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. INTRODUCTION

This report presents trends in admissions of clients with a cocaine problem to
State-monitored drug abuse treatment programs in selected States for the 6-year
period from 1979 through 1984. The data are based on a panel of 596 programs in 15
States which consistently reported client treatment admissions data to the National
Institute on Drug Abuse (NIDA) during that entire period. It should be noted that
because of the absence of data from numerous States, these trends should not be
interpreted as being nationally representative.

This chapter provides background information on the growth of cocaine as a
substance of abuse, describes the data source and the panel selection criteria,
examines the composition of the panel, considers various categorizations of cocaine-
related admissions to panel programs, and discusses the limitations of the data.
Chapter 2 presents trends in the demographic characteristics of clients admitted to
drug abuse treatment for a primary problem of cocaine abuse. Changes in drug use
patterns among primary cocaine clients are discussed in the third chapter. State-level
trends as well as overall trends are discussed within each chapter. Four appendices
ure included at the end of the report: Appendix A show data for all cocaine clients, i.e.,
clients for whom cocaine was reported as a primary, secondary, or tertiary problem;
Appendix B shows data for clients with problems with both heroin and cocaine;
Appendix C contains the data collection forms; and Appendix D provides a glossary of
terms. ‘

Background

During the 1970s a growing number of Americans reported having used illicit
drugs at some point in their lives. Although the upward trend in overall illicit drug use
in the general population appears to have leveled off, the seventies have left a legacy
which is reflected in adverse consequences resulting from continued drug use,
particularly use of cocaine.




Without a doubt, one of the significant public health phenomena of the previous
decade has been the increasing pervasiveness of cocaine as a drug of abuse and the
emergence of serious health and social consequences related to this drug. Among
the indicators of the morbidity and mortality associated with drug usage are data
collected through NIDA's Drug Abuse Warning Network (DAWN). In the ten-year
period from 1976 to 1985, emergency room episodes involving cocaine in consistently
reporting programs increased from 1,015 to 9,403, a 9-fold increase. This trend was
even more pronounced in records of drug abuse-related deaths submitted by DAWN
medical examiner facilities. In the ten-year period, cocaine-related deaths rose from
53 in 1976 to 615 in 1985, an 11-fold increase.

The increase in adverse consequences associated with cocaine use is also
reflected in admissions to drug abuse treatment; it is this aspect of the problem that is
the topic of this report. As shown in table 1.A the proportion of admissions involving
cocaine as the primary drug problem increased from 4 percent in 1979 to 15 percent in
1984 in the panel of consistently reporting programs used for this report. In actual
numbers, 3,720 primary cocaine clients were admitted to the selected programs in
1979, and by 1984, this number had grown to 14,221. Marijuana was the only other
drug with an increase in the percentage of admissions over the six years, increasing
from 14 io 18 percent. As noted previously, these trends are based on data from
consistently reporting programs in 15 States. Readers are advised to review the
technical information provided below for more details on coverage.

Data Source and Panel Selection Criteria

The data presented in this report are from 596 treatment programs that reported
consistently over the 1979-1984 period. Prior to 1982, reporting of client admission
data from all treatment units receiving Federal funds was required through the Client
Oriented Data Acquisition Process (CODAP). Since the passage of the Omnibus
Reconciliation Act of 1981, which enacted the Alcohol, Drug Abuse and Mental Health
Services Block Grant Program, reporting of client treatment data has not been required
at the Federal level. NIDA, however has continued to operate the CODAP software to
process client treatment data provided voluntarily by those States which continued to
submit it for State-monitored programs. In addition to data submitted in CODAP
format, NIDA has received data in formats used for individual State systems. To the




extent feasible, these latter data have been converted to a NIDA compatible format for
processing in the overall client data base.

Table 1.A. Percent distribution of client admissions by primary drug of abuse
over all panel drug abuse treatment programs: 1979-1984

Primary drug

of abuse 1979 1980 1981 1982 1983 1984
Heroin 45.6 43.8 43.3 43.3 42.4 41.3
Other opiates 7.3 7.8 7.8 7.1 6.4 5.1
Cocaine 3.9 4.9 6.9 8.3 10.1 14.7
Marijuana 14.3 15.5 16.6 17.6 17.7 18.1
PCP 5.9 5.3 3.5 4.3 5.1 5.4
Other hallucinogens 2.8 2.0 1.6 1.4 1.2 .8
Barbiturates 3.7 2.9 2.6 2.2 1.8 1.1
Amphetamines 7.0 7.5 7.7 6.9 7.2 7.0
Alcohol 2.0 1.7 1.6 1.9 2.8 3.2
Tranquilizers 2.7 3.3 3.3 2.5 1.7 9

Other sedatives or
hypnotics 2.7 3.3 3.3 2.5 1.7 9
Other drug types 2.3 2.0 1.9 2.1 2.0 1.4
Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

Number of clients 95,247 104,155 103,621 101,104 100,817 97,957

Number of primary

cocaine clients 3,720 5,085 7,138 8,261 10,104 14,221
NOTE: Based on data from a panel of 596 consistently-reporting drug abuse treatment
programs.

SOURCE: Client treatment data provided to NIDA by selected States.

In the States that continued to provide client treatment data toc NIDA following
elimination of required CODAP reporting, a panel of programs that reported at least six
months in each year from 12~ through 1984 was selected. In all, 599 programs met
the reporting criterion. Huwever, 3 of the 599 programs exhibited irregularities in
admissions which suggested that major shifts in focus or program size had taken




place. Because the data from these units were deemed inappropriate for trend
analysis, these programs were deleted from the panel; this modification reduced the
oase to 596.

Figure 1.A Number of drug abuse treatment programs
in consistent panel, by State: 1979-1984

NOTE: Treatment programs in the consistent panel were selected based on reporting of at least
six months each year. The total number of programs in the panel is 596.

SOURCE: glient treatment data provide to the National Institute on Drug Abuse by selected
tates.

As shown in figure 1.A, the panel treatment programs were located in 15 States.
California had more programs (143) than any other State. Other States with a large
number of programs in the panel were New Jersey (65), Maryland (55), and
Pennsyivania (47). The States with the fewest programs in the panel were Nevada (6)
and Missouri (10). Most of the remaining States represented in the analysis had from
34 to 40 programs.

It should be noted that 1984 data from Massachusetts and North Carolina are
based on six months' reporting. Although drug abuse treatment programs in these
States met the criteria for consistent reporting, the fact that none of these panel
programs reported for more than a half year resulted in loss of data. Thus, in looking




at actual numbers of primary cocaine admissions one should only consider the trends
through 1983 for Massachuetts and North Carolina. However, analysis of percent
distributions of client demographic and drug use characteristics based on the 1984
data from these States appears to be appropriate, and since primary cocaine
admissions in Massachusetts and North Carolina together constituted 6 percent of the
total, anomalies in the trends in these States did not appear to require their elimination
from the overall analysis.

All but two States, California and Connecticut, submitted data to NIDA in CODAP
format throughout the entire analysis period. While the data from California and
Connecticut continued in the CODAP format at least through 1981, these States sub-
sequently submitted data according to their individual systems. The data from these
two States contained most of the original CODAP items and usually followed the same
response categories. Deviations from the standard format and absence of specific
data elements are discussed in more detail in the Data Limitations section below.

Categorization of Cocaine Clients

Among client admissions, cocaine could be reported as the primary, the
secondary, or the tertiary drug problem, and it could be reported alone or in
conjunction with another drug problem. Eight such permutations are shown in table
1.B. It should be noted that the categories are not mutually exclusive and, in some
cases, not exhaustive.

While the number of clients in each of the categories shown in table 1.B has
increased, the composition of the cocaine clients has also changed. Over the period
the number of primary cocaine clients increased from 3,720 to 14,221. As illustrated in
figure 1.B, this represents an increase in the percent of all cocaine clients, from 23
percent in 1979 to 44 percent in 1984. Throughout the entire time period, approxi-
mately half of the primary cocaine clients had a secondary or tertiary problem with
marijuana (table 1.B).

The discussion in chapters 2 and 3 of this repont focuses on primary cocaine
clients. Of the classifications shown in table 1.B, data were complete and uniform only
for this group. Information on drug use characteristics—notabiy route of administration,




Table 1.B. Number of cocaine clients admitted to drug abuse treatment programs
by client type according to year over all panel programs: 1979-1984

Year of admission
Client type 1/
1979 1980 1981 1982 1983 1984

ALL COCAINE
CLIENTS 2/ 16,020 20,474 22,538 23,676 26,283 32,321
Cocaine alone 585 842 1,341 1 724 2,161 3,120

Cocaine not alone 2/ 15,435 19,632 21,197 21,952 24,122 29,201

Primary cocaine with or
without secondary
drug problems 3,720 5,085 7,138 8,261 10,104 14,221

Cocaine primary,
marijuana secondary
or tertiary 1,911 2,606 3,640 4,047 4,948 7,182

Cocaine and heroin,
any order 2/ 3/ 8,883 11,394 11,214 11,215 11,787 13,494

Cocaine primary,
heroin secondary
or tertiary 444 547 691 750 949 1,347

Heroin primary, cocaine
secondary or tertiary 8,030 10,441 10,102 10,096 10,352 11,613

Y Sums of rows below do not equal the total for all cocaine clients because categories are not
mutually exclusive and may not be exhaustive.

2 Cocaine is reported as a primary, secondary or tertiary problem.

3/ This category consists of clients who abused cocaine and heroin with or without a third
abuse substance. In addition to the categories below, it includes cases where a third
substance was reported as the primary drug.

NOTE: Based on data from a panel of 536 consistently-reporting drug abuse treatment programs.

SOQURCE: Client treatment data provided to NIDA by selected States.




frequency of use, and age at first use—is collected for each drug according to standard
CODAP procedures. However, these items were collected only for the primary drug in
some States in the later years. In the "all cocaine" and the "cocaine and heroin"
categories, cocaine may appear as either the primary, the secondary or the tertiary
drug. With drug use variables applying only to the primary drug in some cases, these
variables could not be tabulated for secondary or tertiary cocaine clients. Because of
the concern about clients with any drug problem involving cocaine, however,
Appendices A and B present tabulations on the "all cocaine” client and the "cocaine
and heroin (any order)" client groups.

Figure 1.B Percent of admissions in the "all cocaine”
group according to whether cocaine was the primary
drug problem or the secondary or tertiary
drug problem: 1979-1984

80% ~»

Clients having a secondary or

T —— tertiary problem with cocaine
600/° o 0\\0
40% + a /.
/e Primary cocaine clients
20% +
0% 4 t + . t {
1979 1980 1981 ie82 1983 1984

In using the data in Appendices A and B, readers should remember that these
admission classifications are not mutually exclusive. Readers also should be aware
that the term "speedballing” refers to injection of a combination of heroin and cocaine.
The available data do not permit assessment of whether the two drugs are used in
combination, only that the client has problems with both drugs. Thus, it is impossible
to determine what proportion of clients having problems with both cocaine and heroin
are actually speedballers. For clients with both heroin and cocaine problems, heroin
is much more frequently the primary drug than is cocaine. As indicated in table 1.B, at
least 86 percent of these clients in each year reported heroin as their primary drug
problem; thus, their characteristics reflect those of primary heroin clients much more
than do primary cocaine clients.




Data Tabulation and Data Limitations

Data for two of the States represented in this report, California and Connecticut,
are derived from forms different from the original CODAP instruments; the data from
these States do not include certain variables and may follow response categories
different from those in the standard instrument. To the extent possible, the data from
these States were converted to standard CODAP format for inclusion in the client data
base and tabulation of trend statistics. As one-third of the panel drug abuse treatment
programs and 37 percent of the primary cocaine admissions were located in
California, trend analyses presented in this report primarily consider those variables
which were available from all 15 States. When a variable was not collected by
California or Connecticut, or when the response alternatives were not compatible with
CODAP, the State was excluded from tabulations of that variable (as denoted by "N/C"
in the appropriate cell).

In addition, Pennsylvania and Oregon modified the instruments they use to collect
client treatment data. However, these changes had little effect on the tabulations for
this report as these States provided data tapes to NIDA in the standard CODAP format.
One exception was that Oregon did not collect data on the number of prior treatment
experiences, resulting in exclusion of Oregon admissions from the tabulations of this
variable and from tabulations of the number of years between first use of the primary
drug and first admission to treatment.

The number of admissions represented in tabulations of different items may vary
not only because of the exclusion of data from a State, but also because of missing
data for the particular variable. One additional source of variation in the client base for
tabulation of specific variables occurs for marital status, education, and employment
status. Distributions of these variables are computed excluding clients under 18 years
of age because characteristics of these variables are age-dependent.

The data in this report may include some double counting of individuals both
because of clients who had more than one treatment experience over the six-year time
period and because of the inclusion of transfer admissions within a given treatment
episode. Multiple counting from the former source cannot be avoided since it is not
possible to track individuals over time without personal identifiers. While the latter
source of double counting could be minimized by excluding transfer admissions using




the old CODAP data base, the inclusion of nonstandard State-systems does not permit
such exclusions.

The reader should also note that the data have not been edited for internal
consistency because of the inclusion of both CODAP-formatted data and data received
in State-system format.

As indicated previously, the data in this report are based on treatment client
admissions in 15 States. Given the small number of States in the panel,
generalization of trends described in this report is inappropriate. Readers who are
concerned about the effects of restriction of the data to these States should refer to the
report entitted Demographic Characteristics and Patterns of Drug Use of Clients
Admitted to Drug Abuse Treatment Programs in Selected States: Annual Data 1983,
which provides a comparison of basic client distributions in the data for all States
versus those States which continued reporting in 1983 following elimination of
reporting requirements under the CODAP system.

In addition, since the panel consists of State-monitored drug abuse treatment
programs, this report does not reflect client admissions to privately-funded drug clinics
and treatment programs, which may have grown in number and size over the previous
decade.

Symbois Used in Tables

in addition to displaying numbers, the tables presented in this report may also
show symbols which are explained in the box below.

Symbols
Quantity is zero -
Less than 0.05 *
Not applicable N/A
Not collected or
not compatible N/C




2. TRENDS IN PRIMARY COCAINE ADMISSIONS AND
CLIENT DEMOGRAPHIC CHARACTERISTICS

This chapter considers trends in the demographic characteristics of primary
cocaine clients admitted to a consistent panel of drug abuse treatment programs from
1979 through 1984. The tables in the text show the annual number of admissions in
each category and include the percentage change from 1979 to 1984, the tables
following the chapter show aggregate and State-level percent distributions. The
discussion focuses on six demographic variables:

« State

° Sex

* Race/ethnicity

« Age at admission

+ Employment status (clients 18 years of age and older)

» Last formal school year completed (clients 18 years of age and older)

State

As shown in table 2.A on the next page, the number of clients admitted for a
primary drug problem of cocaine increased between 1979 and 1984 in each of the 15
States represented in the data base used for this report. Based on the percentage
change from 1979 to 1984, these increases were largest in Georgia (530 percent
increase from a base of 87 admissions in 1984), lllinois (424 percent increase from &
base of 164 admissions), Maryland (399 percent increase from a base of 200
admissions), New Jersey (387 percent increase from a base of 290 admissions), and
Pennsylvania (346 percent increase from a base of 117 admissions). In California,
where panel treatment programs reported 17,933 primary cocaine admissions over
the time period, these admissions increased 331 percent. Florida, which was second
to California in primary cocaine admissions, experienced an increase of 281 percent.

Data according to State are presented in the tables at the end of this chapter. |t
should be noted that small numbers of cases, particularly in Nevada, may result in
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unstable distributions. Also, as noted in the Introduction, 1984 data for Massachusetts
and North Carolina are based on six months' reporting; incomplete data may affect
trends in percent distributions for that year. In addition, please note that table 2.A
provides the only complete counts of client admissions by State in this report as cases
with missing data for demographic variables are excluded from other tabulations.

Table 2.A Number of primary cocaine clients admitted to consistently-
reporting drug abuse treatment programs and percent change
over the six-year period, by State: 1979-1984

Percent

change

State 1979 1980 1981 1982 1983 1984 1979-
1984

All programs in panel 3,720 5,085 7,138 8,261 10,104 14,221 282.3
California 1,192 1,895 2,912 3,236 3,557 5,141 331.3
Colorado 148 218 318 397 423 384 159.5
Connecticut 237 269 313 343 415 615 159.5
Florida 617 772 1,081 1,226 1,482 2,349 280.7
Georgia 87 117 201 203 299 548 529.9
llinois 164 181 296 340 477 860 424.4
Maryland 200 271 337 522 689 997 398.5
Massachusetts 1/ 151 225 284 408 565 (300) 274.2
Missouri 82 74 55 56 77 94 14.6
Nevada 31 52 88 81 45 56 80.6
New Jersey 290 339 457 565 883 1,412 386.9
North Carolina 1/ 150 176 170 184 278 (262) 85.3
Oregon 121 189 260 307 337 340 181.0
Pennsylvania 117 136 178 195 283 522 346.2
Texas 133 171 188 198 294 341 156.4

1/ For Massachusstts and North Carolina, calculations of percent change are based on the period 1979-1983 due to
six months' reporting for each entire State in 1984. See the Introduction for more information.

NOTE: Based on data from a panel of 596 consistently-reporting drug abuse treatment programs.

SOURCE: Client treatment data provided to the National Institute on Drug Abuse by selected States.

Sex

Between 1979 and 1984, the number of males admitted for a primary cocaine
problem increased 256 percent while the number of females increased 378 percent
(table 2.B). Consistent with the higher rate of increase among females, the overall
proportion of female clients among primary cocaine admissions rose steadily except
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for a small decline around the middle of the period (table 2.1 at the end of this
chapter). In 1979, 22 percent of all primary cocaine clients were female, a proportion
which had risen to 27 percent by 1984. This general pattern was most pronounced in
California, where the proportion of females increased from 24 percent to 33 percent; in
Georgia, from 17 to 25 percent; and in North Carolina, from 15 percent to 24 percent.
However, not all States showed an increasing pattern over the entire period. In
Florida, which was second to California in the total number of cocaine admissions, the
percentage of females was highest in 1981 (35 percent) and subsequently declined.
The State with the third largest number of cocaine admissions, New Jersey, exhibited
a fairly stable pattern with 19 or 20 percent of the cocaine clients in most years being
female.

Table 2.B Number of primary cocaine clients admitted to consistently- -
reporting drug abuse treatment programs and percent change
over the six-year period, by sex: 1979-1984

Percent

‘ change

Sex 1979 1980 1981 1982 1983 1984 1979-
1984

Male 2,911 3,898 5,345 6,243 7,514 10,358 255.8
Female 807 1,185 1,793 2,014 2,585 3,858 378.1
TOTAL 3,718 5,083 7,138 8,257 10,099 14,216 282.4

NOTE: Based on data from a panel of 596 consistently-reporting drug abuse treatment programs.

SOURCE: Client treatment data provided to the National Institute on Drug Abuse by selected States,

Race/Ethnicity

The 1979-1984 period evidenced rather marked changes in the racial/ethnic
characteristics of clients admitted to panel programs for treatment of primary cocaine
problems. As shown in table 2.C the number of black and Hispanic clients admitted for
a primary cocaine problem increased more rapidly than did the number of white clients
(39S and 422 percent for blacks and Hispanics, respectively, versus 221 percent for
whites). Reflecting this difference, the proportion of white clients among primary
cocaine admissions decreased from 67 percent in 1979 to 56 percent in 1984 (figure
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Table 2.C Number of primary cocaine clients admitted to consistently-

reporting drug abuse treatment programs and percent change

over the six-year period, by race/ethnicity: 1979-1984

Percent

change

Race/ethnicity 1979 1980 1981 1982 1683 1984 1979-
1984

White 2,484 3,447 4,885 5,510 6,245 7,963 220.6
Black 997 1,302 1,805 2,211 3,024 4,978 399.3
Hispanic 215 275 384 455 719 1,123 422.3
Other races 24 60 63 83 107 152 533.3
TOTAL 3,720 5,084 7,137 8,259 10,095 14,216 282.2

NOTE: Based on data from a panel of 596 consistently-reporting drug abuse treatment programs.

SOURCE: Client treatment data provided to the National Institute on Drug Abuse by selected States,

2.A). The proportion of black and Hispanic clients increased accordingly; as shown in
table 2.2 following this chapter, black admissions grew from 27 percent in 1979 to 35
percent in 1984. Hispanic clients constituted a small but growing share of primary
cocaine admissions, increasing from 6 percent to 8 percent over the same period.
Clients of other races accounted for approximately 1 percent of the primary cocaine

admissions in each year.

