: CASA, Jan. 2001!, p. 11. 
http://www.casacolumbia.org/absolutenm/articlefiles/379-Shoveling%20Up.pdf

Although people may think that the Drug War targets drug smugglers and 'King Pins,' in 2008, 49.8 percent (half) of the 1,702,537 total arrests for drug abuse violations were for marijuana -- a total of 847,863. Of those, 754,224 people were arrested for marijuana possession alone. By contrast in 2000 a total of 734,497 Americans were arrested for marijuana offenses, of which 646,042 were for possession alone. 

US Arrests

Year
Total Arrests

Total Drug Arrests
Total Marijuana Arrests

Marijuana Trafficking'Sale Arrests
Marijuana Possession Arrests
Total Violent Crime Arrests
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Total Property Crime Arrests

2008
14,005,615
1,702,537

847,863
93,640

754,224
594,911

1,687,345

2007
14,209,365
1,841,182

872,720
97,583

775,137
597,447

1,610,088

2006
14,380,370
1,889,810

829,627
90,711

738,916
611,523

1,540,297

2005
14,094,186
1,846,351

786,545
90,471

696,074
603,503

1,609,327

2004
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14,004,327
1,745,712

771,605
87,286

684,319
590,258

1,649,825

2003
13,639,479
1,678,192

755,186
92,300

662,886
597,026

1,605,127

2002
13,741,438
1,538,813

697,082
83,096

613,986
620,510

1,613,954

2001
13,699,254
1,586,902

723,628
82,519

641,109
627,132

1,618,465

2000
13,980,297
1,579,566

734,497
88,455

646,042
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625,132
1,620,928

1999
14,355,600
1,532,200

704,812
84,271

620,541
644,770

1,676,100

1998
14,528,300
1,559,100

682,885
84,191

598,694
675,900

1,805,600

1997
15,284,300
1,583,600

695,201
88,682

606,519
717,750

2,015,600

1996
15,168,100
1,506,200

641,642
94,891

546,751
729,900

2,045,600
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1995
15,119,800
1,476,100

588,964
85,614

503,350
796,250

2,128,600

1990
14,195,100
1,089,500

326,850
66,460

260,390
705,500

2,217,800

1980
10,441,000

580,900
401,982
63,318

338,664
475,160

1,863,300

  

Source: 
Crime in America: FBI Uniform Crime Reports 2008 (Washington, DC: US Dept. of Justice, 2008), Table 29, from the
web at http://www.fbi.gov/ucr/cius2008/data/table_29.html and Arrest Table: Arrests for Drug Abuse Violations, from
the web  http://www.fbi.gov/ucr/cius2008/arrests/index.html last accessed Sept. 19, 2009; Crime in America: FBI
Uniform Crime Reports 2007 (Washington, DC: US Dept. of Justice, 2008), Table 29, from the web at
http://www.fbi.gov/ucr/cius2007/data/table_29.html and Arrest Table: Arrests for Drug Abuse Violations, from the web
 http://www.fbi.gov/ucr/cius2007/arrests/index.html last accessed Sept. 18, 2008; Crime in America: FBI Uniform
Crime Reports 2006 (Washington, DC: US Dept. of Justice, 2007), Table 29, from the web at
http://www.fbi.gov/ucr/cius2006/data/table_29.html and Arrest Table: Arrests for Drug Abuse Violations, from the web
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http://www.fbi.gov/ucr/cius2006/arrests/index.html last accessed Sept. 24, 2007; Crime in America: FBI Uniform
Crime Reports 2005 (Washington, DC: US Dept. of Justice, 2006), Table 29, from the web at
http://www.fbi.gov/ucr/05cius/data/table_29.html and Arrest Table: Arrests for Drug Abuse Violations, from the web
http://www.fbi.gov/ucr/05cius/arrests/index.html last accessed Sept. 20, 2006; Crime in the United States: FBI Uniform
Crime Reports 2004 (Washington, DC: US Government Printing Office, 2005), p. 278, Table 4.1 & p. 280, Table 29;
Federal Bureau of Investigation, Crime in America: FBI Uniform Crime Reports 2003 (Washington, DC: US
Government Printing Office, 2004), p. 269, Table 4.1 & and p. 270, Table 29; Federal Bureau of Investigation, Crime in
America: FBI Uniform Crime Reports 2002 (Washington, DC: US Government Printing Office, 2003), p. 234, Table 4.1
& and p. 234, Table 29; Federal Bureau of Investigation, Crime in America: FBI Uniform Crime Reports 2001
(Washington, DC: US Government Printing Office, 2002), p. 232, Table 4.1 & and p. 233, Table 29; Uniform Crime
Reports for the United States 2000 (Washington DC: US Government Printing Office, 2001), pp. 215-216, Tables 29
and 4.1; Uniform Crime Reports for the United States 1999 (Washington DC: US Government Printing Office, 2000),
pp. 211-212; Federal Bureau of Investigation, Uniform Crime Reports for the United States 1998 (Washington DC: US
Government Printing Office, 1999), pp. 209-210; Crime in America: FBI Uniform Crime Reports 1997 (Washington,
DC: US Government Printing Office, 1998), p. 221, Table 4.1 & p. 222, Table 29; Crime in America: FBI Uniform
Crime Reports 1996 (Washington, DC: US Government Printing Office, 1997), p. 213, Table 4.1 & p. 214, Table 29;
FBI, UCR for the US 1995 (Washington, DC: US Government Printing Office, 1996), pp. 207-208; FBI, UCR for the US
1990 (Washington, DC: US Government Printing Office, 1991), pp. 173-174; FBI, UCR for the US 1980 (Washington,
DC: US Government Printing Office, 1981), pp. 189-191; Bureau of Justice Statistics, Chart of arrests by age group,
number and rates for total offenses, violent offenses, and property offenses, 1970-2003, Dec. 2004.