Figure 2.A Percent distribution of primary cocaine admissions by race according to

year over all panel drug abuse treatment programs: 1979-1984
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Examination of the State-level data shows that the proportion of blacks increased
in California, Colorado, Georgia, lllinois, Maryland, Massachusetts, Missouri, Oregon,
Pennsylvania and Texas. More than three-fourths of the Hispanic admissions during
the time period were reported by California, Florida, or New Jersey. In Florida, the
proportion of Hispanic clients more than doubled, from 4 to 10 percent, while in
California the proportions of Hispanic clients increased from 7 to 9 percent. New
Jersey, on the other hand, reported a decrease in the proportion of Hispanic clients
between 1979 and 1984, from 15 percent to 11 percent.

Age at Admission

Table 2.0 Number of primary cocaine clients admitted to consistently-
reporting drug abuse treatment programs and percent change
over the six-year period, by age at admission: 1979-1984

Percent

change

Age at admission 1979 1980 1981 1982 1983 1984 1979-
1984

Under 18 435 421 479 423 325 499 14.7
18-25 1,923 2,594 3,291 3,649 4,148 5,931 208.4
18-21 (874) (1,219) (1,400) (1,441) (1,546) (2,160) (147.1)
22-25 (1,049) (1,375) (1,891) (2,208) (2,602) (3,771) (259.5)
26 and over 1,356 2,060 3,359 4,181 5,626 7,773 473.2
26-34 (1,112) (1,689) (2,747) (3,304) (4,317) (6,044) (443.5)
35 and over (244) (371) (612) (877) (1,309) (1,729) (608.6)
TOTAL 3,714 5,075 7,129 8,253 10,099 14,203 282.4

NOTE: Based on data from a panel of 596 consistently-reporting drug abuse treatment programs.

SOURCE: Client treatment data provided to the National Institute on Drug Abuse by selected States.

Between 1979 and 1984 the number of admissions for treatment of a primary
cocaine problem increased more rapidly for older clients than for younger clients
(table 2.D). Admissions of clients aged 18 to 25 years increased 208 percent over the
time period while admissions of clients over 25 years old increased 473 percent. In
accordance with this difference, the average age of primary cocaine clients admitted to
drug treatment increased from 24.5 to 27.2 years from 1979 to 1984 (table 2.3 at the
end of this chapter). Despite some fluctuations, net increases in mean client age were
found in all 15 States. In 1979, the State-specific mean ages ranged between 22.1
and 25.6. By 1984, they ranged from 25.4 to 29.3.
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Employment Status

Table 2.E Number of primary cocaine clients admitted to consistently-
reporting drug abuse treatment programs and percent change
over the six-year period, by employment status: 1979-1984

Percent
change
Employment status 1979 1980 1981 1982 1983 1984 1199794
8

Unemployed, not

seeking work 1,271 1,852 2,567 2,848 3,618 5,331 319.4
Unemployed,

seeking work 470 771 1,099 1,445 1,638 2,102 347.2
Employed 1,528 2,022 2,976 3,527 4,510 6,258 309.6
TOTAL 3,269 4,645 6,642 7,820 9,766 13,691 318.8

NOTE: Based on data from a panel of 596 consistently-reporting drug abuse treatment programs. Excludes clients
under 18 years of age.

SOURCE: Client treatment data provided to the National Institute on Drug Abuse by selected States.

As illustrated in table 2.E, the plurality of clients admitted with a primary cocaine
problem were unemployed, but the overall increase in admissions was reasonably
uniform across groups distinguished on the basis of employment status. These data
are based on admissions of clients aged 18 years and over. Over all panel programs,
the proportion of primary cocaine clients who had jobs at the time of their admission to
drug abuse treatment ranged between 44 and 47 percent during the period (table 2.4
following this chapter).

The States repotting the largest percentages of primary cocaine clients who were
employed upon admission were Colorado, Maryland and Texas, where generally
more than half of the clients admitted in each year had jobs. Relatively low
employment rates were reported among primary cocaine clients in Connecticut,
lllinois, Pennsylvania and, in the early part of the period, in North Carolina. Two of
these States, MNorth Carolina and Connecticut, showed trends toward increasing
proportions of employed individuals among cocaine clients, while Pennsylvania
showed decreasing trends. The State with the largest number of cocaine clients,
California, also showed decreasing trends in employment.
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Last Formal School Year Completed

Table 2.F Number of primary cocaine clients admitted to consistently-reporting
drug abuse treatment programs and percent change over the six-year
period, by last school year completed: 1979-1984

Percent

change

Years of education 1979 1980 1981 1982 1983 1984 19769-
1984

0to9 618 692 836 904 1,053 1,471 138.0
10 to 11 1,016 1,398 1,708 1,824 2,237 3,448 23%.4
12 1,242 1,776 2,625 3,125 3,992 5,793 366.4
More than 12 836 1,206 1,959 2,299 2,809 3,493 317.8

TOTAL 3,712 5,072 7,128 8,252 10,091 14,205 282.7

NOTE: Based on data from a pane! of 596 consistently-reporting drug abuse treatment programs. Excludes clients
under 18 years of age.

SOURCE: Client treatment data provided to the National Institute on Drug Abuse by selected States.

The number of primary cocaine clients with 12 or more years of education
increased at a faster rate than the humber with 0-11 years over the period from 1979 to
1984. Clients with 12 years of education increased 366 percent, and those with more
than 12 years increased 318 percent. These data are based on admissions of clients
over the age of 17 years. Considered in terms of the proportionate distributions (table
2.5 at the end of this chapter), 56 percent of primary cocaine clients had completed 12
or more years of education in 1979, a proportion which had grown to 65 percent by
1984. Consistent with this trend, the average number of years of education among
primary cocaine clients increased from 10.4 to 11.5 years over the period. This trend
toward more educated clients among primary cocaine admissions was strongest in
Connecticut, Florida and Georgia, the three States with the lowest average
educational level among these clients in 1979.

16




PRIVRY COCAINE CLIENTS

Table 2.1 Percent distribution of primary cocaine clients admitted to consistently-repor;mg drug abuse
treatment programs by sex according to State: 1979-19

Year of admission
State and sex i
1979 1980 1981 1982 1983 1984
ALL PROGRAMS IN PANEL
MAle tovvvrrenanssasntonsscsaassnssens 78.3 76.7 4.9 75.6 4.4 72.9
€ sonnne 21.7 23.3 25.1 24.4 25.6 27.1
L ocesecnscnnns 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Number of Clients v.cececrvanrsorecnss 3,718 5,083 7,138 8,257 10,099 14,216
California
M31@ scorvvnaosnasescnsscsacnnnsassssns 76.3 75.2 74.8 73.8 71.2 66.8
BMATE serenesencasescscnssastsscesonae 23.7 24.8 25,2 26,2 288 33.2
TOTAL teeeennsacrnncscassnssosons 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Number of clientS sesecescoessssensnse 1,192 1,894 2,91 3,235 3,557 5,141
Colorado
MaT8 vuervrvessonosessssesoncnannsosns 74.3 78.4 77.0 74,6 72.6 69.7
OMATE cvervssescsasessssnsansansnsnns 25.7 21.6 23.0 25.4 27.4 30.3
TOTAL ceveeecancvccocrsanserssaans 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Number of clisnts .ccveeiencncracsasese 148 218 318 397 423 383
Connecticut
MBTE covivernconssonnsnessosssncannsnas 81.4 80.3 82,1 83.7 76.4 78.2
© isissssoresrssisersannosnnroes 18.6 19.7 17.9 16.3 23.6 21.8
L o eesesnsensncsnsnasanseansans 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Humber of ClientS ceveerevsrrvsnencass 237 269 313 343 415 615
Florida
MBI +ovecnionennensorocsnnocissnsssne 79.1 72.6 65.3 4.6 75.8 T4.5
FOMAT@ tooevnrncnasroncresonnossnsases 20.9 27.4 34.7 25.4 24.2 25.5
TOTAL cevveevscoovscivessacnsnson 100.0 100.0 100.0 ' 100.0 100.0 100.0
Hmber of ¢lientS tevesvncsccscenssnes 616 771 1,081 1,225 1,478 2,346
Georgia
MBTE tovisnvnnonnonncacntsansasnssrnnsel|s 82.8 80.3 78.1 75.9 73.2 75.2
Famale ...... eas 17.2 19.7 21.9 24,1 26.8 24.8
TOTAL seveacsvercosasasasnnonsnee 100.0 106.0 1000 100,0 100.0 100.0
Wusber of clientsS .ccvvveviniscnssesas 87 117 201 203 299 548
INinots
MRIG coveeaneearssassansrencrasannsane 70.1 80.1 79.7 72.6 70.0 72.0
FOMATE socererascnassncsonascnssensans 29.9 19.9 20,3 27. 4 30.0 28.0
TOTAL vveenvonnosnecesnssscassnans 100.0 100,0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Humber of Clients teveescecivanonnnnss 164 181 296 340 477 860
Maryland
Male ...... 83.5 81.5 76.0 78.7 79.5 79.5
1 .oes 16.5 18.5 24,0 21.3 20.5 20.5
T0 .0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Number of clientsS soveecrressanvaosnss 200 271 337 522 689 997

See footnotes at end of table.
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PRIMARY COCAIME CLIENTS
Table 2.1 Percent distribution of primary cocaine clients admitted to consistently;geporting drug abuse

treatment programs by sex according to State: 1979-1984 - Continu

Year oi admission
State and sex
1979 1980 1981 1982 1983 1584
Massachusetts
Male cevevnnnen 76.8 68.4 74,3 4.7 75.9 4.7
Female soeesees 23.2 31.6 25.7 25.3 24,1 25.3
L 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Number of c11ents seeeerivnsenneneenns 151 225 284 407 564 300
Missouri
Male cevennorinrarresnciosnvecanoncons 81.7 87.8 69.1 73.2 72.7 84.0
L T L 18.3 12, 30.9 26.8 27.3 16.0
TOTAL veveeveceniansnnooveansesnns 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Number of Cl1ientS vieevvccresencenenns 82 74 55 56 77 94
Nevada
Male ivecerenrnioratacestvacennrnsaas 17.4 69.2 73.9 71.6 68,9 66.1
FEMlE vovverainrnnnnncenrinrnscnonens 22.6 30.8 26.1 28. 4 31.1 33.9
L 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Number of ClientS vaveveenevencnnnnnns 31 52 88 81 45 56
Hew Jersey
HMale iveennnsnirsernntvocnencnsanannos 80.3 81.1 83.8 80.9 ‘79.6 80.5
FOMale sovvverrnensnvsvoncnnones vee 19.7 18.9 16.2 19.1 20.4 19.5
L 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Number of clients .vvivevcveneceneenns 289 339 457 564 883 1,412
North Carolina
Male tveevennirrnarneetctionncocarannns 85.3 87.5 81.8 82.1 81.3 76.3
Female sveeesrisernernsencvosrasnnnnes 14,7 12.5 18.2 17.9 18,7 23,7
TOTAL teveieiinrnvocencesrnonnenes 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Rumber of clients vevivecesreenennnnss] 150 176 170 184 278 262
Oregon
Male toceierernnrnnencnneonnnnns .e 71.1 77.8 73.5 73.6 72.4 71.2
Female svevvses . 28.9 22.2 26.5 26,4 27.6 - 28.8
TOTAL vevvvennevneanss .o 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Number of €lients vvevevesrvorosnaness 121 18¢% 260 307 337 340
Pennsylvania
Male toveiereniiininecsinnacacnrsannes 82.9 82.4 80,9 80.5 80.6 78.0
FeMalg tocveneereranscnnoroevasennnnes 17.1 17.6 19.1 19.5 19.4 22.0
TOTAL tviiiniinnrronncnnnessnnans 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100,0 100.
Number of C11entS vveeeecnvnneessncnas 117 136 178 195 283 522
Texas
Hale seerennaase 80.5 71.9 73.4 71.3 75.2 82.6
Female ... 19.5 28.1 26,6 22.7 24,8 17.4
TO 100.0 100. 100.0 100.0 100.0 100,
Number of clients viivvveceveencennnes 133 171 188 198 294 340

NOTE: Based on data from a panel of 596 consistently-reporting drug abuse treatment programs.
SOURCE: Client treatment data provided to the National Institute on Drug Abuse by selected States.
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PRIMARY COCAINE CLIENTS

Table 2.2 Percent distribution of primary cocaine ¢lients admitted to consistent]
treatment programs by race/ethnicity according to State: 1979-19

g;reporting drug abuse

State and race/ethnicity

Year of admission

1979 1980 1981 1982 1983 1984
ALL PROGRAMS IN PANEL
Hhito osoevvacocncerosssnnnenscassonnns 66.8 67.8 68.4 66.7 61.9 56.0
BlacK ceosvevnscrnasssssassornesaneanee 26.8 25.6 25.3 26.8 30.0 35.0
HisSpanicC cveveecsnnvasosccnssnnsssnnns 5.8 5.4 5.4 5.5 7.1 7.9
Other races .veeecececcsssssasrsansans . 1.2 9 1.0 1.1 1.1
T0 cetseatesarsesecrarasreranes 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Number of clients c.cicvevencecscacans 3,720 5,084 7,137 8,259 10,095 14,216
California
Rhit® covsvnrcrcnnrassvncansnncsvanans 70.6 69.4 70.1 68.6 63.6 53.3
21.3 22.2 22.3 22.2 25.6 35.0
6.8 6.2 5.9 7.0 8.4 9.4
1.3 2.1 1.7 2.2 2.3 2.3
100.0 100,0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Number of ClientS siveeseovesavnansans 1,192 1,895 2,912 3,236 3,552 5,141
Colorado !
Hhite cceveievnesennssnnsacsssssscsnes 88.5 87.2 89.6 90.2 82.2 88.0
BlBCK ccnvnreerncirnesocctsennseennnne 4.7 5.5 5.0 6.6 9.5 6.3
HiSpaniC scevenecniiotnvsnsssacenssnes 5.4 6.0 4.4 3.0 7.6 4.2
Dther races ceeceescsesvssscnssssenosnes 1.4 1.4 .9 .3 T 1.6
TOTAL covnvscrsosnassascensncnnnes 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Number of clientS ..ocececcacscnsceven 148 218 317 396 422 384
Conhecticut
62.9 T4.6 73.8 76.4 67.7 66.3
26.6 19.0 21,1 19.2 24,1 26.2
9. 6.2 5.1 4.4 7.; 6.;
100.0 100.0 100.0 109.0 100.0 100.0
Number of clients cceeeevnceassccenens 237 268 313 343 415 615
Florida
Hhite sovvenennesennnnsesvesnssscnsens 59.8 61.8 60,3 54,1 54.8 57.1
BI2CK ivveennnrensnnnsncsnnnosnsessnns 35.8 32.6 32.5 39.8 35.0 32.4
HISPANIC ccvcnercnnnssurseesnnsssnnens h.4 5.2 7. 6.0 10.1 10.3
Dther FraceS seeeescesoscsccensonsosnans - b .2 .1 2 .1
TOTAL civivveorenssonnsnsansnanasne 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Number of clients ....covenesstanecans 617 772 1,081 1,225 1,482 2,345
65.5 3.0 56.2 52.7 48.7 48.5
34.5 43.6 43.3 47.3 50.7 51.3
Hispanic cvvesvses . - 2.6 5 - o7 -
Other races .ceoesvenseessccens - .9 - - - 2
TOTAL tovesecnvavesncasocsnnannssn 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Number of clients t.ccveerinnnncnannns 87 117 201 203 298 548
Ilinois
Hhite cecivvecensnnnncnssasenrsnrecanss 66.5 63.5 68.9 51,2 48.6 53.5
BIaACK sveecsiscesrrnesscascavensansons 32.9 34.3 28.4 44.7 45.7 42.2
HiSPaniC sovsvecsisavsstnnsvassannsaes .6 1.7 2.7 3.5 5.5 3.8
Other races .iucveeisscsessorsasseassas - .6 - .6 .2 .5
TO cssuessurassrerisascnrrtonss 160.0 100,0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Number of clients t..eeecseessosccnnns 164 181 296 340 477 860
Maryland
Bhite ceveeesrsancssascsanscnsosacnnes 67.5 66.4 68.8 72.0 63.1 54,7
BlacK cveesnvnsonsnncnncecnnes 30.5 32.8 29.1 27.0 35.7 44,2
HiSpanic «.eeceessnccesnsnnnie 1.5 . 1.5 .8 1.0 .
Other races ..cciceecvescenssnscocannss 5 . .6 .2 W1 .
T0 siveesesnuseessacnsaasaarsn 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Number of clients suoeeesvvnnennsennses 200 27 337 522 689 997

See footnotes at end of table.
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Table 2.2 Percent distribution of prima
treatment programs by race/e

PRIMARY COCAINE CLIENTS

rK cocaine clients admitted to consistently-reporting drug abuse
thnicity according to State: 1979~-1984 - Continued

State and race/ethnicity

Year of admission

1979 1980 1981 1982 1983 1984
Massachusetts
Hhite coeeeevsnisnsscnenncssnsnnonnnss 80.8 79.1 17.1 77.0 78.5 67.6
BlacKk coevenssrssancorcancnsonasnnsnns 13.9 20,0 19.4 19.4 16.7 22.1
HiSpaniC seeeenesscsrensnvssnassonnans 5.3 .9 2.8 3.7 4.8 10.0
Other races ..cesescsesssssansssrannes - - W7 - .2 .
Y 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Number of Clients .coivsvsnsnrencosans 151 225 284 408 563 299
Missouri
Hhite .vicensiononnsnssronnesncrosnnss 59.8 63.5 43.6 53.6 45.5 44,7
Black seeseeseacaans veevsssrsrsae 37.8 36.5 56.4 46,4 53.2 53.2
Hispanic «eeiesvenas seessesessenense 2.4 - - - 1.3 1.1
Dther races .c.eeseasssssrvesnsrcsnonns - - - - - 1.1
OTAL sveeeenucrnsncisnonrnesnnnns 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Humber of clients «ceovisnsnassernnons 82 T4 55 56 77 9%
Nevada
Hhite sovvenrnnncnersssonnacsooneannse 67.7 71.2 72.7 69.1 64.4 75.0
BlacK coiveoerocanosacosonsensnencsves 29.0 23.1 20.5 21.0 31.1 23,2
Hispanic ..., 3.2 3.8 6.8 8.6 2.2 1.8
Other races . - 1.9 - 1.2 2.2 -
AL teeiiincreaansansansessonnss 160.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Number of clients ..viesnssecceruusens 31 52 88 81 45 56
New Jersey
Hhite souvesnsrsonsssonesvecssannonnas 49.7 45.7 48,1 52.7 52.1 51.8
BIAaCK sseeevesscnvanesennsanasasasnnas 35,2 38. 41,6 36.1 37.4 36.7
HiSpaniC cuveverernsasvasssanonnronness 15,2 15.0 10.3 11.0 10.2 11.4
Dther races coevieesesesssannsnssinses - . - .2 . .1
L eevevescvansssesessncsnsccnas 100.0 100,0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Number of clients .veesciivssascsancnns 290 339 457 565 883 1,412
North Carolina
White .... 46,7 58.0 59.4 56.5 54,3 54.2
Black .... 52.7 41.5 38.8 42.9 45.3 45,0
Hispanic ... - .6 1.8 - - -
Other races . - - . b .8
TOTAL .. 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Number of clientS cceveesnssnrsecnncns 150 176 170 184 278 262
Oregon
Hhite .uivvreennceneceearssnvonennosnas 93.4 94,7 93,8 93.5 90.5 92.6
Black scovecssnssensescosconnsassannas 2.5 1.6 3.8 4.6 5.9 5.0
HiSpanic seeieessercenvssnnasossannoes 1,7 - 1.5 .7 1.5 1.2
Dther races cveeecssssssesneescscorins 2.5 3.7 .8 1.3 2.1 1.2
TOTAL vevoveoenoncarnnssssssasenss 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Number of clients .covservecicaroenans 121 189 260 307 337 340
Pennsylvania
Hhite ..... 64,1 57.4 63.5 58.5 392.9 36.0
. 35.9 39.0 36.0 40,0 56.2 51.5
- 2.% .6 1.5 3.2 6.%
100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
NHumber of Clients cceiversecercnnsenns 117 136 178 195 283 522
Texas
Hhite sevvvennsnnrirnvansvarosnssnanes 73.7 76.6 76.6 4.2 68.0 59.2
Black s.cevviravenavervsrtosnssnacsons 15.0 11.1 10.1 13.6 19.0 20.2
HiSPANIC cvirnerneesnncsnnssnncsosaoss 11.3 12.3 12,2 12,1 12.9 20.5
Cther races .s.cesvesevsrcsscasessnnnoes - - 1.1 - - -
TOTAL eeveervannncncssnonasssnnane 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Number of ClientS .coveinserernosnnass 133 171 188 198 294 341

A

NOTE: Based on data from a panel of 596 consistently-reporting drug abuse treatment programs.

SOURCE: Client treatment data provided to the National Institute on Drug Abuse by selected States.
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PRIMARY COCAINE CLIENTS

Table 2.3 Percent distribution of primary cocaine clients admitted to consistently-reporting drug abuse
treatment programs by age and mean age according to State: 1979-1984

State and age at admission

Year of admission

1979 1980 1981 1982 1983 1984
ALL PRDGRAMS IN PANEL
YOUth veevvrorocnsesssancsnossainnsas 11.7 8.3 6.7 5.1 3.2 3.5
12-13 ... . W2 .1 .1 .1 * *
14-15 ..., . 2.8 1.7 1.3 1.2 5 W7
116717 voineen . 8.8 6.5 5.3 3.9 2.7 2.7
Young adultS caceveccerrsarsncensnasess 51.8 51.1 46.2 44,2 41.1 41.8
18-21 tiivieasersrvssensnnscnnsrases 23.5 24.0 19.6 17.5 15,3 i5.2
22-25 iieecannerrearavensesrearnenne 28.2 27.1 26.5 26.8 25.8 26.6
Dider adults secevesncecnsocsncecrnnas 36.5 40.6 47.1 50.7 55.7 54,7
26=34 .eiirserensecnsvensotsesasnres 29.9 33.3 38.5 40.0 42.7 42.6
35 and OVOF cvsvsevnsscsvacevsannses 6.6 7. 3. 10.6 13.0 12,2
TOTAL v.veevesenseansncsosnnoncs 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Number of clients .cveeveriocenearavons 3,714 5,075 7,129 8,253 10,099 14,203
Mean age «.esesercsasacrnacanes 24.5 25.2 25.9 26.5 27.3 27.2
Number of clients .sveveeviacconsnsnees 3,714 5,075 7,129 8,253 10,099 14,203
California
MBAN A0€ secovsenasasecnrsossanavssans 25.6 26,3 26.8 27.1 27.8 27.4
Number of clients soviennveccnenreenss 1,192 1,891 2,912 3,234 3,555 5,140
Colorado
Mean 8G€ tecesveesarsvsisrsoransvannne 24,5 25.7 28.1 27.8 28.6 29.3
Number of clients ccvcsiceveceenscnsse 148 218 315 397 423 383
Connecticut
MEAN AGE cvevocsnrssnssrsnsnoncssanses 22.1 22,6 23.7 23.9 25.8 26.8
Number of clientS secvevececsessranass 236 269 313 343 415 615
Florida
MBAN AGE t.eutiovsasansranssoserisaans 23.0 23.7 24.0 25.5 26.3 26.1
Number of clientS v.cveveissrcinnnasaen 613 767 1,079 1,226 1,479 2,338
Georgia
Mean a0€ s.issercrrecncrtstnecntesosan 23.8 25.8 26.6 28.0 28.5 28.6
Number of c1ients vivvreseocennrancans 86 117 201 203 299 547
INinois
Mean age tvsvsssesnsesoscnasernanensne 24.6 24.9 26.0 27.1 27.8 27.3
Number of clientS .civeciennstecsonnne 164 181 295 340 477 858
Maryland
Mean 8ge cuseesnsvevsosecesasnscannane 25,1 24.9 25.0 26.0 26.8 26.9
Number of clients cieveccosesecnerenes 200 271 336 522 689 997
Massachusetts
MEaN Age +.ssisersrcsorrencarossranans 24.8 24.1 25.4 27.0 26.5 27.1
Number of clientS cuvivesececacsennnss 151 225 284 404 565 298
Missouri
\ MEAN A0E soeverovrassrsnarsnesssvanans 24.4 26,2 25.0 28,6 27.9 28.3
U Number of clients ...covvveennennns 82 4 55 56 77 94
wy Nevada
- Mean Age ..isesvsascscassassaransvenns 25.4 25.4 25.9 27.5 27.0 25.4
Number of clientS .evsveresescsannonns 3 52 88 81 45 56
New Jersey
Mean 8ge teiveesssrereceososencarasans 24.6 25.2 25.9 25.6 26,2 26.4
Number of clients cveeeeeeccrssnisenss 290 338 456 564 883 1,412
North Carolina
Mean age «eisescarensressassasronrnnns 25.3 24,2 26.2 26.5 27.7 27.3
Number of clients covssnvecesseasrnnns 150 176 170 184 278 262
DOregon
Mean 8ge ..iveseeserienrnessanvecsonans 24,7 25.8 26.3 26.0 27.3 27.4
Number of Clients veesascovesesssnsnse 121 189 260 307 337 340
Pennsylivania .
MEAN 808 tivuieierciirinecnorrasrnians 23.9 23.7 25.4 26.0 27.8 28.0
Number of clients +vvessvnneess 117 136 178 195 283 522
Texas
Mean age sivevrvosccrrsnnsnsrarnercans 24,7 25.7 25.6 28.0 28.4 28.6
Number of clients vivievscnesncnsrocss 133 171 187 197 294 34

NOTE: Baséd on data from a panel of 5%6 consistently-reporting drug abuse treatment programs.

SOURCE: Client treatment data provided to the National Institute on Drug Abuse by selected States.
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PRIMARY COCAINE CLIENTS

Table 2.4 Percent distribution of primary cocaine clients admitted to consistent])
treatment programs by employment status according to State: 1979-19

~reporting drug abuse
Ba'gporting e

Year of admission

State and
employment status
1979 1980 1981 1982 1983 1984
ALL PROGRAMS IN PANEL
Unemployed, not seeking work ......... 38.9 39.9 38.6 36.4 37.0 38.9
Unemployed, seeking work ...... 14.4 16.6 16.5 18.5 16.8 15.4
Emploged Cesevsaeseravaeseres N 46,7 43.5 44,8 45,1 46,2 45.7
TOTAL cverievvoerinrnescnncnsonssas 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Humber of clients «iveeevscnocanseenes 3,269 4,645 6,642 7,820 9,766 13,691
California
Unemployed, not seeking work ....eeeus 36.4 38.3 40.0 35,2 33.4 37.9
Unemployed, seeking work ....coceceneee 11.7 13.8 13.9 18.5 18.1 18.0
EMPlOyed cievvecnverenarsnonccnnnnssns 51.9 47,9 46.2 46.4 48.5 hb.1
DTAL ciiiiiineccnnavasornonsansas 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Number of Clients «ieveriernccacersoons 1,119 1,824 2,814 3,115 3,484 5,039
Colorado
Unemployed, not seeking work ......... 34.1 21.8 26.2 23.4 29.5 24.3
Unemployed, seeking work ..,.... 12.3 24.3 15.7 13.4 13.9 12.4
Employed civvivenosresnonccanss 53.6 54.0 58.0 63.3 56.6 63.3
TOTAL cuivveenrvnasnocsnnnnncnnnas 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Number of clients ..o.vvieverinnnanaes 138 202 305 381 417 379
Connecticut
Unemployed, not seeking work ......... 58.7 47.2 51.3 42,7 41.9 48.3
Unemployed, SeeKing wWork «.sceeeenvees 12,2 16.5 11.9 19.5 12.7 11.0
Emp1oged tetessrsetensrresssessasranes 29,1 36.2 36.8 37.8 45.4 40.7
TOTAL covvvnienenrneecnnnnanensnes 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Number of clients «icveesicacrsasvenss 172 218 277 307 403 590
Florida
Unemployed, not seeking work ......... 44.0 49.1 48.4 44,1 43.1 46.1
Unemployed, seeking wWork «....ceeeeess 10.9 14.0 12.5 15.0 10.5 7.7
Emploaed Cecesernnssrassnsarsaseonasnns 45,1 36.9 39.2 40.9 46.3 46.1
TOTAL civeniernnnnnncsnnecannsvans 100.,0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Number of Clients «veivececaravancnnss 468 621 891 1,138 1,384 2,174
Georgia
Unsmployed, not seeking work ......... 10.0 6.0 7.9 29.4 46.7 40.6
Unemployed, SeeKing wWork .ccseececeses 45.0 61.0 50.3 26.4 17.5 14.5
Emploged T 45.0 33.0 41.9 44.3 35.7 &4.9
TOTAL seveniiveincnnoraanenanenene 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Number of clients v.ocuiiseencsacsnanss 60 100 191 201 291 537
Illinois
Unemployed, not seeking work ......... 43.7 47.5 36.5 51.1 47.6 54.5
Unemployed, Seeking work «evceesnveses 19.0 25.0 23.3 16.5 14.7 11.7
EmploBed teeesseaseesssasatnesasornins 37.3 21.5 40.2 32.4 37.7 33.8
TOTAL seevevioenesnnnosnnsnnesnnes 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Humber of clients ..c.cevveveesvecnanss 142 160 266 321 464 820
Maryland
Unemployed, not seeking work ......... 38.4 32.0 29.4 30.0 33.5 31.0
Unemployed, seeking work .....ieevvess 10.3 9.2 13.2 19.0 18.6 17.9
Employed «vensvencvversncrsenacssrnnens 51.4 58.8 57.4 51.0 47.8 51.1
T0 [ T F PP 100. 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Numbar of Clients «eeriasecscrarsinone 185 250 310 496 671 9266

See footnotes at end of table.
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PRIMARY COCAINE CLIENTS

Table 2.4 Percent distribution of primary cocaine clients admitted to consistently-reporting drug abuse
treatment programs by employment status according to State: 1979-1984 1/ - Continued

Year of admission

State and
employment status
1979 1980 1981 1982 1983 1984
Massachusetts
Unemployed, not seeking work seceesess 39.6 50.0 38.5 42.9 49.5 48.8
Unemployed, Seeking WOrK .ucevceenssss 10.8 11.7 21.2 11.1 10.4 10.2
EMPIOYed tevencesnrecrsasnsnonssanasns 49.6 38.3 40.3 46.0 40.2 41.0
TETAL sesearscsasrseanrsacasarasas 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Number of clients «vevievracanncnonese 139 206 273 387 550 293
Missouri
Unemployed, not seeking work ...esesen 29.1 30.6 36.5 33.9 54.5 35.1
Unemployed, seeking work ....ccecvsses 21.5 20,8 25.0 16.1 18.2 16.0
Emploged tececsacessasstsrrnsaaseserae 49 .4 48.6 38.5 50.9 27.3 48.9
TOTAL uvuieenrennsecnsravoccnsnne 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Humber of clients sceveeesnornosssnens 79 72 52 56 ” 94
Nevada
Unemployed, not seeking work .......e. &kl.4 40,8 38.0 38.5 26.2 25.5
Unemployed, seeking Work ...eeeeceaves 13.8 20.4 21.5 23.1 35.7 3.4
Emploged Ceassssstteesisasanersesenens 44,8 38.8 40.5 38.5 38, 43.1
TOTAL uecviineevensanvnsoransnnnne 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Number of clients «eocevesienscsasnass 29 49 79 78 42 51
New Jersey
Unemployed, not seeking work .....cce.. 34.7 44 .5 37.4 32.2 35.0 32.1
Unemployed, seeking WOrK ...cceeancans 19.5 20,5 21.6 23.6 19.3 15.4
Emploaed T P 45.8 35.1 41.0 44.2 45,7 52.6
TOTAL ieiiieriiinernansnssssnsans 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0. 100.0 100.0
Humber of clients .scovvernnvrncornsrees 251 308 417 500 808 1,322
Horth Carolina
Unemployed, not seeking work ......... 53.5 52.1 55.5 59.8 36.7 41.5
Unemployed, seeKing work .....ceeveses 15.5 9.1 7.9 9.2 13.8 8.9
Emplog Cessbsasessuastssnereararonns 31,0 38.8 36.6 31.0 49.5 49.6
TOTAL .ovvennss thesnessrresiene 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Number of clients .eeivecivassrcccncnss 142 165 164 174 275 258
Dregon
Unemployed, not seeking work ......... 33.1 32.3 27.% 24.6€ 25.4 18.7
Unemployed, seaking wWork .....iveiaees 23.7 25.3 23,5 31.5 26.6 26.8
mplo teeessaessescsatacaransunnnen 43.2 42.5 48.6 43.9 47.9 54.5
T sesisssestestaanesersssrtnns 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Number of clients ..ecevesvecsnranenas 118 186 251 289 334 332
Pannsylvania
Unemployed, not seeking work veevecees 42.6 50.8 43,0 35.5 39.6 43.3
Unemployed, seeKing wWork ...cvceveceas 20.8 20.8 20.6 29.0 26.5 26.1
Emploged T PN 36.6 28,3 36.4 35.5 33.8 30.5
TOTAL sovvvanse veeaarsesessanes 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Number of clients coeveeciessoersnnnae 101 120 165 186 275 501
Texas
Unemployed, not seeking work ......... 28.6 31.1 23.5 21.5 27.5 23.6
Unemployed, seeking WOrK ....ceecevans 16.7 i4.6 18.2 20.4 22.7 17.6
Emploaed Cssesearnssesitasastrnnsasans 54,8 54,3 58.3 58.1 49.8 58.8
L 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Number of clientS cveocecrarseessnvons 126.0 164.0 187.0 191.0 291.0 335.0

1/ Excludes clients under 18 years of age.

NOTE: Based on data from a panel of 596 consistently-reporting drug abuse treatment programs.

SOURCE: Client treatment data provided to the National Institute on Drug Abuse by selected States.
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PRIMARY COCAINE CLIENTS

Table 2.5 Percent distribution of primary cocaine clients admitted to consistently-reporting drug abuse
treatment programs by last school year completed and mean years
of education according to State: 1979-1984 1/

Year of admission
State and years
of education
1979 1980 1981 1982 1983 1984
ALL PRDGRAMS IN PANEL
O TO 9 cieerenoronsanncosnsacsrassnnes 16.6 13.6 11.7 11.0 10.4 10.4
10 to 11 ..... SN 27.4 27,6 24.0 23.3 22,2 24.3
12 ...iiieee.s .. 33.5 35, 36.8 37.9 39.6 40.8
Greater than 12 senen 22.5 23.8 27.5 27.9 27.8 24.6
TOTAL secvoennn vesavenas 100.0 100,0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Number of clients . ceasere ® 3,279 4,65 6,650 7,830 2,774 13,704
Mean years of education .............. 10.4 10.9 1i.2 11.5 11.7 11.5
Number of ClientS covivescscssrancinns 3,279 4,654 6,650 7,830 9,774 13,704
California
Mean years of education ....cccoveeenns 11.6 11.9 12.0 12.0 12.3 12.0
Humber of clients ...cvvvsisnsnnoenaes 1,119 1,827 2,815 3,118 3,48 5,041
Colorado
Hean years of education (...eveaseness 11.5 11.7 12.5 12.4 12.8 12.8
Number of clientS civeerevevsannnnnens 138 202 307 3321 417 380
Connecticut
Mean years of education ....evenennens 8.1 9.5 10.2 10.4 11.5 11.3
Number of clientS cvccevveensnsracsons 172 219 277 307 404 590
Florida
Hean years of education ...iveessvsees 8.7 9.2 9.4 10.9 10.8 10.7
Number of clients .veevvereveccrnncans 472 622 893 1,138 1,385 2,179
‘ Georgia
KBean years of education c.c.ceeescsanes 7.6 9.7 11.3 11.9 12.0 11.5
‘ Rumber of clientS ..ocvvvnsusencsnnnas 61 104 191 201 292 537
Ilinois
| Hean years of education +e.eecessses.. 10,2 10,3 10.7 11.3 11,6 11.2
| Number of clients ..vvvveernonersnsnns 142 160 266 321 464 820
| Maryland
Mean years of education ......vvevenas 10.3 10.7 10.9 11.4 11.6 11.2
Number of clients ..ccvvennvensnrerens 186 250 310 496 671 966
Massachusetts
Mean years of education .....vvevneuen 10.7 10.1 10.9 10.8 11.3 11.1
rof clients .oveeviesnerronnnans 140 206 273 387 553 293
Missouri
Mean years of education .svevesesccaess 10.8 11.6 11.1 12.6 11.9 11.9
Number of clients civeevsveossssvasens 79 72 52 56 7 9%
Nevada
Mean years of education .....ccvevvess 11.6 11.3 10.9 11.8 11.0 11.2
Number of clients .c.veviveervncsnnnen 29 49 79 78 42 51
New Jersey
Mean years of education ..........e... 9.7 10.1 10.5 10.2 10.7 il1.0
Number of €lients ceovesesseannsencnns 252 308 418 502 808 1,325
North Carolina
Nean years of education ....ceovevanes 11.2 10.9 11.5 11.4 11.9 11.8
r of ClientS .veeeseiarsanscnncns 142 165 164 174 275 258
Oregon
Mean years of education ...cecveevencs 11.6 11,8 11.7 11.5 12.0 i1.6
Number of clientS c.ocesvevesessnnones 118 186 252 292 334 332
Pennsylvania
Mean years of education .............. 11.9 10.9 10.8 11.6 11.8 11.5
Number of clients ..iveceveencansnvans 103 120 166 188 275 503
Texas
Mean years of education ........ccu0us 11.4 11.5 12.1 11.8 12.4 11.9
umber of clients sieseverecrvernseans 126 164 187 191 291 335

1/ Excludes clients under 18 years of age.
HOTE: Based on data from a panel of 596 consistently-reporting drug abuse treatment programs.
SOURCE: Client treatment data provided to the National Institute on Drug Abuse by selected States.
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3. TRENDS IN DRUG USE PATTERNS
AMONG PRIMARY COCAINE CLIENTS

This chapter examines changes in the drug use patterns of primary cocaine
clients admitted to drug abuse treatment programs in the consistently reporting
programs. Six drug use variables are considered in this section. They are:

e Frequency of use

» Route of administration

« Number of prior treatment experiences

» Years between first use and first admission
* Age at first use

« Source of referral

e Secondary drug problem

The reader should note that except for age at first use, the variables discussed in
this chapter were unavailable for Connecticut in 1983 and 1984. Although shown
separately in the tables for the years 1979 through 1982, Connecticut data have been
excluded from the total panel data to avoid biasing the overall trends.

Frequency of Use

In the overall data, the number of primary cocaine clients who reported that they
had used the drug more than once a day increased 391 percent over the period from
1979 through 1984, and the number who had used it several times a week increased
326 percent (table 3.A). At the opposite end of the frequency-of-use spectrum, the
number who had used cocaine less than once a week increased 233 percent.

These differentials notwithstanding, there was little systematic change in the
percent distributions of primary cocaine clients in terms of how frequently they used
the drug (table 3.1 following this chapter). The percent of primary cocaine clients who
reported daily or multiple daily use of the drug initially increased 6 percentage points,
from 27 percent in 1979 to 33 percent in 1981; daily or more frequent use then
declined to end the period at 29 percent in 1984.
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Table 3.A Number of primary cocaine clients admitted to consistently-
reporting drug abuse treatment programs and percent change
over the six-year period, by frequency of use: 1979-1984

Percent
change
Frequency of use 1979 1980 1981 1982 1983 1984 1979-
1984
No use in prior
month 900 1,229 1,422 1,828 2,385 3,382 275.8
Less than once ‘
per week 456 592 756 1,037 1,172 1,520 233.3
Once per week 385 439 651 766 993 1,428 270.9
Several times per
week 782 1,056 1,702 2,010 2,388 3,327 325.5
Daily 930 1,469 2,271 2,264 2,744 3,930 322.6
Once daily (328) (469) (711) (586) (639) (977) (197.9)
More than once :
daily (602) (1,000) (1,560) (1,678) (2,105) (2,953) (390.5)
TOTAL 3,453 4,785 6,802 7,905 9,682 13,587 293.5

NOTE: Based on data from a panel of 596 consistently-reporting drug abuse treatment programs. Excludes
Connecticut for which data were not collected during the last two years.

SOURCE: Client treatment data provided to the National Institute on Drug Abuse by selected States,

Frequency of use of cocaine varied widely among the panel States; daily or more
frequent use was highest in Colorado (ranging from 40 to 53 percent) and lowest in
Maryland (13 to 21 percent). Trends in daily or more frequent use were irregular in
every State but usually exhibited a net increase consistent with that in the total panel.
Pennsylvania recorded the largest net increase in daily or multiple daily use, from 26
to 48 percent; Missouri had the largest decline, from 28 to 11 percent.