In an ethnographic study of adolescents who were regular marijuana users, researchers at the University of British Columbia, concluded, "Thematic analysis revealed that these teens differentiated themselves from recreational users and positioned their use of marijuana for relief by emphasizing their inability to find other ways to deal with their health problems, the sophisticated ways in which they titrated their intake, and the benefits that they experienced. These teens used marijuana to gain relief from difficult feelings (including depression, anxiety and stress), sleep difficulties, problems with concentration and physical pain. Most were not overly concerned about the risks associated with using marijuana, maintaining that their use of marijuana was not 'in excess' and that their use fit into the realm of 'normal.' 

Conclusion: Marijuana is perceived by some teens to be the only available alternative for teens experiencing difficult health problems when medical treatments have failed or when they lack access to appropriate health care." 

Source: 
"Bottorff, Joan L , Johnson, Joy L, Moffat, Barbara M, and Mulvogue, Tamsin, ""Relief-oriented use of marijuana by teens," Journal of Substance Abuse Treatment, Prevention, and Policy (Vancouver, BC: April 2009), pp. 4-7. 
http://www.substanceabusepolicy.com/content/pdf/1747-597X-4-7.pdf 

Statistics 

Although people may think that the Drug War targets drug smugglers and 'King Pins,' in 2008, 49.8 percent (half) of the 1,702,537 total arrests for drug abuse violations were for marijuana -- a total of 847,863. Of those, 754,224 people were arrested for marijuana possession alone. By contrast in 2000 a total of 734,497 Americans were arrested for marijuana offenses, of which 646,042 were for possession alone. 

US Arrests

Year
Total Arrests

Total Drug Arrests
Total Marijuana Arrests

Marijuana Trafficking'Sale Arrests
Marijuana Possession Arrests
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Total Violent Crime Arrests
Total Property Crime Arrests

2008
14,005,615
1,702,537

847,863
93,640

754,224
594,911

1,687,345

2007
14,209,365
1,841,182

872,720
97,583

775,137
597,447

1,610,088

2006
14,380,370
1,889,810

829,627
90,711

738,916
611,523

1,540,297

2005
14,094,186
1,846,351

786,545
90,471

696,074
603,503

1,609,327
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2004
14,004,327
1,745,712

771,605
87,286

684,319
590,258

1,649,825

2003
13,639,479
1,678,192

755,186
92,300

662,886
597,026

1,605,127

2002
13,741,438
1,538,813

697,082
83,096

613,986
620,510

1,613,954

2001
13,699,254
1,586,902

723,628
82,519

641,109
627,132

1,618,465

2000
13,980,297
1,579,566

734,497
88,455
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646,042
625,132

1,620,928

1999
14,355,600
1,532,200

704,812
84,271

620,541
644,770

1,676,100

1998
14,528,300
1,559,100

682,885
84,191

598,694
675,900

1,805,600

1997
15,284,300
1,583,600

695,201
88,682

606,519
717,750

2,015,600

1996
15,168,100
1,506,200

641,642
94,891

546,751
729,900

2,045,600
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1995
15,119,800
1,476,100

588,964
85,614

503,350
796,250

2,128,600

1990
14,195,100
1,089,500

326,850
66,460

260,390
705,500

2,217,800

1980
10,441,000

580,900
401,982
63,318

338,664
475,160

1,863,300

  