Route of Administration

Analysis of the number of primary cocaine clients distinguished according to the
route they generally used to administer the drug showed a very sharp increase in
smoking (freebasing) of the drug, from 50 admissions in 1979 to 2,535 admissions in
1984; this amounts to a 4,970 percent increase (table 3.B), reflecting how rarely
smoking was reported as a route of administration in 1979. - Admissions of clients who
had typically used cocaine by injection increased 267 percent, while a 224 percent
increase was found for clients who inhaled (or snorted) the drug.
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Table 3.B Number of primary cocaine clients admitted to consistently-
reporting drug abuse treatment programs and percent change
over the six-year period, by route of administration: 1979-1984

Percent

change

Route of administration 1979 1980 1981 1982 1983 1984 1979-
1984

Oral 194 220 305 163 182 170 -12.4
Smoking 50 180 433 739 1,160 2,635 4970.0
inhalation 2,306 2,918 4,065 4,840 5,779 7,481 224.4
Injection 918 1,479 2,016 2,152 2,542 3,365 266.6
TOTAL 3,468 4,797 6,819 7,894 9,663 13,551 290.7

NOTE: Based on data from a panel of 596 consistently-reporting drug abuse treatment programs. Excludes
Connecticut for which data were not collected during the last two years.

SOURCE: Client treatment data provided to the National Institute on Drug Abuse by selected States.

This difference also was reflected in the data on trends in the percent distribution
of primary cocaine clients by route of administration (figure 3.A, on the next page and
table 3.2, at the end of this chapter). The overall data show that although inhaling the
substance remained the most common route of administration, its popularity among
primary cocaine clients decreased from 67 percent in 1979 to 55 percent in 1984. In
the same period, there was a sharp increase in the proportion of primary cocaine
clients who smoked the drug, from 1 percent to 19 percent. Injection of cocaine, the
second most popular route among primary cocaine clients, recorded a six-year high of
31 percent in 1980 but declined thereafter to account for 25 percent of all primary
cocaine admissions in 1984. Drug injection among primary cocaine clients cannot be
attributed wholly to speedballing, as primary cocaine clients with secondary or tertiary
heroin problems account for only about 10 percent of all primary cocaine clients (table
1.B).

The largest increase in the proportion of primary cocaine clients who smoked the
drug was reported in California--from 2 percent in 1979 to 32 percent in 1984. Three
States, Georgia, North Carolina and Oregon, had higher than average proportions of
primary cocaine clients who injected the drug. Despite the overall lack of a systematic
trend in injection of cocaine, two States, Georgia and North Caroclina, reported
increases in the percentage of primary cocaine clients who used the drug by this route.
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Figure 3.A Percent of primary cocaine admissions by route of administration over all
panel| drug abuse treatment programs: 1979-1984
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Prior Drug Treatment Experiences

Over the period from 1979 through 1984 increases in the numbers of clients
admitted for treatment of a primary cocaine problem were somewhat sharper for clients
with 1-4 previous treatment experiences than for clients without such experiences or

Table 3.C Number of primary cocaine clients admitted to consistently-reporting
drug abuse treatment programs and percent change over the six-year
period, by number of prior treatment experiences: 1979-1984

Number of Percent
prior treatment change
experiences 1879 1980 1981 1982 1983 1984 1979-
1984

None 2,270 3,075 4,371 5,247 6,320 8,990 296.0
One 649 963 1,339 1,507 1,945 2,716 318.5
Two 209 311 468 452 629 885 323.4
Three 65 109 168 198 245 310 376.9
Four 24 55 63 86 73 138 475.0
Five or more 52 57 96 84 110 153 194.2
TOTAL 3,269 4,570 6,505 7,574 9,322 13,192 303.6

NOTE: Based on data from a panel of 596 consistently-reporting drug abuse treatment programs. Excludes
Connecticut and Oregon for which data were not collected during the last two years.

SOURCE: Client treatment data provided to the National Institute on Drug Abuse by selected States.
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with 5 or more (table 3.C). However, as the majority of the clients in each year were
being admitted for the first time, the data for clients with more previous treatment
experiences were based on small numbers of cases and may not be sufficiently stable
for estimating percentage change.

Based on the percentage distribution of admissions shown in table 3.3 following
this chapter, the drug treatment history of primary cocaine clients admitted to panel
programs changed relatively little between 1979 and 1984. Approximately two-thirds
of the clients admitted each year had not been in a drug treatment program previously.
Little difference was observed among the panel States with respect to the prior
treatment experiences of these primary cocaine clients.

Years Between First Drug Use and First Treatment Admission

Table 3.0 Number of primary cocaine clients admitted to consistently-reporting
drug abuse treatment programs and percent change over the six-year
period, by years between first use and first admission: 1979-1984

Years betwaen Percent
first use and first change
admission 1979 1980 1981 1982 1983 1984 1979-
1984

Under one year 239 231 211 307 420 664 177.8
One year 424 509 683 700 775 1,634 261.8
Two years 355 569 805 847 732 1,212 241.4
Three years 243 401 588 769 996 876 260.5
Four years 230 275 348 585 676 1,057 359.6
Five years 175 246 356 356 623 780 345.7
Six years 117 197 320 308 370 625 434.2
Seven years 133 129 210 272 282 384 188.7
Eight years or more 350 514 844 1,089 1,420 1,826 421.7
TOTAL 2,268 3,071 4,365 5,233 6,294 8,958 295.3

NOTE: Based on data from a panel of 596 consistently-reporting drug abuse treatment programs. Excludes clients
with previous treatment experiences. As the required data were not collected for Connecticut and Oregon in
the last two years, these admissions in these States also are excluded.

SCURCE: Client treatment data provided to the National Institute on Drug Abuse by selected States.

Trend data from the consistently reporting panel suggest that primary cocaine
clients are using the drug longer than in the past before entering treatment for their
drug problems (table 3.D). Tabulations of this variable are based on clients who have
not previously received treatment for drug problems. The rate of increase was least
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rapid for clients who had first used cocaine less than a year before their admission to
treatment (178 percent increase from 1979 to 1984). Clients who had initially used the
drug one to three years before admission increased 241-262 percent over the six-year
period while those whose use of cocaine spanned four to five years increased more
than four-fold (346-360 percent). The largest increase, 434 percent, was found for
clients whose first use of cocaine had been six years prior to admission. However, a
somewhat less rapid increase, 189 percent, was obseived for clients who had used
cocaine for seven years prior to their first admission to treatment.

This increase also is apparent when the average number of years from first
cocaine use to first treatment and the distribution of clients by this variable are
compared for admissions over the period from 1979 to 1984 (table 3.4 following this
chapter). For those admitted for the first time, the average number of years between
first use of cocaine and first admission to treatment increased from 3.9 years in 1979 to
5.0 years in 1983 and then dropped slightly to 4.7 years in 1984. Consistent with this
trend, the proportion of primary cocaine clients who had used the drug for three years
or less before entering treatment declined from 56 percent to 48 percent. A growing
proportion of clients had first used cocaine eight years or more before entering
treatment (15 percent in 1979 compared to 20 percent in 1984).

The overall trend toward increases in the time from first use of cocaine to initial
treatment was observed for primary cocaine clients in all panel States except Nevada,
despite some year-to-year variations in direction. From 1979 to 1984, the average
elapsed time from first cocaine use to admission had increased from 4.0 years to 6.0

- years in Pennsylvania and from 3.6 years to 6.4 years in Colorado; these average

times from first use of cocaine to first treatment were longer than in the other States.
Age at First Use

Over the period from 1979 to 1984 data reported from all panel States show that
increases in the number of primary cocaine admissions were faster for clients who had
first used the drug when they were 20 years of age or older (table 3.E). The least rapid
rate of increase, 130 percent, was found for clients who had first used cocaine when
they were under 14 years of age; the largest increase, 540 percent, occurred for clients
who had been over 25 years old when they first used the drug.
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Table 3.E Number of primary cocaine clients admitted to consistently-
reporting drug abuse treatment programs and percent change
over the six-year period, by age at first use 1979-1984

Percent

change

Age at first use 1979 1980 1981 1082 1983 1984 1979-
1984

-Under 14 years 317 413 496 517 570 728 129.7
14-15 years 494 719 876 950 990 1,367 176.7
16-17 years 739 896 1,192 1,320 1,540 2,136 189.0
18-19 years 673 866 1,240 1,369 1,689 2,295 241.0
20-21 years 447 625 956 1,110 1,348 2,034 355.0
22-23 years 350 468 655 869 1,037 1,544 341.1
24-25 years 242 346 534 616 816 1,194 393.4
Over 25 years 446 737 1,172 1,485 2,074 2,855 540.1
TOTAL 3,708 5,070 7,121 8,236 10,064 14,153 281.7

NOTE: Based on data from a panel of 596 consistently-reporting drug abuse treatment programs.

SOURCE: Client treatment data provided to the National Institute on Drug Abuse by selected States.

Consistent with this finding, the percent distributions in table 3.5 at the end of this
chapter show an increase in the proportion of primary cocaine clients who had first
used the drug when they were 20 years or older, and a corresponding decline in the
proportion who were under the age of 20 years at first use. Between 1979 and 1984
the proportion of primary cocaine clients first using that drug at age 20 or older
increased from 40 to 54 percent. Thus, for example, while 20 percent of the 1979
admissions were 16-17 years old and only 12 percent were over 25 when they first
used cocaine, in 1984, 20 percent were over 25 and 15 percent were 16-17. Overall,
the average age of clients when they first used cocaine increased from 19.5 years to
21.2 years from 1979 to 1984 . Increases in the average age at first use of cocaine
were found in all of the 15 panel States.

Source of Referral

Voluntary admissions of clients with a primary cocaine problem increased 260
percent from 1979 to 1984 while non-voluntary admissions increased 342 percent
(table 3.F). Consistent with this finding, the proportion of clients who were admitted
voluntarily decreased from 62 percent in 1979 to 57 percent in 1984 (table 3.6
following this chapter). The States with the largest net percentage point increases in
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the proporticn of non-voluntary admissions were Missouri (48 percent in 1979 to 72
percent in 1984), Florida (29 percent to 49 percent), and Maryland (43 percent to 54
percent).

Table 3.F Number of primary cocaine clients admitted to consistently-
reporting drug abuse treatment programs and percent change
over the six-year period, by source of referral 1979-1984

Percent

change

Source of referral 1979 1980 1981 1982 1983 1984 1979-
1984

Voluntary 2,133 2,904 4,296 4,587 5,468 7,696 260.1
Non-voluntary 1,312 1,901 2,522 3,312 4,152 5,799 342.0
TOTAL 3,445 4,805 6,819 7,052 9,620 13,495 291.7

NOTE: Based on data from a panel of 596 consistently-reporting drug abuse treatment programs. Excludes
Connecticut for which data were not collected during the last two years.

SOURCE: Client treatment data provided to the National Institute on Drug Abuse by selected States.

Secondary Drug Problem

Over the period from 1979 through 1984 primary cocaine clients who had no
secondary drug problem increased 433 percent. Comparing primary cocaine
admissions with different secondary drug problems, clients having a secondary
problem with alcohol increased the most rapidly over the time period -- 544 percent.
Ranking second and third were PCP and marijuana; primary cocaine clients having
secondary problems with these drugs increased 357 percent and 331 percent,
respectively.

Consistent with the trends in the number of clients, the percentage distributions of
primary cocaine clients admissions by secondary drug problem (table 3.7 following
this chapter), shows that the proportion of these clients who had no secondary drug
problem increased each year, from 16 percent in 1979 to 22 percent in 1984. From
1979 to 1981 one-third of primary cocaine clients admitted to drug abuse panel
treatment programs had a secondary problem with marijuana; by 1984 this proportion
increased somewhat to 37 percent. Clients having a secondary problem with alcohol
abuse increased from 11 percent in 1979 and 1980 to 18 percent in 1984.
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Table 3.G Number of primary cocaine clients admitted to consistently-
reporting drug abuse treatment programs and percent change
over the six-year period, by secondary drug problem: 1979-1984

Percent
Secondary change
drug problem 1979 1980 1981 1982 1983 1984 1979-
1984
None 585 842 1,341 1,724 2,161 3,120 433.3
Heroin 331 432 541 603 754 1,099 232.0
Other opiates 88 154 184 160 196 224 164.5
Marijuana 1,229 1,678 2,352 2,876 3,579 5,293 330.7
Barbiturates 162 204 239 230 195 185 14.2
Amphetamines 352 459 627 585 677 733 108.2
Alcohol 392 580 941 1,228 1,650 2,525 544 .1
PCP 84 118 129 166 219 384 357.1
Other hallucinogens 163 160 170 221 204 192 17.8
Tranquilizers 78 98 119 130 177 186 138.
Other sedatives 225 331 470 295 245 234 4.0
Other 24 26 24 40 33 24 0.0
TOTAL 3,713 5,082 7,137 8,258 10,090 14,199 282.4

NOTE: Based on data from a panel of 596 consistently-reporting drug abuse treatment programs.

SOQURCE: Client treatment data provided to the National Institute on Drug Abuse by selected States.

An increase in the proportion of primary cocaine clients who had no secondary
drug problem was observed in the data for California, Colorado, Connecticut, lllinois,
Massachusetts, New Jersey, North Carolina, Pennsylvania, and Texas. Increases in
the proportion of clients having secondary alcohol problems appeared to be most
prominent in Colorado (from 14 percent in 1979 to 33 percent in 1984), Florida (from &
percent to 16 percent), Georgia (from 2 percent to 16 percent), Nevada (from 3 percent
to 25 percent based on small numbers of primary cocaine admissions), and Oregon
(from 18 percent to 34 percent). The increase in the proportion of admissions with
secondary marijuana problems among primary cocaine clients was prominent in
Florida (from 27 percent in 1979 to 57 percent in 1984), Missouri (from 27 percent to
39 percent), and Oregon (from 17 percent to 34 percent).
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PRIMARY COCAINE CLIENTS

Table 3.1 Percent distribution of primary cocaine clients admitted to consistently-
treatment programs by frequency of use according to State:: 1979-198

zeporting drug abuse

State and frequency of use

Year of admission

1979 1980 1981 1982 1983 1984
ALL PROGRAMS IN PANEL 1/
No use in prior month sceveveecscerens 26.1 25.7 20.9 23.1 24.6 24,9
Less than once per week ...cooeevsesse 13.2 12.4 11,1 12.1 12.1 11.2
Once per week ...viisecssrccnstcnccans 11.1 9.2 9.6 9.7 10.3 10.5
Several times per week ..ccoceevneenes 22.6 22.1 25.0 25.4 24,7 24.5
BITY ceevessctoonscorsnstsccnsosssnes 26.9 30.7 33.4 28.06 28.3 28.9
Once daily ceeeeevsssonceessasssnnss 9.5 9.8 10.5 7.4 6.6 7.2
More than once daily seeeverensesass 17.4 20.9 22.9 21.2 21.7 21.7
T0 sedesanesenvarsnsetnasrsnans 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Number of clients ...ivcvevrensnnnssoe 3,453 4,785 6,802 7,905 9,682 13,587
California
No use in prior month «.ecrevssvneenn. 23.0 22.7 17.8 19.7 19.9 21.8
Less than once per week .ocvevesvnanse 17.4 14.7 13.0 15,6 15.6 13.2
Dnce or more times per wWeek ..oicesass 33.6 31.5 34.7 34.8 34.9 34.9
Once or more times a day c..ccovceecnss 26.0 31.1 34.4 29.9 29.6 30.1
Cesessesneeinsanssssenssurss 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Number of clients coveveveeniscnnnenss 1,189 1,887 2,898 3,234 3,556 5,138
Colorado
No use in prior month «..evevvecianras 13.5 8.8 .3 - - -
Less than once per week .....ccocenees 5.4 8.8 9.7 10.3 7.1 13.3
Once or more times per WaeK ..ecessaes 38.5 42.9 39.6 36.5 40.9 40.6
Once or more times a day .ceevevcacses 42.6 39.6 50.3 53.1 52.0 46.1
sesiveseretasas ceenseens 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Number of clients .oeeeevsvserasesenes 148 217 318 397 423 384
Connecticut
No use in prior month ..... 35.9 33.5 32.3 39.2 N/C N/C
Less than once per week ... 10.1 13.4 12.5 11.7 N/C N/C
Once or more times per waek 32.5 27.5 29.4 28.2 N/C H/C
Once _or more times a day ... 21.5 25.7 25.9 20.9 N/C N/C
OTAL sovivenvenesnns 1C0.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 H/C N/C
Number of clients ....... 237 269 313 3 N/C N/C
Florida
No use in prior month ....vevveennnnns 21.4 21.4 16.3 20.8 19.0 18.6
Less than once per week c.ovevivoncena 8.0 8.9 8.3 8.8 9.0 6.9
Dnce or more times per week c..veevees 34.9 33.1 36.2 41.3 45.6 46.5
Once or more times a day .....ceeveves 35.7 36.7 39.1 29.1 26.3 28.0
P S 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Number of clients .cevvesrenesssncsnns 611 768 1,078 1,225 1,481 2,349
Georgia
No use in prior month ....cevveeenenns 38.4 30.7 15.4 19.7 30.4 25.7
Less than once per week ...cceececeess 3.5 6.1 5.5 6.9 5.7 8.4
Once or more times per week ........0. 36.0 36.8 34.3 34.5 27.8 29.6
Once or more times @ day suseevncesons 22.1 26.3 44 .8 38.9 36.1 36.3
TOTAL seevcneccnccaseorsnssesasans 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Number of clients coceveeresoronencans 86 114 201 203 299 548
I1linois
No use in prior month «..iienesnaneves 24.5 31.1 28.8 30.0 28.3 30.7
Less thsn once per waek ...cveevennnoes 15.3 17.8 11.9 11.8 13.0 14.7
Once or more times per week ......cvee 35.6 24,4 32.5 3.5 36.3 29.9
Once_or more times a day .ceeeevecanens 24.5 26.7 26.8 21.8 22.4 24.7
TOTAL teviviereonorononsnnerenanne 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Number of C1ientS sveeceveenreerscanses 163 180 295 340 &77 857
Maryland
No use in prior month .c.icvevnreneress 37.0 40.6 41.1 41.8 51.7 42.7
Less than once per week ......veveenss 8.0 17.0 15,2 17.7 12.0 13.3
Once or more times per week «vcieeeeee 34.5 24.7 29.5 27.8 21.6 27.3
Once or more times a day .. 20.5 17.7 14.3 12.7 14,7 16.6
T0 seensesensenss 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Number of clients ..oevvinvevnrnnanees 200 271 336 52 689 997

See footnotes at end of table.
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PRIMARY COCAINE CLIENTS
Table 3.1 Percent distribution of primary cocaine clients admitted to consistent]

treatment programs by frequency of use according to State: 1979-1984 -

t

~reporting drug abuse

ontinued

State and freguency of use

Year of admission

1979 1980 1981 1982 1983 1984
Hassachusetts
No use in prior month .veveveeieannaees 18.9 14.7 18.4 23.4 25,9 23.0
Less than once par week ivvevencanrans 10.1 15.6 1.4 12.3 8.7 8.7
Once or more times per week ...oeeevss 46.6 30.7 35.3 33.7 32.7 32.0
Once_or more times a day sescecrenanse 24.3 39.1 38.9 30.5 32.7 36.3
TOT RN 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Humber of Clients c.eovsveccsvsrssnans 14 22 28 406 563 300
Missouri
No use in prior month c.eveeveneesanss 25.3 34,2 32.7 48.2 58.4 62.8
Less than once per week ..... 24,1 12.3 20.0 14.3 7.8 14.9
Once or more times per week . 22.8 30.1 25.5 10.7 16.9 11.7
Once or more times a day ... 27,8 23.3 21.8 26.8 16.9 10.6
AL tovesecansnanssns 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Number of clients .oecvvencenens 79 73 55 56 77 94
Nevada
Ho use in prior month c.eecervannenass 16.1 15.4 23.9 30.9 20.0 19.6
Less than once per weekK .vcvesercasass 19.4 9.6 8.0 9.9 15.6 17.9
Once or more times per week .......... 22.6 30.8 22.7 32.1 37.8 28.6
Dnce_or more times @ day veeevevovanss 41.9 44.2 45.5 27.2 26.7 33.9
TOT rtesesesensbetrsrbeneranans 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Number of clients sivevecesencencesans 31 2 88 81 45 56
New Jersey
No use in prior month ..... . 41.2 40.8 34.9 34.9 32.6 35.9
Less than once per week ..... . 13.1 10.1 11.6 13.3 13.2 9.8
Once or more times per week . . 30.4 26.2 29,5 34.6 34.1 31.5
Once _or more times a day ... . 15.2 22.9. 24.0 17.2 20.2 22.9
sescscsnersrasnnnane . 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Number of clients .scivivenecivnncaneas 289 336 455 5 881 1,399
North Carolina
No use in prior month c.eveverinnerenas 26,2 31.8 30.6 29.3 20.5 15,3
Less than once per Week «seeeeecsvrese 20.1 11.9 11.8 10.9 12.2 13.0
Once or more times per week .cveveeasn 28,2 31.3 38.2 33.7 37.1 36.6
Once or more times @ day .ceeeevccnses 25.5 25.0 19.4 26.1 30.2 35.1
TOT cseseseernrassnsentareeronnt 100,0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Number of clientS ce.vevscersenssennss 149 176 170 184 278 262
Oregon
No use in prior month ..... . 16.7 26.5 20.4 16.6 23.4 21.5
Less than once per weeK .... . 13.3 5.8 6.9 8.5 5.9 9.1
Once or more times per week . . 40.0 39.2 45.0 40.1 34.4 36.8
Once or more times a day ... . 30.0 28.6 27.7 34.9 36.2 32.6
T0 tscressinansaserans ' 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Number of clients ..cvvvevinnesnnssroes 120 189 260 307 337 340
Pennsylvania
Mo use in prior month soceeveesrnenses 21.5 22.2 15.8 16.9 17.7 18.2
Less than once per week ..c.ceeesnnnas 8.4 6.3 6.8 11.3 7.4 3.8
Dnce or more times per weeK ..oseeease 43.9 31.7 39.5 34.4 32.2 29.7
Once_or more times a day coceeesneesss 26.2 39.7 37.9 37.4 42.8 48.3
TOT P R I S 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Numbar of clients ...ovvevvvesnconenns 107 126 177 195 283 522
Texas
No use in prior month ..ecaeines 55.6 46.2 48.4 48,5 47.4 43,7
Less than once per week «.euvees 11.3 11.7 10.1 14,1 13.7 15.0
Once or more times per week .... 15.8 21.1 25.0 23.7 21.58 24.0
Once or more times a day .... 17.3 21.1 16.5 13.6 17.4 17.3
TOTAL sovevcnnesncansns . 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Number of cliernts ..vcivecencncnsosans 133 171 188 198 293 341

1/ Excludes Connecticut for which data were not collected during the last two years.

NOTE: Based on data from a panel of 596 consistentliy-reporting drug abuse treatment programs.

SOURCE: Client treatment data provided to the National Institute on Drug Abuse by selected States:
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PRIMARY COCAINE CLIENTS

Table 3.2 Percent distribution of primary cocaine clients admitted to consistent
treatment programs by route of administration according to State: 1

orting drug abuse
984 9 9

State and route
of administration

Year of admission

1979 1980 1981 1982 1983 1984
ALL PROGRAMS IN PANEL 1/
Oral! .,.eee. . 5.6 4.6 4.5 2.1 1.9 1.3
Smoking .... . 1.4 3.8 6.3 9.4 12,0 18.7
Inhalation . 66.5 60.8 59.6 61.3 59.8 55,2
Injection .. . 26.5 30.8 29.6 27.3 26.3 24.8
TOTAL sevevocesncnnanas . 100.% 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Number of clientS seeeceesvscocnannsens 23,468 4,797 65,819 7,894 9,663 3,551
California
Dral seeeuoeosssesocoseneascacsannsnse 1.5 1.5 1.6 1.7 1.7 1.0
SMOKING vovvseecavreseonsnnsnsonconsas 1.8 6.3 11.2 14.8 19.5 31.6
Inhala%ion ceenvaereseesnastaerennvens 1.7 70.5 63.6 63.9 62.3 52.1
INJECtion vevseveeenescnnnsoanscncenes 18.9 21.7 23.6 19.6 16.6 15.3
TOTAL veecieensvecnvocessnscansnns 100,0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Number of clients (vceeecscsnccnarncas 1,190 1,892 2,912 3,222 3,538 5,106
Colorado
Oral coeevenenenes . 8.1 1.4 2.5 2.0 1.9 1.8
Smoking .. . - 1.8 2.8 4.8 5,2 6.8
Inhatation cenes . 50.0 52.1 63.9 64.5 59.1 67.4
Injection .. ceneenn . 41.9 44,7 30.7 28.7 33.8 24.0
TOTAL .veeveeccononcansnsnsnasanas 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Number of ClientS sesveeesssnscsnnanse 148 217 316 397 42 384
Connecticut
Oral seceievcesnccasanenennsesennssesa 2.1 1.5 .3 .3 N/C N/C
SMOKING veeevenancrsnsosssnssonnsnseens - - .6 3.2 N/C N/C
Inhalation «.veviseeresssscossnnesnnse 73.4 4.7 75.1 75.6 N/C N/C
INJeCtion .uceneesinevervonerennoenans 24.5 23.8 24.0 20.9 N/C H/C
TO Crcesescenraossrsrnesrcsnans 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 N/C N/C
Number of ClientS vecveeeenscsosoonnse 2 269 313 316 N/C N/C
Florida
Dral cueeriseceenssonsensasoscssnnnsnas 14.9 15.0 16.1 2.4 1.8 .8
SMOKING vecncennsnnnen . . 2.3 2.3 5.2 9.3 10.3
Inhalation ..eeveveens . 51.3 46.1 45,7 55.8 57.7 60.7
Injection «.cievencreccennss . 33.6 36.6 35.9 36.6 31.3 28.2
T0 Srsesssesecssrasasesesesnnas 100.0 100.0 100,0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Humber of clients cvevevesesesvvnnnnan 61 768 1,079 1,220 1,477 2,343
Georgia
Bral coceveassossnssasscescansncnsnnss 14.0 11,2 5.0 3.0 5.0 5.1
Smokin¥ Cesescesasisreraansrssesnstans 17.4 6.9 4,0 3.0 3.0 9.7
Inhalation c.vvssirnsicnvecseneancnnes 48.8 44,0 49.3 42,1 42.5 36.7
INJEeCtion teoveeevinsnssnssnsconcenese 19.8 37.9 41.8 52.0 49.5 48.5
T0 tesessarierrenurarereornraes 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100,0
Number of clientS .ieeeveseccscesanans 86 116 201 20 299 548
I1linois
Oral coseeveseerensecerasoasssnnasnsas 3.7 3.3 3.7 1.2 1.5 1.9
SmoKing v.evieainennns - 4.4 5.7 16.8 25.8 25.4
Inhalation .cv.veevenss 57.3 58.0 66.9 51.8 45,1 43.1
Injection vuveecencesnnnaes 39.0 34.3 23.6 30.3 27.7 29,6
TOTAL covsvveesansscssscscennnsans 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Number of clients seeevvecrvsnncsanans 164 181 296 3. 477 858
Maryland
Oral ceeeeecevroerssacascassscanansoss 4.5 5.2 2.7 1.7 .7 .8
Smokingl.............................. 1.5 1.8 2.7 4.2 6.0 6.3
Inhalation c.veenrrescerrnnnencensnnne 67.0 64.6 68.5 73.6 69.7 62.9
Injection suveeesvececisrasnrscncsonna 27.0 28.4 26.1 20.5 23.7 30.0
TOTAL cecevevsocosannencnssnnvones 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Humber of clients ..evvveervcncssacsnns 200 271 337 522 689 997

See footnotes at end of table.
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PRIMARY COCAINE CLIENTS

Table 3.2 Percent distribution of primary cocaine clients admitted to consisStently-reporting drug abuse

treatment programs by route of administration according to State: 1979-1984 - Continued

State and route
of administration

Year of admission

1979 1980 1981 1982 1983 1984
Massachusetts
0ral vevevscencnes 4.6 1.8 2.8 3.2 2.5 4.3
Smoking ... . .7 - b 2.5 4,1 7.0
Inhatation .... . 72.2 66.7 61.3 57.8 571.5 50.7
Injection ..... R 22.5 31,6 35.6 36.5 35.9 38.0
TOTAL ..... . 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Number of clients . 151 22 284 408 565 300
Missouri
Dral cvececeronvsncsscoccncosssocsnness 8.5 - 5.5 - 2,6 3.2
SMOKING cocsesrssancsrconssssoscrnsnses 2.4 5.4 5,5 5.4 6.5 10.6
INhalation c.ceceesscsrasessccsassnses 65.9 44,6 49.1 44.6 57.1 53,2
InJection cceeevessecsscccacssconcence 23,2 50,0 40.0 £50.0 33.8 33.0
TOTAL cevvvevevesncssoossccnscnnns 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Number of clients ..cvvevecvsceresnces 82 T4 55 56 77 94
Nevada
Oral ....0. .. - 15.4 2.3 4.9 2.2 -
Smoking ... .e - 3.8 6.8 21.0 26.7 28.6
Inhalation .. e .. 77.4 51.9 45.5 54.3 51.1 55.4
Injection ... e .o 22.6 28.8 45.5 19.8 20.0 16.1
TOTAL ...... e . 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Number of clients ceiveensrenscecsnsns 3 52 88 81 45 56
New Jersey
Oral sivececasissescssoncsasssasnanans 4.1 2,7 2.2 2.1 3.3 .6
SMOKING cvevevessescescocssnisccsecess . .6 1.5 3.0 3.2 6.7
lnhalagion seernesencerssssnsnseesnons 67.6 59.3 61.2 73.0 70.5 67.4
Injection .c.vcivssssncrsonsccsnnssas 27.6 37.5 35.1 21.8 23.0 25.2
T0 serecssesasesasesasensntnana 100.0 100,0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Number of clients seeeecesencnsonasans 29 33 456 563 881 1,400
North Carolina
Oral soseveseess ceu 2.0 2.3 1.2 - 7 .8
SmoKINg cooevene eneses . .6 - 2.2 2.2 5.0
Inhalation cssasana 64.7 51.7 49.1 46.7 38.5 40.8
Injection ... cee . 32.7 45.5 49.7 51.1 58.6 53.4
TOT seearane cessrvretsansas 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Number of clients «vvevvevecscosncnnes 150 176 169 184 278 262
Oregon
Oral cieeeevoionscssosnoncsscnsssananse 5.8 2.6 2.7 2.6 1.2 1.5
SMOKING eeeaenrnnansoconsrsnssssonanas . 1.6 2.7 7.2 8.6 9.7
Inhalation seeeviecvscsscnnscrsoanssnes 49.6 45.0 51.5 45.9 50.1 54.4
INJOCtion sovcecnrencesssnsernornsnnns 43.8 50.8 43.1 44.3 40,1 34.4
T0T csscsessssesasecrettassanns 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Number of clients cccceveicnccsosocnns 12 189 260 307 337 340
Pennsylvania
Oral ...e00 . 3.8 2.4 .6 2.1 1.4 .6
Smoking ... . 1.9 4,8 4.5 7.7 8.1 22.6
Inhalation . 86.8 70.6 71.9 67.5 64.7 49.8
Injection ... . 7.5 22.2 23.0 22.7 25.8 27.0
TOTAL .0evennaen cerevsassasans 100,0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Number of clients cviceveievsrsocccnsons 106 126 178 194 28 522
Texas
Bral suueecoessassercroonconscasnancns 3.8 4.7 6.9 5.6 1.7 1.5
SMOKING ovevvsnrnoecersansnsssessesanns - - 3.7 3.5 4.4 5.0
Inhalation cuosieiveercvnscescscsnanesns 66.9 64.3 66.5 62.6 61.2 61.9
INJOCtion cocvscenesercnosannrennaness 29.3 31.0 22.9 28.3 32.7 31.7
T07 cveceenereatasesssesttrssannd 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Number of ClientS ceeeveevsocncsncenes 133 71 188 19 294 341

1/ Excludes Connecticut for which data were not collected during the last two years.

NOTE: Based on data from a panel of 596 consistently-reporting drug abuse treétment programs.

SQURCE: Client treatment data provided to the National Institute on Drug Abuse by selected States.
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PRIMARY COCAINE CLIENTS

Table 3.3 Percent distribution of primary cocaine clients admitted to consistently—reporking drug abuse

treatment programs by prior treatment experience according to State: 1979-198

State and prior
treatment experience

Year of admission

1979 1980 1981 1982 1984
ALL PROGRAMS IN PANEL 1/
NOME svvevesensnesarasssansassnsnnsanse 69.4 67.3 67.2 69.3 68.1
ONE ovevencaconcossersissonsarsssonsse 19,9 21.1 20.6 19.9 20.6
TWO vevevonsinonsososncosorosasseansns 6.4 6.8 7.2 6.0 6.7
Three ceoevveves 2.0 2.4 2.6 2,6 2.3
FOUr cieevnnns o7 1.2 1.0 1.1 1.0
Five or more . 1.6 1.2 1.5 1.1 1.2
TOTAL vevennnee .e 100,0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Number of clients veeeseeorsosccneresns 3,269 4,570 6,505 7,574 13,192
California
NONE +evevvonsensnsnrtinssncsonnsennane 72.5 69.3 70.9 12.4 70.6
ONE sovveonsrsnenreesvnesnssssenssssna 18.0 19.6 18.2 18.3 20.3
THO OF MOP@ suresvecoresncasasssannnns 9.5 11.1 10.9 9.3 9,2
TOTAL ovveevsveossvsancsenssasnnas 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Number of clients seevesscenorsnsonnas 1,189 1,883 2,901 3,230 5,141
Colorado
NOME +evivrorscnisnssnsnesnnnornsosnns 53.8 71.1 67.6 69.4 70.8
ONB seeeeeeenssaossnnrssnscessonssansss 28.8 17.9 22,0 21.7 19.7
TWo OF mMOre .oveese 17.3 11,0 10.4 8.8 9.5
T0 cesrsenan 100.0 00.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Rumber of clients .s.eveescsecsasancas 104 218 318 396 380
Connecticut
HONE suevereosnnasnacssnsansrocnnsannas 62.4 61.9 54.3 57.3 N/C
ONE severnsesasenosanssasnsssnssssssnas 24.5 25,0 24,9 28.2 N/C
TWO OF MOF€ seevvssresnssnsssannnsniise 13.1 13.1 20.8 14.6 N/C
TOT Cesererensssretsrsattananr e 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 N/C
Humber of ClientS seovvssvrrncsscasans 237 268 313 316 N/C
Florida
NHONME civenerioesnesnncasssrsanrnonnass 72.0 69.2 68.4 71.6 71.0
ONE sovsusnovrernvoasnaasnesonsnvessnse 20.0 22.2 21,0 19.9 19.2
THO OF MOT@ curesnsossarsosnrsssnnanes 8.0 8.6 10.7 8.5 9.8
TOTAL siueveocnonssonncsansasarans 100.0 00.0 100.0 100.0 100,0
Number of clientsS «veevesnereosssonnse 601 756 1,049 1,210 2,302
Georgia
NONE coviveranrencaiosssnssconsesnenas 72.4 55.8 46.7 66.3 72.6
Bne sieenvserernnensonsnascnsnns 19.7 28.8 32.7 16.8 16.1
TWO OF MOM® vivencsoaseronnsnns 1.9 15.4 20.6 16.8 11.3
TOTAL vvvevvevncoranasaressnsanans 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Number of clients c.essecncsrioscanses 76 104 1 202 548
ITlinois
NOME suvuvvonnvenvasnsasansssscnennsns 55.6 62,7 60.9 56.0 54.9
DNE sovsnecrennnsoasssnnasosincnsnnsnse 25,3 19.2 20.4 26.3 25.2
THWO OF MOTE sevensnsnvavsasannssionnns 19.1 18.% 18.7 17.7 19.9
TOTAL eovvvvoovsnsaiononsnnnsvonss 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Number of clients c.cvivivsvcorevesnnss 162 177 294 339 849
Maryland
NOne «vveveserevenans 70.9 70.4 67.7 68.2 65.1
One ..... 22.1 18.5 22.8 22.0 21.0
Two or more .. 7.0 11.1 9.5 9.8 14.0
TOT ssresssanaas 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Number of clients svovivevesenceninnes 199 270 337 522 996

See footnotes at end of table.
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PRIMARY COCAINE CLIENTS

Tabie 3.3 Percent distribution of primary cocaine clients admitted to consistently-reporting drug abuse

treatment programs by prior treatment experience according to State: 1979-1984 - Continued

State and prior
treatment experience

Year of admission

1979 1980 1981 1982 1983 1984
Massachusetts
None +ieeenns 67.8 64.0 68.6 64.7 61,1 60.7
One sovveanes 20.1 23.0 19.1 19.8 25,0 26.5
Two or _more . 12,1 13.1 12.4 15,6 13.9 12.8
TOTAL vevecennnnse 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Number of clients .sesencecsnansvenes 149 222 283 405 560 298
Missouri
NONE tivesvnssnoncssesssonssnassansans 59.8 54.1 54,5 48.2 49.4 61,7
ne ‘v.eees . 28.0 20.3 27.3 33,9 40.3 23.4
Tvo or nore . 12.2 25,7 18.2 17.9 10.4 14.9
TOTAL seveverenensancnconrossnsnns 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Number of clients .sesveerecossersanas 82 74 5 6 7 9
Nevada
HOME tivenrussernnvavenssansrsscnsansanns 74,2 61.5 59.1 80.2 75.6 69.6
DM@ corvvvenosavsocsescasanncsserrsasnes 16.1 23.1 31.8 13.6 15.6 21.4
TWO OF MOME voveconssossosnsvaossnsass 9. 15.4 9.1 6.2 8.9 8.9
TOTAL tevvsenenvananasenninnosonns 100,0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100,0 100.0
Number of clients ..osevesvessescnsnes 31 52 88 81 45 56
New Jersey
NONB teveaenssacnsasicnsnsoananrsssanns 68.8 59.8 62.7 69.2 69.4 68.0
DNG siecsvnvstessnntsoonasosssacnasaas 17.9 27.1 21.4 18.4 18.7 20,7
TWO OF MOTE cocessvasecvssanccaoonnsas 13.3 13.1 15,9 12.3 11.9 11.3
T0T Csssserissscacncitcsoensonny 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Number of clients cvicenercvnonnssseses 285 336 453 559 881 1,406
North Carolina
HONE vreeeviecrvsoserassanssnnssonsas 74,7 71.6 60.9 64.1 73.4 70.2
ONE ..vvvecesccrsnntansraansanessvsans 13.3 17.6 24,9 24.5 17.6 19.5
TWO OF MOTE@ sesrcentovsssonsrsasssnnse 12,0 10.8 14,2 11.4 9.0 10,3
T0 sessreranstetnattratsttasane 100.0 100.0 100.0 100,0 0,9 100.0
Number of clients .cveeeecncsnccnnseses 150 176 169 184 278 262
Oregon
None .... 76.7 69.9 69.4 100.0 N/C N/C
12.5 21.5 23.4 - N/C N/C
10.8 8.6 7.1 - N/C N/C
100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 K/C N/C
120 186 252 N/C N/C
. 57.1 60.9 53.9 54.4 58.0 56.5
0ne +.ees . 25.0 21, 25.3 26.7 22.6 24.3
Two or more . . 17.9 17.3 20.8 19.0 19.4 19.2
.se . 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Number of clients cieeeevenvicennnsiae 112 133 178 195 283 522
Texas
NOME soevenensransesasovasssarsssnsnns 68.2 66.3 68.0 63.1 61,3 69.2
DNE tevvensnecesvensnarsssnssosnssonsas 21.7 25.4 21,0 21.5 24,3 19.2
TWO OF MOFE seeeseirnesnssssssnsnssans 10.1 8.3 11.0 15,4 14.4 11.5
DTAL tuvetvevasennoassonsansvanss 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Number of clients ..vveeevnovssncnsose 129 169 181 195 284 338

1/ Excludes Connecticut and Oregon for which data were not collected during the last two years.

NDTE: Based on data from a panel of 596 consistently-reporting drug abuse treatment programs.