Source: 
Crime in America: FBI Uniform Crime Reports 2008 (Washington, DC: US Dept. of Justice, 2008), Table 29, from the
web at http://www.fbi.gov/ucr/cius2008/data/table_29.html and Arrest Table: Arrests for Drug Abuse Violations, from
the web  http://www.fbi.gov/ucr/cius2008/arrests/index.html last accessed Sept. 19, 2009; Crime in America: FBI
Uniform Crime Reports 2007 (Washington, DC: US Dept. of Justice, 2008), Table 29, from the web at
http://www.fbi.gov/ucr/cius2007/data/table_29.html and Arrest Table: Arrests for Drug Abuse Violations, from the web
 http://www.fbi.gov/ucr/cius2007/arrests/index.html last accessed Sept. 18, 2008; Crime in America: FBI Uniform
Crime Reports 2006 (Washington, DC: US Dept. of Justice, 2007), Table 29, from the web at
http://www.fbi.gov/ucr/cius2006/data/table_29.html and Arrest Table: Arrests for Drug Abuse Violations, from the web
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http://www.fbi.gov/ucr/cius2006/arrests/index.html last accessed Sept. 24, 2007; Crime in America: FBI Uniform
Crime Reports 2005 (Washington, DC: US Dept. of Justice, 2006), Table 29, from the web at
http://www.fbi.gov/ucr/05cius/data/table_29.html and Arrest Table: Arrests for Drug Abuse Violations, from the web
http://www.fbi.gov/ucr/05cius/arrests/index.html last accessed Sept. 20, 2006; Crime in the United States: FBI Uniform
Crime Reports 2004 (Washington, DC: US Government Printing Office, 2005), p. 278, Table 4.1 & p. 280, Table 29;
Federal Bureau of Investigation, Crime in America: FBI Uniform Crime Reports 2003 (Washington, DC: US
Government Printing Office, 2004), p. 269, Table 4.1 & and p. 270, Table 29; Federal Bureau of Investigation, Crime in
America: FBI Uniform Crime Reports 2002 (Washington, DC: US Government Printing Office, 2003), p. 234, Table 4.1
& and p. 234, Table 29; Federal Bureau of Investigation, Crime in America: FBI Uniform Crime Reports 2001
(Washington, DC: US Government Printing Office, 2002), p. 232, Table 4.1 & and p. 233, Table 29; Uniform Crime
Reports for the United States 2000 (Washington DC: US Government Printing Office, 2001), pp. 215-216, Tables 29
and 4.1; Uniform Crime Reports for the United States 1999 (Washington DC: US Government Printing Office, 2000),
pp. 211-212; Federal Bureau of Investigation, Uniform Crime Reports for the United States 1998 (Washington DC: US
Government Printing Office, 1999), pp. 209-210; Crime in America: FBI Uniform Crime Reports 1997 (Washington,
DC: US Government Printing Office, 1998), p. 221, Table 4.1 & p. 222, Table 29; Crime in America: FBI Uniform
Crime Reports 1996 (Washington, DC: US Government Printing Office, 1997), p. 213, Table 4.1 & p. 214, Table 29;
FBI, UCR for the US 1995 (Washington, DC: US Government Printing Office, 1996), pp. 207-208; FBI, UCR for the US
1990 (Washington, DC: US Government Printing Office, 1991), pp. 173-174; FBI, UCR for the US 1980 (Washington,
DC: US Government Printing Office, 1981), pp. 189-191; Bureau of Justice Statistics, Chart of arrests by age group,
number and rates for total offenses, violent offenses, and property offenses, 1970-2003, Dec. 2004.

(2008) For 2008, an estimated 117,325,000 Americans aged 12 or over (47% of the US population aged 12 and over) report having used an illicit drug at least once in their lifetimes.

Source: 
Substance Abuse and Mental Health Services Administration. (2009). Results from the 2008 National Survey on Drug Use and Health: National Findings (Office of Applied Studies, NSDUH Series H-36, HHS Publication No. SMA 09-4434). Rockville, MD. Tables G.1 & G.2 on pages 242 & 243.   http://www.oas.samhsa.gov/nsduh/2k8nsduh/2k8Results.pdf

"When an alcoholic beverage is consumed, approximately 20% of the alcohol is absorbed in the stomach and 80% is absorbed in the small intestine (Freudenrich, 2001). After absorption, alcohol enters the bloodstream and dissolves in the water of the blood where it is quickly distributed to body tissues. When alcohol reaches the brain, it affects the cerebral cortex first, followed by the limbic system (hippocampus and septal area), cerebellum, hypothalamus, pituitary gland, and lastly, the medulla, or brain stem. Some of these regions are similar to those affected by cannabis, but alcohol also affects sexual arousal/function and increases urinary output. When BAC is near toxic levels, lower order brain regions are affected, which is often followed by sleepiness, lack of consciousness, coma, or death."

Source: 
Laberge, Jason C., Nicholas J. Ward, "Research Note: Cannabis and Driving -- Research Needs and Issues for Transportation Policy," Journal of Drug Issues, Dec. 2004, pp. 973.

Research published in the Journal of Urban Health estimated that in 1998, there were 1,364,874 injection drug users in the US.

Source: 
Friedman, Samuel R., Barbara Tempalski, Hannah Cooper, Theresa Perlis, Marie Keem, Risa Friedman & Peter L. Flom, "Estimating Numbers of Injecting Drug Users in Metropolitan Areas for Structural Analyses of Community Vulnerability and for Assessing Relative Degrees of Service Provision for Injecting Drug Users," Journal of Urban Health (New York, NY: NY Academy of Medicine, 2004), Vol. 81, No. 3, p. 380.

According to David West, PhD, "The THC levels in industrial hemp are so low that no one could ever get high from smoking it. Moreover, hemp contains a relatively high percentage of another cannabinoid, CBD, that actually blocks the marijuana high. Hemp, it turns out, is not only not marijuana; it could be called 'antimarijuana.'"
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Source: 
West, David P, Hemp and Marijuana: Myths and Realities (Madison, WI: North American Industrial Hemp Council, 1998), p. 3.
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