SOURCE: Client treatment data provided to the National Institute on Drug Abuse by selected States.
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PRIMARY COCAINE CLIENTS

Table 3.4 Percent distribution of primary cocaine clients admitted to consistently-reggrting drug abuse

treatment programs by years between first use and admission and mean years
first use and admission according to State: 1979-1984

tween

Year of admission
State and years between
first use and admission
1979 1980 1981 1982 1983 1984
ALL PROGRAMS IN PANEL 1/
Under one year c..coveceecossecsvnsnes 10.5 7.5 4.8 5.9 6.7 7.4
DNe YEAr tveesveesossscssvsocasssnsans 18.7 16.6 15.6 13.4 12.3 17.1
THO YOAPS suveseocsosasssasasassainens 15.7 18.5 18.4 16.2 11.6 13.5
Three Years ..ceeesesscsoscscsnsnssnss 10.7 13.1 13.5 14.7 15.8 9.8
FOUr YBArS ceceessssessssnssancscescess 10.2 9.0 8.0 11.2 10.7 11.8
Five YEarsS .eesesesssvcscsssssesssnsns 7.7 8.0 8.2 6.8 9.9 8.7
SiX YBArS seevesserssrsanseorscsronses 5.2 6.4 7.3 5.9 5.9 7.0
SEVEN YOArS covsveasironsoccnsesaarans 5.9 4.2 4.8 5.2 4.5 4.3
Eight years or more c.e.ecececoasosses 15.4 16.7 19.3 20.8 22,6 20.4
TO%AL Miesssisncrssassasnsentorene 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Number of clients c.iceceeocracscoroes 2,266 3,071 4,365 5,233 6,294 8,958
Mean years }/........... asee 3.9 4.2 4.6 4,8 5.0 4.7
Number of clients ..cceeeneconncnsssns 2,266 3,071 h,365 5,233 6,29 8,958
California
MeaN YearS .ccecsasessscastssnsarvonss 4.1 4.3 4,6 4.7 4.8 4.5
Number of clients ..oveesesiovesessses 862 1,304 2,057 2,338 2,529 3,623
Colorado
MBaN YOArS cesaeesevrsassssnasssscoras 3.6 3.7 4.8 5.3 5.8 6.4
Number of clients ...coveeeinncencscns 56 155 213 269 26 267
Connecticut
Mean Years ..eceesorvescsesesncsssscas 2.9 3.3 3.8 4.5 N/C N/C
umber of clients covvvsevocsesncncsns 148 166 ‘170 181 N/C N/C
Florida
Mean years ....vecessereentosscnnsnnsse 3.6 3.8 4.3 4.6 .9 4,3
Number of clientS ..eevevieciacnnnnoss 431 521 716 862 1,028 1,625
Georgia
Mean Years ..eseessscececccnsrasoasnsos 3.3 4.4 4.5 5.0 5.0 5.0
Number of clientS .eevveeeccssnscnnses 55 57 93 134 203 397
ITMinois
Hea8N YBArS .ccuvnssssrvasrsccnssanenas 4.3 4.7 4.9 5.4 5.4 5.1
Number of clients sceeveiecncscsernnas 90 111 179 190 269 46
Maryland
Mean yearsS .i.ececoccssvscacscasssnnas 4.3 3.8 4.1 4.6 4.9 4.6
Number of clientS .eiecevnasesessnsvns 141 190 228 356 435 648
Massachusetts
Mean years ..c.socevsrconsanssansinnnan 3.9 4.4 4.6 5.2 5.2 5.4
Humber of clients «.oeevvevevacccennss 101 14 194 259 340 180
Missouri
Mean Years «....ceessessessrsoscascnns 3.8 4.4 4.8 7.6 6.1 5.7
Humber of clients .cececvveessrossonnas 48 40 30 27 38 &8
Nevada
MEan Y0ars .veveecocsasssnsressnsanass 5.3 5.7 4.9 4.5 5.2 4,1
N r of clients scveveeesrsvncsnnnss 23 32 52 65 34 38
New Jersey
Mean Years .oceesescscssessnssscrnesns 3.7 3.9 5.0 4.1 4.6 4.5
Number of cl1ients sceeereeincsscncncnes 196 201 282 38 609 94
North Carolina
Mean years ....ececcscsssnscscserincns 4.1 4.2 5.0 5.1 5.4 5.7
Number of clients .cooevvesvsncesnasnes 112 126 10 117 20 184
Oregon
MBAN YBArS ..eceserencecsnenansine 3.8 &.9 5.0 7.8 N/C N/C
Humber of clients +vvevecsvoaronss 92 130 175 8 N/C N/C
Pennsylvania
Moan YearsS .c.ccsevessssssrssasscssneans 4.0 5.0 5.2 5.8 6.7 6.0
Number of clients .ciecevevosnersesnns 63 81 96 106 163 295
Texas
Mean yearsS .s.eseasesnreerasssssesnanse 3.8 4.3 4.2 5.0 5.5 5.1
Number of clientS .iecesaernossvisnins 88 112 122 123 174 234

1/ Excludes Connecticut and Oregon for which data were not collected during the last two years.
NOTE: Based on data from a panel of 596 consistently-reporting drug abuse treatment programs.
SOURCE: Client treatment data provided to the National Institute on Drug Abuse by selected States.
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Table 3.5 Percent distribution of primary cocaine clients admitted to consistently—reporting drug abuse
treatment programs by age at first use and mean age at first use according to State: 1979-1984
Year of admission
State and age
at first use
1979 1980 1981 1982 1983 1984
ALL PROGRAMS IN PANEL
Under 14 years ...voessscecsescscssoces 8.5 8.1 7.0 6.3 5.7 5.1
14-15 YEArS sevsvavscrcasososvercncans 13.3 14,2 12,3 11.5 9.8 9.7
16=17 YEArS .evssevenssncssorsnssnnons 19.9 17.7 16.7 16.0 15.3 15.1
18-19 years «ecvsevevesevsinesarasanns 18.1 17.1 17.4 16.6 16.8 16.2
20~21 YOArS ecosvscssesssnsssraaseenas 12.1 12,3 13.4 13.5 13.4 14.4
22-23 YEATS ssevcvsroscassnesscsseanras 9.4 9.2 9.2 10.6 10.3 10.9
24-25 years ... 6.5 6.8 7.5 1.5 8.1 8.4
Over 25 years . 12.0 14.5 16.5 18.0 20.6 20.2
TOTAL -oveune 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Number of clients ....v00 3,708 5,070 7,121 8,236 10,064 14,153
Mean age at first uUse ..oovrevecernionnnn 19.5 19.8 20.3 20.7 21.2 21.2
Numbar of clients cieevececcosassncsas 3,708 5,070 7,121 8,236 10,065 14,154
California
Mean age at first uUse ....ocevveennens 20.5 20.7 21.2 21.4 22.0 21.9
Number of clients ...ceivcesccccennens 1,192 1,891 2,912 3,234 3,547 5,135
Colorado
Mean age at first uUse ..vevecrecncanes 19.¢9 21.3 21.8 21,7 21.8 22.0
Number of clients .viceurevctnssocanes 148 218 313 391 416 380
Connecticut
Mean age at first USe ..eocevesnsveense 17.5 18.0 18.7 18.4 18.9 19.6
Number of clients ...coecicncacnsscass 236 269 313 343 415 614
Florida
Mean age at first USe ..eveveccecnanns 17.9 18.7 18.7 19,9 20.3 20.4
Number of clients c.ovveerercececaceas 610 765 1,077 1,222 1,469 2,323
Georgia
Mean age at first USe ..ceveeeerccones 18.9 20.0 21.1 22.3 22.3 22,6
umber of clients coeececivenncssnnnns 86 115 200 203 298 545
Illinois
Mean age at first USe ..cesvescscncans 19.4 18,7 19.5 20.6 21.3 20.7
Number of cl11ents veecesccecssasssconn 164 181 295 340 477 851
Maryland
Mean age at first USe (.oveseenncinnas 19.8 19.7 9.5 20.6 20.8 21.2
r of clients covvenscvsencnsnsees 200 271 336 522 688 996
Massachusetts
Mean age at first USe ..coveevuicasenaes 20.0 18.9 20.0 20,0 20.3 20.4
Number of clients vveeesensonaes 151 224 284 401 562 297
Missouri
Hean age at first USe ..eveevscecncnns 19.5 21.6 18.7 20.6 20.5 21,6
Number of clients c.vveecvsvascsonnnne 81 7 55 56 77 94
Nevada
Mean age at first Use c.eeerevscsnress 19.6 19.5 20.1 22.3 21,2 20.0
Number of clients ..evvsvcvenesascsnsns 52 88 81 45 55
New Jersey
Mean age at first USE ...veevrecenrese 19.7 19.6 19.8. 20,2 20.6 20.7
Number of clients ...ccasssvenersonens 290 338 454 561 881 1,400
North Carolina
Mean age at first 20.1 19.2 20.0 20.3 21.6 20.9
umber of clients 150 176 170 183 278 262
Oregon )
Mean age at first use .ccevvcesveneass 20.0 20.1 20.2 19.5 20.3 20.1
r of ClioNtS ceoceenioncnasencnns 121 189 260 307 337 340
Pennsyivania
Mean age at first USe ..cvsessnvccnnne 18.6 17.8 18.6 19.3 20.5 20.8
Number of Clients svvesnecessescncnens 115 136 177 195 282 521
Texas
Mean age at first use ...c.vvviiineens 19.7 20.4 20.9 21.3 22.0 22.5
umber of clients c.eveivvcccssanrseen 133 171 187 197 293 341

NOTE:
SOURCE:

-~ 41 -

Based on data from a panel of 596 consistently-reporting drug abuse treatment programs.
Client treatment data provided to the National Institute on Drug Abuse by selected States.




"l

PRIMARY COCAINE CLIENTS

Table 3.6 Percent distribution of primary cocaine clients admitted to consistentl

y-reporting drug abuse
treatment programs by source of referral according to State: 1979-1984

State and source

Year of zdmission

of referral
1979 1980 1981 1982 1983 1984
ALL PROGRAMS IN PANEL 1/
YOIUNEAry aescecocscsansiosnasnsnnanas 61.9 60.4 63.0 58.1 56.8 57.0
NON-VOIUNTArY +oeesascrssnasnsnssanses 38.1 39.6 ar.0 41,9 43.2 43.0
T0 sesssasessasasneserssranrnts 100. 100, 100.0 100.0 100.0 100,
Number of clientsS cvoveevsnsncsssnenns 3,445 4,805 6,819 7,899 9,620 13,495
California
Yoluntary seoescesaesscassescssasoncoes 54.6 56.8 61.8 57.1 53.7 57.1
NON=voIUNtAry ssesereressvssnssavnoses 45.4 43,2 38.2 42.9 46,3 42.9
TO seeersarastestr s ettt antns 100.0 100, 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Number of clients ..ooeievesesasncvnnas 1,185 1,39 2,911 3,234 3,543 5,138
Colorado
YoTUNtary veceeessosocorosssarsssnonns 70.9 63.3 70.4 77.8 5.5 76.8
NON=VOTIUNEArY ouveecsncnsesncnenseonns 29.1 36.7 29.6 22.2 24.5 23.2
besessssisecsasassiannrenans 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Number of clients seeeesesosnescancans 148 218 318 392 420 379
Connecticut
VOIUNTArY sessveccocensssensoncacanans 64.1 67.4 67.1 60.8 N/C N/C
Non=voluntary .ecesecessossesccsvannans 35.9 32,6 32.9 39,2 N/C N/C
TO seseseesaseaneasesssanraanen 100.0 100, 100.0 100.0 N/C N/C
Number of clients sevevssvesscnernesnas 237 267 313 316 N/C N/C
Florida
VOlUNLArY veieevsncsnesesoncensnnsines 71.5 64.6 60.5 45.1 48.5 50.7
Hon-vOTUNLary sovesvsasssscsnnnanssnns 28.5 35.4 39.5 54.9 51.5 49,3
70 Gveavecusasacsseerenrsnrasas 100.0 100.0 100.0 100,0 100.0 100.0
Number of clients ..evveveareisrnnsenes 615 771 1,081 1,214 1,431 2,251
Georgia
VoluNtary seesvoccosssoscansssnsensnss 81.0 72.6 83.1 78.3 70.1 72.6
NON=VOTUNEArY seeevressnseonnssnennans 19.0 27.4 16.9 21.7 29.9 27.4
L veeseencsesssssssnssarnanscns 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Number of clients civesecoconrncrnenes 84 113 201 203 298 548
I1linois
VOlUNLAryY covvsoosnessonnsenncensnsnns 78.5 75.7 70.3 70.0 75.5 69.5
NON-VOIUNtary «ivessransrersnens 21.5 24,3 29.7 30.0 24,5 30.5
seseenssreeseasassessresanas 100.0 100.0 100, 100.0 100.0 100.0
Number of clientS .iovevneevnnncnnnnns 163 181 296 340 477 858
Maryland
VOTUNLArY coeencenssnssncsssasesnasncs 56.8 55.4 55.1 54.4 45.7 46,0
NON—vOoIUNtArY .eecesveressovnsnsnnsves 43,2 44,6 44,9 45.6 54.3 54.0
TOT O 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.
Number of clientS «vveveveverenncsnnen 199 271 336 522 689 997
See footnotes at end of table.
W
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Table 3.6 Percent distribution of primary cocaine clients admitted to consistently-reportin
treatment programs by source of referral according to State: 1979-1984 - Continue

g drug abuse

State and source
of referral

Year of admission

1979 1980 1981 1982 1983 1984
Massachusetts
Yoluntary cevevveserosnssssnsnasannans 72.7 68.9 67.8 62.5 62.8 65.0
Non-voluntary ...eeecvs verevesensane 27.3 31.1 32.2 37.5 37.2 35.0
TOTAL eevevsnseencennnonsssnncnans 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.
Number of clientS .c.cevvervecennsness 150 225 283 408 565 300
Missouri
Yoluntary .covveeaaces PN . 52.4 50.0 45.5 39.3 37.7 27.7
Non-voluntary 47.6 50.0 54.5 60.7 62.3 72.3
T0T seee 100.0 100.0 100,0 100.0 100.0 100,0
Number of Cl1ients veeveeecrnnesscnsann 63 72 55 56 77 94
Nevada
VOTUNEArY +veesesenrisasnsvosssanrsnas 38.7 76.9 62,5 69,1 68.9 78.2
NON—volUNtary «ccvecevvennsnacssnsssss 61.3 23.1 37.5 30.9 31.1 21.8
T0 teeesessurrseeansnatearesnnns 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Number of clients ..oueesneneceannsnuse 31 52 88 81 45 55
New .Jersey
VOTUNLARY seveveonsssrnsssessnnsansans 53.8 50.4 54,7 47.8 52.4 49.0
NHon=voluntary .eeseeceesoannsncsscrans 46.2 49.6 45.3 52.2 47.6 51.0
TOTAL covevevsesonsosannnsonsncans 100.0 100.0 160.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Number of clients c.cvivevsenseonsines 286 337 457 565 883 1,411
North Carolina
Yoluntary cecescecssosesansncesnsasens 66.0 65.3 66.5 66.8 75.9 71.0
Non=VOIUNTAry ceioevecnssannssencssnes 34.0 34.7 33.5 33.2 24.1 29.0
0 Getssesentesassanssnnssennss 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Number of clientS cevvevcencensnnasans 150 176 170 184 278 262
Bregon
Voluntary ceeevevsnseecesaessnssnansas 70.2 68.8 76.7 81.4 78.0 69.4
NON-vOIUNLArY .cveevcersvonsnnsoassciin 29.8 31.2 23.3 18.6 22,0 30.6
Ceeeenesssarassainanastarnes 100.0 100. 100.0 100.0 100. 100.0
Number of clients soevuiiasuerensnnnees 121 189 258 307 337 340
Pennsylvania
Voluntary «.evveveesse . 73.5 67.4 73.4 62.1 64.3 70.5
Non-voluntary ..... . 26.5 32.6 26.6 37.9 35.7 29.5
T0 eresenas cesersan . 100.0 100. 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Number of clients vieeveeoeosnsrenians 117 135 177 195 283 522
Texas
Voluntary cevieeeecesnsesonrsessnsnnes 40.6 50.9 51.6 54.5 46.3 37.9
NON=VOIUNLATY sevreserasaconansasesnsn 59.4 49.1 48.4 45.5 53.7 62.1
Vesecesecseriaeraraaserarinn 100.0 100.0 100. 100.0 100.0 100.0
Humber of clientS civvevenssccesnsness 133 17 188 198 294 340

1/ Excludes Connecticut for which data were not collected during the last two years.

NOTE: Based on data from a panel of 596 consistently-reporting drug abuse treatment programs.

SOURCE: Client treatment data provided to the National Institute on Drug Abuse by selected States.
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PRIMARY COCAINE CLIENTS
Table 3.7a Percegt distribution of primary cocaine clients admitted to consistently-reporting

rug abuse treatment programs by secondary drug of abuse and
tertiary drug of abuse at admission: 1979-1984

ALL PROGRAMS IN PANEL

Year of admission
Secondary drug and
tertiary drug .
1979 1980 1981 1982 1983 1984

SECONDARY DRUG
NONE cevvvrnrosenncannsccscscsassnnannss 15.8 16.6 18.8 20.9 21.4 22,0
Heroin ecsesesensoconcsvessosnsasnsasnens 8.9 8.5 7.6 7.3 7.5 7.7
Other opiateS sveeeecccsssnsacacncarases 2.4 3.0 2.6 1.9 1.9 1.6
Marijuana ..scesvesessssnsesasssssserans 33.1 33.0 33.0 34.8 35.5 37.3
Barbiturates eoveseicenssorovanarcoacsncs 4.4 4.0 3.3 2.8 1.9 1.3
AMPhetamings «cvessececssvssasonsssssons 9.5 9.0 8.8 7.1 6.7 5.2
ATCONO] wivvrevcnenarevacsonansvorronsss 10.6 11.4 13.2 14.9 16.4 17.8

Siessranserieveeretr et enierionnne 2.3 2,3 1.8 2.0 2.2 2.7
Other hallucinogens .eececseeseeneansens 4ok 3.1 2.4 2.7 2.0 1.4
TranqQuUiliZers cessisscececsesonssssscsss 2.1 1.9 1.7 1.6 1.8 1.3
Other sedatives .. 6.1 6.5 6.6 3.6 2.4 1.6
Other cvececesvens .6 5 .3 .5 .3 2

TOTAL vuvveennse 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Number of clients ...vveeeecscansaneness 3,713 5,082 7,137 8,258 10,090 14,199
IERTIARY DRUG
HONE vivveerierrnninannesiotannncassannes 44.0 45.8 47.9 52.6 55.4 57.1
HBroin .evvessencenernsessessossssassnns 3.0 2.3 2.1 1.8 1.9 1.7
Other opiates «vevvsveissccraisocnssnsses 1.7 1.7 1.5 1.5 1.1 1.2
MarijUana ..ocevsevsnesvsvecccsssosacssns 18.4 18.3 18.1 14.2 13.6 13.3
Barbiturates secouvesescecccssssonrsneanss 3.6 2.7 2,3 1.8 1.4 1.1
Amphetamines .ccsvesescescesassasnassnns 4.1 4.3 3.6 3.4 2.8 2.4
ATCohol t.iiviriiecesorennrennsransnnns 15.0 16.4 16.9 15.0 17.3 18.4

“evessartsevsesaresarsesianateisanes 1.5 1.3 1.1 .9 .8 7
Dther hallucinogens ..cveeeseercnsacsnns 4.1 2.9 2.3 2.1 2.0 1.4
TranguilizersS coeeceescscscscsnss .. 1.8 1.7 1.4 1.3 1.4 1.2
Other sedatives . .o 2.3 2.3 2.5 2.0 1.8 1.2
Other ...veevees . . 5 b b 4 5 .3

TOTAL ceevvennns ceens . 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Number of clients ..ecveevennesnnscnsas 3,715 5,071 | 7,129 8,249 10,101 14,205

i

NOTE: Based on data from a panel of 596 consistently-reporting drug abuse treatment programs.
SOURCE: Client treatment data provided to the National Institute on Drug Abuse by selected States.
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Table 3.7b Percent distribution of primary cocaine clients admitted to consistent
treatment programs by secondary drug of abuse according to State: 1

PRIMARY COCAINE CLIENTS

-reporting drug abuse

;;9-1984

Secondary drug

Year of admission

1979

1980

1981

1982

1983

1984

California

PCP vsune .. .
Bther secondary drugs (residual)
TOTAL sicvecvnsncncsoscacansasorsanne

Number of clients cecevncereencecnene
Colorado

NOM® tocececvnarossarsasnssssnssnssnscnses
HOrOIN sevosnannsscanssssasonscssvonssanse
Harijtéang
AMphetamines ...vooereeavssssvsansosnnane
ATCONOT coevearsencscantnscannsrsosnsnns

Other secondary drugs'(F;sidual) crsnse
TOTAL soveveavnssonsarcsnnsass

Number of clientS ceceeseceossncscsne
Connecticut

HOME scovscsnnencncncroscncssnscscansns
HOroIN covivesrioeancnssonsossssssnseonns
::;;ggan? Sesessassessaessescsssasssass

AMINGS sceveesssscassrsrsaossccas
ATCONOT cvevrenensoroncscnsonessnssesas
0t¥8¥ secondary drugs (residual) ......

Number of clients ..eececncnsossecese
Florida

NOME .eoviveonavevasanssvsrasnsnnsssans
Heroin ..
ma\éang .
amines .
Alcohol ...... . ..
Ot?a?Asecondary drugs (residual)

Number of clients .veeeesisecesocssens
Georgia

HOPE convincrrinacnonsnsoraonessssnnness
HBroiN coveiiencnicnccssrnescsinsoranans
Marijgang veseessseesarseesasssseenenass
Amphetamines ...vscesnssssvesccnnsrssnes
A1COhOY ivvenriovonrannrennrnesnansnaas
0t¥a; secondary drugs (residual) .......

Number fo clientS cieeeecvcccsenvnsnns
I1linois

Haroin ...
Marijuana ....
Amphetamines ...ccseeescnssessccaasscanes
ATCORCT tiviunsrencnsnasrncannraansinnne
Dt?a; secondary drugs {residual} .......

Number of clients cceeeveccressnsonses
Maryland

NOMG covsvcrcvornsisnnasssasonansnssnsan
HOroin .ovceeascscsecsnscsavssasncssconns
Marijuana seoeersnsncsescssnsnsscasesons

Alcohol iviinnensnesrnsnsccsnsanancsnns

P sesesetsaresenarrsrsarredarens aese
0t¥8; secondary drugs (residual) e

Number of clients ccevecsvncrisnnnsone
Massachusetts

NON® vosuernnvsvnansnssasnenanresnsssnans

HBroiN coveiicensennnsnensonscsnsaasssnns

Other opiates c.cveeretecsesnssssssnasns
Marijuana voisecessssasocsnsssccasvnncas

col s eeearessansnsessnnsreeranasans
nt¥g; secondary drugs (residual) .......

Number of clients cocsnvsnsronsrsnnes

See fnotnotes at end of table.
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PRIMARY COCAINE CLIENTS

Table 3.7b Percerit distribution of primary cocaine clients admitted to consistently-re
treatment programs by secondary drug of abuse according to State: 1979-1984 -

B

orting drug abuse

ontinued

Secondary drug

Year of admission

1979 1980 1981 1982 1983 1984
Missouri
None ..... 11.0 21.6 27.3 8.9 7.8 26.6
Heroin ... 7.3 1.4 5.5 16.1 19.5 9.6
Marijuana . 26.8 37.8 29.1 39.3 39.0 39.4
Anphetam1nes aes 11.0 10.8 9.1 1.8 10.4 7.4
AICOhOT cieerennanse . 6.1 9.5 12,7 12.5 5,2 6.4
Other secondary drugs (resrdual) sesensn 37.8 18.9 16.3 21.4 18.1 10.6
TOT enesbesrvusesaseseacteessas i 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.90
Number Of clientS soveeiencsonsscasasns 82 74 55 56 77 94
Nevada
NOME civeavnnesosesenssenssosassesennnes 32.3 30.8 37.5 58.0 46.7 28.6
HEroiN sicovsorsanescorcsncssacsnsasaons 9.7 9.6 12.5 2.5 2.2 1.8
MarijUaNa sescesussesvrocscrcssrvassvssoss 22.6 9.6 14.8 9.9 17.8 32.1
ATCONOY tiernenasersesiansncasresarssscas 3.2 9.6 13.6 11.1 11.1 25.0
Other SedativesS ..ceerssseseosssessonses 19.4 11.5 10.2 1.2 2,2 7.1
Other secondary drugs (residual) . 12.8 28.9 11.4 17.3 20.0 5.4
TOT sreesssssessensenseetanenn 100.0 100.9 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Number of clientS .eoveacisnsesssscnnn 31 52 88 81 45 56
New Jersey
NON@ tevrnnceessvssvnnsavanconseosssssans 12.4 11.5 13.3 14,3 15.2 17.4
HOroin svvenssnessconcsnancss 14.8 18.6 17.7 13.6 11.9 12.6
Marijuana «icovseetscisoencrcnnssnannis 36.2 35.1 36.3 37.9 37.9 38.3
Amphetamines ...eovciconseccsncncrisenns 5.2 8.6 8.1 8.7 7.8 6.9
Alcohol civeisrnenancees sesiressans 11.0 9.1 11.4 10.8 11.7 11.9
Other secondary drugs {residuaii seiiiis 20.4 17.1 13.2 14.7 15.5 12.9
TOT, sseessesaaessssshansrsrarses s 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100,.0
Number of clients c.evvecocnseacsnsnce 29 339 457 565 882 1,411
North Caralina
NONE tvesseconnsacivesannossssanssassance 6.7 5.1 1i.2 14,1 23.4 18,3
12.7 8.5 14.1 10.9 6.1 6.5
46.7 42.0 28.8 39.1 34.2 43.5
. 7.3 5.7 13.5 4.9 5.8 6.9
. . . 7.3 6.3 5.9 7.6 10.4 12,2
Other secondary drugs {residuai) . 19.3 32.4 26.5 23,4 20.1 12.¢
TOTAL ¢oveevosoesnennsnansnons . 100.0 100,0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Number of C1ientS cvesieveccscssancose 150 176 170 184 278 262
Oregon
NONE svcavasescsovossensnsssnssesrassnes 28.9 25,9 24,6 26.4 16.9 11.5
HEroIn +ouveviosersoncanacerassanasosasns a.3 5.8 6.5 4.2 3.3 2,6
Marijuana ooeveeensninrrccsviinenssonns 17.4 23.8 24,2 30.0 36.2 34.4
AMphetamings «vceeececcasscsorsacsconsss 20.7. 12.7 16.2 12.7 12,5 12.9
ATCONO] tieevnnnorrovronncnsrossorssannns 18.2 15.3 14.6 19.2 24,3 34.1
Other secondary drugs (residual) ....... 11.5 16.5 13.9 7.5 6.8 4.5
TOTAL covsssssnsncnsesnasnssrnnasossnns 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
NHumber of ClientS civcseisnviaessnasss 121 189 260 307 337 340
Pennsylvania
None .... 16.5 8.8 12.9 17.4 19.1 20.5
Heroin .. 5.2 2.9 7.9 5.1 10.6 9.0
Marijuana .coeeus 32.2 33.1 31.5 34.4 26,5 32.4
Amphetamines .. 17.4 21,3 17.4 9.7 12.7 11.9
ATcohol sevevvnenannans . 11.3 20.6 19.7 16.9 21.9 16.5
Other secondary drugs (residual) «eeuess 17.4 13.3 10.6 16.5 9,2 9.7
TOT cesasveaesstsrasanbseseiitaniaba 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Number of Clients coveevesanacssonsans 115 136 17 195 283 521
Texas
NONE tevsvosacnsusssonssnsosinsnnrossons 9.0 17.5 20.2 18.7 26.9 20,2
Heroin cueeeoeeenrenonearecnsenrocsnenss 7.5 7.6 3.7 3.0 5.1 2.9
Marijuana sevecesscnsesssorannescsancsas 42.9 30.4 34.0 42,4 40,5 39.9
AmphetaminesS seccesscasesresssssccssosas 21.8 22,8 21.3 19.7 14.3 21.1
ATEONOT vivevonnonsenssnersnnessinsnocas 1.5 3.5 3.7 4.0 b4 8.5
Other secondary drugs (residual) cerenis 17.3 18.2 17.1 12.2 8.8 7.4
TOT O S S T 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Humber of clients vievevrencnncssnnnee 133 171 188 198 294 341

NDTE: Based on data from a panel of 596 consistently-reporting drug abuse treatment programs.

SOURCE: Client treatment data provided to the National Institute on Drug Abuse by selected States.
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APPENDIX A

SUPPLEMENTARY TABLES FOR ALL COCAINE CLIENTS
(PRIMARY, SECONDARY OR TERTIARY)

Table A.1 Number of all cocaine (primary, secondary, tertiary)
clients admitted to consistently-reporting drug abuse

treatment programs by State: 1979-1984

Year of admission
State \
1979 1980 1981 1982 1983 1984

ALL PROGRAMS

IN PANEL 16,020 20,474 22,5638 23,676 26,283 32,321
California 3,650 4,700 6,122 6,559 7,482 9,875
Coiorado 258 346 442 554 614 536
Connecticut 1,825 2,168 2,541 2,129 2,265 2,571
Florida 2,131 2,280 2,714 2,885 3,016 3,886
Georgia 351 527 805 779 845 1,046
lllinois 735 935 1,297 1,255 1,685 2,294
Maryland 900 1,192 1,365 2,109 2,468 3,499
Massachusetts 533 773 865 1,140 1,424 762
Missouri 252 232 191 227 243 298
Nevada 126 164 183 150 114 124
New Jersey 3,643 5,283 3,874 3,640 3,519 4,248
North Carolina 471 519 514 510 610 474
Oregon 224 326 412 484 B37 561
Pennsylvania 453 582 705 701 881 1,342
Texas 468 447 498 554 680 805

NOTE: Based on data from a panel of 596 consistently-reporting drug abuse treatment

programs.

SOURCE: Client treatment data provided to the National Institute on Drug Abuse by

selected States.
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ALL CDCAINE (PRIMARY, SECONDARY, TERTIARY) CLIENTS

Table A.2 Percent distribution of all cocaine (primary, Secondary, tertiary) clients admitted to consistently-
reporting drug abuse treatment programs by sex according to State: 1979-1984

State and sex

Year of admission

1979 1980 1981 1982 1983 1984
ALL PROGRAMS IN PANEL
Male vivevesronsncanvnsassinnsncnennes 75.5 74.1 73.1 72.7 72.0 71.0
FEMale sveteenevnossnassosnsessonscans 24,5 25.9 26.9 27.3 28.0 29.0
TOTAL sevvveevnnnonenncsensnannas 100.0 100. 100, 100. 100. 100.0
Number of clients c.ieeeesnciernnsrans 16,014 20,469 22,537 23,669 26,274 32,313
California
Male tocvverennnans .. . 73.4 72.6 71.8 70.0 67.2 64.5
Female ,.... 26,6 27.4 28.2 30.0 32.8 35.5
TOTAL .... 100.0 100.0 100. 100. 100, 100.0
Number of Clients .ecvviesvnvocsovnnnes 3,649 4,699 6,122 6,558 7,482 9,874
Colorado
Male tevieitnneseisnsrenecnsansarannnns 71.3 76.6 76.5 75.1 71.3 70.3
FEMAle tveveveavensrrasnsasssstonsnons 28.7 23.4 23.5 24.9 28,7 29.7
T revsssestereasieasanaarnn 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Number of clients «covvvevcoocrncnnens 258 346 442 554 614 535
Connecticut
Male ..... 80.7 77.8 76.5 4.7 75.3 74.0
Female ..... 19.3 22,2 23.5 25,3 24.7 26,0
TOTAL 100.0 100.0 100.0 100,0 100. 100.
Number of clientS ...vevecnncsnerenans 1,825 2,168 2,541 2,128 2,265 2,571
Florida
Male coveereeersnesssanasssarsosnannas 72.9 70.5 66.1 70.3 72.0 72.8
FEMale cveenveansesvannsonansssssnnoeee 27.1 29.5 33.9 29.7 28.0 27.2
Pesssesanasasasessanssranan 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Number of clientS «civecencsnseannnses 2,130 2,276 2,714 2,884 3,009 3,882
Georgia
Male ..... 76.1 69.1 70.8 71.0 71.4 73.4
Female ... 23.9 30.9 29.2 29,0 28.6 26.6
100.0 100, 100. 100.0 100.0 100.0
Number of clientS civvveeeveversvanaes 351 527 805 779 845 1,046
INlinois
Male covveveinsnenninnoesnsesennsonnns 71.3 74.2 73.6 72.7 68.2 71.1
1€ svennvionnsenvnsassanersenannoss 28,7 25.8 26.4 27.3 31.8 28.9
teaseecsraessasstateraanas 100.0 100, 100. 100. 100, 100.0
Numbar of clients .i.vvvvencosceccnonss 735 935 1,297 1,255 1,585 2,29
Maryland
Male voveeireirenteicinnessenconncenens 80.7 79.0 77.5 78.0 76.3 4.4
FEMATe coevenovnnenrscincnsssncsosnoas 19.3 21.0 22.5 22.0 23,7 25.6
TOTAL tevvvenesnovasonorasinnenen 100.0 100.0 100.0 100. 100. 100.0
Number of clients .viveerveceressnnnes 900 1,192 1,365 2,109 2,468 3,499

See footnotes at end of table.
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ALL COCAINE (PRIMARY, SECONDARY, TERTIARY) CLIENTS

Table A.2 Percent distribution of all cocaine (primary, secondary, tertiary) clients admitted to consistently-
reporting drug abuse treatment programs by Sex according to State: 1979-1984 - Continued

Year of admission
State and sex
1979 1980 1981 1982 1983 1984
Massachusetts
Male sevsesnssannsssasanonssvsensnanns 73.4 71.2 73.7 T4.6 72.9 71.1
@MAT® L.sererrisncscscrossaancesrnnon 26.6 28,8 26.3 25, 4 27.1 28.9
TOTAL cevcinnnncccsnansesostnnnss 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Number of clients seceverecacsncsoanss 533 773 864 1,137 1,422 762
Missouri
MAle covvesevenronsonnsnsssssssssncans 76.5 82.8 75.9 73.1 77.0 79.2
@ sesessreciose . 23.5 | 17.2 24.1 26,9 23.0 20, 8
L covensecosscncnonnsne 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100,0 100.0
Number of clients ..ccvevvvnsvscensunss 251 232 191 227 243 298
Nevada
MalB svevensonciosorsancossansnsascsanss 70.6 68.3 64.2 67.3 66.7 66.1
Femala s.ccceerescacsocnsnosassosnosan 29.4 31.7 35.8 32.7 33. 3 33.9
TOTAL ceennnenncooscacnnnsnnsvnre 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Number of clients «veeeveenvscsncsnsns 126 164 193 150 114 124
New Jersey
HBTE vrsueenennnensnsnosssensnnareesss 75.4 73.7 75.5 73.8 75.6 75.6
FOmale .ceoeooeesenssssssncensassesannes 24,6 26,3 24, 5 26.2 24.4 24.4
TOTAL coveevevocnnnvassacassnsans 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Kumber of ClienNtS cvevevseconcsscesnsa 3,640 5,283 3,874 3,639 3,519 4,248
North Carolina
Male .iieeeecvencrrssnosssenssaasnsanse 82.0 81.9 76.3 77.3 75.6 73.8
EMATE sucvrrrrercassscnsrsnesssocnsans 18.0 18.1 23.7 22.7 24 .4 26, 2
TOTAL sovnvncnesesennnrncnssansas 100.0 100.0 100,0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Number of clients .civevevsovsoesncnsa 471 519 514 510 610 474
Oregon
Male tiereesravisncorsesnrosnsasnsssns 73.7 73.3 72.6 71.9 73.4 68.3
FOmale svevencseasonasoessnsnosoncnnans 26.3 26,7 27.4 28.1 26.6 31.7
TOTAL ccvnseansvccascnsrscnsosnns 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 106.0 100.0
Humber of clients .vvveceecvnroosnsnne 224 326 412 484 537 561
Pennsylvania
MaTe sivevvaronnsrasencrnsnsosssesnsne 77.3 81.1 76.5 76.2 7.4 77.8
Female ..eeevnsnesnccssrcassrsnnnnnses 22.7 18.9 23.5 23.8 22.6 22,2
TOTAL couvvnenercnssossvosvonsans 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Number of CLIONES teeveernernrencnases 453 582 705 701 881 1,342
Texas
Male svivveecnsocnnrenronassoscaesannan 79.7 72.3 73.1 72.9 76.5 77.1
FOmMAle soetacorenssescanscnnsenssanses 20.3 27.7 26.9 27.1 23.5 22,9
TOTAL veeceevcrccsnananosonnsanas 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Number of clientS .ccevevesvanssvrsnsas 468 447 498 554 680 803

NOTE: Based on data from a panel of 596 consistently-reporting drug abuse treatment programs.
SOURCE: Client treatment data provided to the National Institute on Drug Abuse by selected States.
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ALL COCAINE (PRIMARY, SECONDARY, TERTIARY) CLIENTS

Table A.3 Percent distribution of all cocaine (primary, secondary, tertiary) clients admitted to consistently-
reporting drug abuse treatment programs by race/ethnicity according to State: 1979-1984

Year of admission
State and race/ethnicity
1979 1980 1981 1982 1983 1984
ALL PROGRAMS IN PANEL
HNTE@ soveececsnsncncsnossansnsrnnonns 49.3 48.4 54.0 54.1 52.8 50.8
Black 42.3 43.3 37.5 37.1 36.7 38.3
Hispanic .. 7.7 7.5 7.8 7.9 9.6 10.0
Other races .6 .8 7 .9 .9 .9
T0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Humber of ClientsS ..veeescnsossoncsnss 16,016 20,468 22,533 23,668 26,269 32,311
California
Rhite cvveeceeerecerocsrsasscecsnnenns 60.2 61.1 62.3 61.1 56.8 51.5
BlacK sevesecenoasesnssnsnesssannnnasns 28.5 27.6 26.5 25.4 27.2 32.1
HISPANiC seeveeeccecesccrancssesnnnncs 9.4 8.9 9.3 10.8 13.5 14.3
Other races ciceiesessasossrerevaneeans 1.9 2.4 1.9 2.7 2.4 2.1
T0 srseacsaseanscasssenssnssans 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Number of Clients ..veeecensvesnsannas 3,650 4,699 6,120 6,558 7,475 9,874
Colorado
Hhite .... 81.8 84.7 85.0 87.3 79.7 83.1
Black vuvve 7.0 6.9 7.5 7.6 10.3 7.7
Hispanic ..... 10.1 6.6 6.3 4.3 9.3 7.1
Other races .. 1.2 1.7 1.1 .7 .7 2.1
JO sesase 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100,0
Number of ClientS ..ueeviceevsnesannss 258 346 441 552 612 534
Connecticut
Hhit@ covevcoerniarrorenssncesassnnsnss 43.0 42.8 47.3 51.9 47.9 51.1
Black sueveeessessoonssassnasocnsnnans hb . 4 46.1 40.6 36.5 35.5 32.4
HISPANIC vevevorosnencecannnsosrnnssas 12.1 10.9 11.9 11.3 16.1 16.1
Dther races seveseseessovessscscnsoans .5 . . .2 . 5
TOT sedessssssassacsreranansnins 100.0 100.0 100.0 100,0 100.0 100.0
Number of clients ..iveiveesnssesansase 1,824 2,167 2,541 2,129 2,264 2,571
Florida
HNite cuvcuvocrcncscncrasssccnnsarsonee 57.8 61.6 58.4 56.0 57.5 61.8
Black ... 36.7 32.5 34.4 36.5 32.8 29.5
Hispanic ... . 5.4 5.7 7.0 7.3 9.5 8.6
Other races .veeseneessn * .3 .3 .2 .2 2
OTAL cevievenesateacnntsnancannes 100.90 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Nusnber of ClientS .sveevevsescascresans 2,130 2,279 2,713 2,884 3,015 3,881
Georgia
Hhite suvvereseveecncrencnncennnsnsnns 43,3 43.1 41.5 38.0 40.9 46.3
B1ack seseseasesscesnnsnsssesancssnass 56,4 55.6 58.4 61.7 58.8 53.1
HiSPanicC coveecrcesscecsncsavssssanssns . 1.1 .1 .3 .2 .3
Bther races c.cieeeccecenaressssnsnnse - .2 - - .1 o4
TOTAL cvevecencenernonsnasscassans 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Number of clients «iuesecesnscsesnaress 351 527 805 779 844 1,046
INinois
White vovvecvscersnensssnsvssnsosnensne 52.5 43.5 46.6 39.1 38.8 42.4
BIack sosaceceecssnsanssnssossarnnnnanss 43.0 51.6 48.3 56.7 55.3 50.7
HISpanic sveeescesecsoressnossnsonnnnss 3.9 4.6 &, 4,9 5.6 6.5
Other races scoviseionsesososonsessnans 3 .3 . .3 .3 b
T0 Vesssesesssensatensessineans 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Number of clientS c.ocevcncesnvsnonesns 735 935 1,297 1,255 1,585 2,2%
Maryland
Hhite sovuesernninanasncannsrvensannane 55.4 51.3 51.1 46.7 45.6 38.8
Black iiivvrinennnnicisiiiiniiocinenns 43.7 48.0 47.7 52.9 53.4 60.5
HISPANIC sevensecresesvsncsnsnnnannsas . 5 .8 .3 . .5
Other races «.covieeeescrnocrsosnssnss . .3 b .1 .3 .2
TOT tesssusesreresracsnceasrrent 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Number of clients .ieveeiieesnnaonesee 900 1,192 1,365 2,109 2,468 3,499

Sce footnotes at end of table.
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ALL COCAINE (PRIMARY, SECONDARY, TERTIARY) CLIENTS

Table A.3 Percent distribution of all cocaine (primary, secondary, tertiary) clients admitted to consistently-
reporting drug abuse treatment programs by race/ethnicity according to State: 1979-1984 - Continued

State and race/ethnicity

Year of admission

1979 1980 1981 1982 1983 1984
Massachusetts
Rhite .... . 59.3 59.5 62.3 67.0 69.7 69.3
Black ...+ . 31.5 34.3 29.6 25,0 22.5 20.4
Hispanic .. . 9.2 6.1 7.9 7.6 7.7 10.1
Other races . - .1 ] 4 .1 .
TOTAL veevsves . 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Number of C11ents «.evevressnssnonsess 533 772 865 1,140 1,422 760
Missouri
Hhite ciovrvosnrsnsnsrarssnsserscanines 46.8 54.3 38.2 40,1 35.8 34,6
BIBEK corecesvasacsonasnssosssassannss 51.2 45.3 61.3 59.9 63.8 63.4
HiSPANIC ceesernceonrsncrniseassasansas 2.0 b .5 - b 1.7
Other races «coiviveserssncesesoenssnnns - - - - - .3
TO eemsuenssnensrsntsareraanns 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Number of CTientsS .veavecsnesvescnsase 252 232 191 227 243 298
Nevada
Hhite .. . 7.4 81.7 77.2 4.7 72.8 81.5
Black ... . 23.0 14.0 17.1 17.3 20.2 15.3
Hispanic . . 4.8 1.8 5.7 6.0 6.1 3.2
Other races .... .e .B 2.4 - 2,0 .9 -
TOTAL coevnunincndsnncnsonesssncene 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Number of Clients secevceoscnsasnsnnse 126 164 193 150 114 124
New Jersey
Hhite sveiceeseinsnnscnicnsnrnsnsnnsnsns 25.5 25,2 37.6 41,2 43.2 45,7
BIBCK sosevesssnnessonsnessssssasennse 64.8 64,9 51, 47, 45.3 42.8
HiSPANiC coersvevonsssansnvsncsssannes 9.6 9.8 10.6 10.8 11.3 11.4
Oth®r Irace5 cccrvsssncncasrasensrasone .1 .1 . . . W1
T0 Gessesasecanaretancssrnnaanse 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Number of ClIeNtS cvevevesscanssenncas 3,641 5,281 3,873 3,638 3,519 4,248
North Carolina
Mhite covuvnncoeiseesnsacnorvanansenes 46.5 44,7 52.5 46.5 49.2 51.3
Black coeevsnencesovans ceean 53.1 54.7 46.9 52.9 50.2 47.9
HiSpanic suseisssssersonnsesnssssnsssns . .2 .6 .2 .2 .2
Other races ceevececessencscanssnsrnne . b - 4 5 .6
T0 sesseasvensuenscararsatarsns 107.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Number of clients .vvriercecsncsesnanes 471 519 514 510 610 474
Oregon
Hhite civvverecrserssncrvnnsnessesncans 90.2 92.3 91.7 91.9 90.3 92.2
BlACK suevesrossnessnansesosaasssannas 5.4 2.8 5.1 5.4 6.5 4.6
HisSpanic seevenevcanees veses 1.3 .9 2.2 1.2 1.7 1.6
Other races scovsveeess crres 3.1 4.0 1.0 1.5 1.5 1.6
T0 seseassesranas seaes 100.0 109.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Number of clients .veceuercsonscsinnne 224 326 412 482 537 561
Pannsylvania
White cieiierncnncssnsnnesosanssssness 57.4 48.8 47.5 46,6 41,4 35.9
BIACK svcavanrsnceresrassnncassnsainns 40.8 48.1 48,2 48.4 52.7 55.9
HISpaNIC cvoevenvocnnnsnnrnnsasnsensas 1.5 2.9 4,0 4.7 5.7 7.8
Other races soeesaseercoarssasasenanssns W2 .2 .3 .3 .2 b
TOTAL ceenvrenroennvannnnosssnsnse 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Number of clients cuvevvecevecnsonnsss 453 582 705 701 881 1,342
Texas
Hhite cooveceonsososnecnscsnsccosnonns 65,0 67.3 69.5 63.2 59.0 57.4
BlACK toeevscoannsasnse cevse 20.1 15.7 16.9 21.5 24.0 20.6
HiSpanic ceveves ces 15.0 16.3 12.7 15,2 17.1 21,7
Other races ... e - . 1.0 .2 - 2
T0 tessenattrnans cesns 100.0 100.0 100.0 100,0 100.0 100.0
Number of clients svvvenveeraviscecens 468 447 498 564 680 805

NOTE: Based on data from a panel of 596 consistentiy-reporting drug abuse treatment programs.

SOURCE: Client treatment data provided to the Natiomal Institute on Drug Abuse by selected States.
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ALL COCAINE (PRIMARY, SECOWDARY, TERTIARY) CLIENTS

Table A.4 Percent distribution of all cocaine (primary, secondary, tertiary) clients admitted to consistently-
reporting drug abuse treatment programs by age and mean age according to State: 1979-1984

Yaar of admission
State and age at admission
1979 1980 1981 1982 1983 1984
ALL STATES IN PANEL
YOUth tovvvrnsasnssnnasnsesconnnenesnss 8.1 5.7 4.9 4.3 3.3 3.9
.2 .1 .1 .1 .1 %
. 2.2 1.3 .9 .9 .6 .9
1617 cveecrnnsoes seseasernsese 5.6 4.4 3.9 3.3 2.6 3.0
Young adulitsS seeereneranasassecsvessse 41.7 39.1 37.9 36.4 34.7 33.5
18-21 veevensavenrsssanasesasesnsane 16.4 15.2 14.6 13.6 12.4 11.9
22-25 Jisenvacncsennsesnosercaananie 25.3 23.9 23.3 22.8 22.2 21.7
Dider adults seescenrnvorcoscncnsesans 50.2 55.2 57.2 59.3 62.0 62.5
2634 t.vesecserriansassasesannesens 40.2 44,3 45.7 46.3 46.8 46.3
35 aNd OVOr seeverrnsrnercsansennnns 10.0 10.9 11.5 13.0 15,2 16.2
TOTAL suvvironuennnncnsncosansss 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100,0 100.0
Number of clients cvciveiseracecnsacens 16,000 20,455 22,521 23,653 26,269 32,300
Mean age ..ocecevcvnsnses 26.3 27.0 27.2 27.6 28,1 28.2
Number of clients ...s.us 16,000 20,455 22,521 23,653 26,269 32,300
Califernia
Mean age .ecssvnscenrssesssassnasesess 26,2 26.6 27.3 27.5 28,2 28.2
Number of clientS coceecessscanrrevens 3,647 4,695 6,120 6,557 7,480 9,874
Colorado
Mean 398 cesevscsvsasssossrssssansases 25.2 25,1 27.7 27.9 2B.4 29.1
Number of clientS scvevrcecncacrcnennes 258 346 439 553 613 535
Connecticut
Mean Age ...ceceescnscrrovcssrnrnaraes 26.8 27.1 27.6 27.4 28,5 28.6
Number of ClientS c.csesesacesnsereans 1,824 2,167 2,540 2,129 2,264 2,571
Florida
Mean age ..seiesnnsa seescernarenass 23.3 24,8 25.7 26.6 26.9 26,5
Rumber of c1iants .c.veesosessesssanas 2,121 2,274 2,711 2,880 3,009 3,875
Georgia
MEAN Qe serssvvesraanesvssassaniannns 27.2 27.3 28.2 28.9 29.3 28.8
Humber of clients «..icveceascanasenees 347 527 805 779 845 1,045
I1Vinois
Mean 30€ ..sssssacsvscsnssesssansnrane 26.5 27.7 28.3 29.6 30.1 29.9
Number of clientS coiviesececrsnsensnes 734 934 1,295 1,253 1,584 2,291
Maryland
MeaNn AGe ...eeesisrasensersssansannnes 25.7 26,2 26.5 27.3 27.8 28.1
Humber of clients cuieesassvesnnsensns 900 1,192 1,363 2,109 2,468 3,499
Massachusetts
MEAN AG8 ..cceosrcransrnersssssnranese 25.5 25,6 26.2 27.3 26.9 27.4
Number of clients s.ceeseccncacssnrins 533 771 864 1,132 1,422 759
Missouri
Mean 3ge ...cesescsnsrrnoncncrcasunnss 26.8 26,6 27.0 28.6 29.2 29.1
Number of clients .. censnesens 251 232 191 227 243 298
Nevada
MEaAN Qe isssevocssnsenssacscsnsonsons 23.1 23.2 26.1 25.6 25.2 26.0
Number of clients c.cevevsacscanscnesns 126 164 192 150 114 124
New Jersey
Hean 3ge .vvscsvrssennrsssesonnasasnas 28.3 28,8 28.1 28.3 28.4 28.6
Number of clients ...cvvvsnnocnssanses 3,643 5,280 3,873 3,636 3,519 4,247
Morth Carolina
Mean age ....ciscessrinasensrerioscans 25.8 25.9 26.8 27.7 28.2 28.0
Number of clients .v.ovsvensscrcicenes 471 519 514 510 610 474
Oregon
Mean Age ...ccevecvrscerorsscsnsnrnnss 25.3 26.1 26.0 26.4 27.3 27.3
Number of clientS coeivsecncrcncecnnns 224 325 412 484 537 561
Pennsylivania
Mean AQge ..seevsescsrcssesssarisnrrnns 25,3 26.8 27.6 27.9 28.2 29.0
Number of clients sevvvevnesss 453 582 705 701 881 1,342
Texas
Mean AQge ..iseescsvanssssaccecasensnase 26,6 26.2 26.3 27.4 28.2 28.6
Number of clients cveeevocesssernevans 468 h47 497 553 680 805

NOTE: Based on data from a panel of 596 consistently-reporting drug abuse treatment programs.
SOURCE: Client treatment data provided to the National Institute on Drug Abuse by selected States.
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ALL COCAINE (PRIMARY, SECONDARY, TERTIARY) CLIENTS

Table A.5 Percent distribution of all cocaine (primary, secondary, tertiary) clients admitted to consistently-
reporting drug abuse treatment programs by urpioyment status according to State: 1979-1984 1/

Year of admission
IStatetang ¢
oyment status
orp oyme 1979 1980 1981 1982 1983 1984
ALL PROGRAMS IN PANEL
Unemployed, not seeking werk .. 46.4 48, 47.9 47.5 &7 .4 46.1
Unemployed, seeking work . 17.2 18.3 18.6 19.1 18.3 16.6
Enploaed tecescssrnsacsnnn . 36.3 .3 33.5 33.4 34,4 37.3
TOTAL veeevsnvennansns . 100,0 100.0 100.0 100.0 .0 100.0
Number of clients ..ccvvrieveiiernnees 14,638 19,239 21,39 22,621 25,3711 30,996
California
Unemployed, not seeking work ......... 50.0 49.5 48, 45.7 43.7 44,7
Unemployed, seeking work .....c.oeeve. 13.5 15.0 16.4 15.8 21.0 20.0
EmloEed S 36.5 35.5 35.2 34.5 35.3 35.3
TOT [ A 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Number of clients .oeeevesninressenees 3,433 4,459 5,877 6,278 7,240 9,562
Colorado
Unemployed, not seeking work 36.2 27.6 31.8 30.5 36.7 29.6
Unamployed, sesking work . 13.6 23.2 16.9 13.7 15.0 12.2
EMployed ceoverreecscnsen 50.2 49,2 51.3 55.8 48.3 58.1
TOTAL sevenvevevenes 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Number of clientS seveveorsncnssvcnanss 243 319 425 534 605 523
Connecticut )
Unemployed, not seeking work «........ 52.3 54.7 60.2 62.6 65.2 63.1
Unemployed, seeking wWork ....cceseeess 15.5 15.2 12.8 4.4 12.2 10.4
EnploEed 2.1 30.1 27.0 23.0 22.5 26.6
TOTAL seveersnecscsrosnnarcsonanns 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Number of ClIeNtS veceeersernssrsnenss 1,706 2,066 2,455 2,052 2,223 2,492
Florida
Unemployed, not seeking work .. 46,2 51.8 48.1 48.4 48.0 47.5
Unemplioyed, seeking work ...... 12.2 14.9 16.6 15.2 11,1 9.4
Enploged 41.6 33.4 35.3 36.4 40.9 43.1
TOTAL sevevesvesavesnnsnnssncscnas 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Number of ClH@NES veveeeevrvencosenens 1,568 1,910 2,371 2,661 2,789 3,519
Georgia
Unemployed, not seeking work ......... 4.9 6.0 7.8 37.8 46.7 42.3
Unemployed, seeking WOrK c.ceeesnesens 58.3 66.9 58.9 27.3 18.3 14.7
Enplosed............................. 36.8 27.2 33.3 34.9 35.0 43.0
TOTAL vevnnvsrioncsncsansnaronsnas 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Number of clients «..eeciesercsronsnes 307 486 786 770 824 1,020
INinois
Unemployed, not seeking work . 58.3 61.6 56.0 58.8 63.0 61.5
Unempioyed, seeking work .... . 14.9 15.8 17.4 16.4 14.5 2.3
Emploéed teesserssnaseesns . 26.8 22,7 26.6 24.8 22,6 26,2
0T vesssrsersssussanns .. 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Number of clients .vececescanscsnnnass 671 869 1,224 1,209 1,552 2,203
Maryland
Unemployed, not seeking work ......... 41.4 42,3 40.6 41.3 bh. 4 41.3
Unemployed, Seeking WOFK ...covsvsseeas 13.4 12,5 14,6 19.6 17.5 17.3
EmploEed 45,2 45,2 44,7 39.1 38.0 41.4
TOTAL ceeernassrcennnssnscssossans 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Number of Clients vieeecevasnservovans 831 1,109 1,270 2,013 2,387 3,356

See footnotes at end of table.
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ALL COCAINE (PRIMARY, SECONDARY, TERTIARY) CLIENTS

Table A.5 Percent distribution of all cocaine (primary, secondary, tertiary) clients admitted to consistenily-
reporting drug abuse treatment programs by employment status according to State: 1979-1984 1/ - Continued

Year of admission
]Statetang ¢
nt status
enployme 1979 1980 1981 1982 1983 1984
Massachusetts
Unemployed, not seeking work . 51.9 58.0 53.0 52.7 56.5 54.5
Unemployed, seeking work .... . 14,0 12.2 19.3 14.6 11.5 11.5
Employed sevceveccnscnccocnee . 34.1 29.8 21.7 32.7 32.0 34.1
TETAL Cesesbascesnanvaasnrsrsrans 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Number of c1i6NES seoesenvernrescacnne 501 719 827 1,083 1,379 740
Missourt
Unemployed, not saeking work ...eceese 36.2 41.5 40.1 42.7 53.8 38.0
Unemployed, seeking work ...... 24,2 22,3 23.1 24,1 18.2 21.0
Employed cocecevsssnccscnennnns 39.6 36.2 36.8 33.2 28.0 41.0
TETAL teecsessrorsasansssrsananans 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Number of clients ceevvscvecerncocesss 240 224 182 220 236 295
Nevada
Unemployed, not seeking work ......... 54.1 47.7 40.4 43.2 36.4 23.4
Unemployed, seeKing work .e.escosssses 12,2 17.7 25,7 25.2 27.3 28.0
EMployed ciceeeesvacosianntonssnscnnss 33.7 34.6 33,9 31.7 36.4 48.6
TET teesesrestecasrreesrsenennss 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Numbar of clientS .vecevrsrcrssssarsas 98 130 171 139 99 107
New Jersey
Unemployad, not seeking work ..ccese.. 44.3 48.0 50.0 47.7 42.6 41.4
Unemployed, sesking Work .....ceveeses 21.4 21.2 19.2 21.0 2,8 17.0
Emploged P T T, 34.4 30.8 30.8 31.3 34.6 &£1.5
TOTAL sivivesnsnnsncnsnonnsenannss 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 160.0 100.0
Number of clients .coviversnesessnasss 3,531 5,195 3,783 3,528 3,405 4,111
Nerth Carolina
Unempioyed, not seeking work ......... 51.0 56.8 60.5 60.4 46,1 42,5
Unemployed, SseeKing wWork «.osssceseses 14.9 9.1 11.7 10.9 15.4 11,4
Emplogod CesssnsEsastearaernesersstans 34.1 34.1 27.9 28.7 38.5 46.1
TOTAL covvvnercannncesasnesncncnns 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Number of ClientS ceeesvesnroccscivens 437 481 488 487 597 464
Oregon
Unemployed, not Seeking work .e.sneeee 36.4 37.3 32.1 29.0 27.2 23.2
Unemployed, S@eKing WOPK .cescessvcane 23.4 25.8 24.6 33.6 30.2 29.0
Emploaed Levasessessessaneres . 40,2 36.9 43.3 37.4 42.6 47.8
L1 L 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Number of clients ccovevenccerceaaesse 214 314 390 452 526 534
Pennsylvania
52.9 54.8 52.4 46,0 46.6 47.3
Unemployed, Saeking Work «cecsesasescs 21.1 22.8 23.5 29.5 28.7 28.2
Emploged teretessiavananse veenuns 26.0 22,4 24.1 24.5 24.8 24,5
TOTAL civevinesorennornnnsnssncssns 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Numbor of clientS cisvvesrencncrconess 408 531 655 657 848 1,281
Texas
Unemployed, not seekKing work ......... 32.7 31.6 29.6 32.0 32.2 34.1
Unemployed, seekKing work .....cavesses 19.3 15.5 19.2 23.4 22.3 17.4
Emploged tessessseasrtnsesatssansenans 48.0 52.9 51.2 44,6 45.4 48.5
TOTAL cevnereenncenccecancnnnsasas 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Number of clients ..cceceervoeananenns 450.0 427.0 490.0 538.0 667.0 785.0

1/ Excludes clients under 18 years of age.
NOTE: Based on data from a panel of 596 consistently-reporting drug abuse treatment programs.

Unemployed, not seeking work «..e.enses
SOURCE: Client treatment data provided to the National Institute on Drug Abuse by selected States.
|
|
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ALL COCAINE (PRIMARY, SECONDARY, TERTIARY) CLIENTS

Table A.6 Percent distribution of all cocaine (primar

reporting drug abuse treatment programs by last school
acecording to State: 1979-1984 1/

ear ¢

y, Secondary, tértiary) clients admitted to consistentiy-

Teted and mean years of education

3

State and years
of education

Year of admission

1979 1980 1981 1982 1983 1984
ALL STATES IN PANEL
O TO 9 covnvnseenervonansasssnsennanse 17.9 15.4 14.5 13.4 13.6 13.1
10 to 11 .... 29,7 29.4 27.2 26,3 25.0 26,0
cesrersesens 33.3 35.9 36.6 37.5 38.8 39.4
Greater than 12 19.0 19.3 21.7 22,9 22.7 21.5
OTAL svenenen 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Rumber of clients 14,708 19,284 21,424 22,639 25,398 31,034
Mean years of education «.cevseennsnns 10.6 10.9 11.1 11.2 11.4 11.3
Number of cl1ientS ceeeescsssssssnncens 14,708 19,284 21,424 22,639 25,398 31,034
California
Mean years of education .veeievicsnans 11,4 11.5 11.7 11.7 11.8 11.7
L1 r of clients ..civsenrenravencane 3,439 4,465 5,881 6,282 7,242 9,571
Colorado
Mean years of education .c.seeeesecsns 11.3 11.4 12.3 12,2 12.5 12.4
Number of clientS ceeeeseracnescnnenns 243 320 428 534 605 527
Connecticut
Mean years of education ...evvueienecas 10.5 10.8 11.0 11.0 11.2 - 11,0
rof clients .veeevvesvnosnsnnane 1,708 2,069 2,456 2,052 2,225 2,492
Florida
Mean years of education .seeveeevecsons 8.5 9.6 10.1 10.8 10.8 10.6
rof clients ..vevvecescnnensnsnes 1,599 1,915 2,379 2,663 2,79 3,529
Georgia '
Mean years of education «¢cocevseennans 10.2 10.9 11.1 11.6 11.6 1l1.5
umber of clients ...cviencenencncanes 317 503 788 770 825 1,021
Ilinois
Mean years of education ......c.ocansn 10.6 10.7 11.0 11.4 11.5 11.4
anber of ClientS covuvesesnsenranenes 673 869 1,224 1,209 1,554 2,206
Maryland
Mean years of education «.ooiivesnaaes 10.3 10.6 10.6 11.0 11.1 10.9
Number of clients ...eescercensononnns 833 1,109 1,270 2,013 2,387 3,356
Massachusetts
Mean years of education «.cieevecenene 10.5 10.5 10.7 10.7 11.0 10.8
r of clientS eieevsiccoceannsnns 503 723 828 1,084 1,385 740
Hissouri
Mean years of education scecesnecscess 10.8 1i.2 10.9 11.6 11.5 11.4
Number of clients ci.vvivesscnnscannane 240 224 182 220 236 295
Nevada
Mean years of education ........couuue 9.3 9.2 10.6 11.1 10.3 10.4
r of clientS .eecennsnsasersoones 98 130 171 139 99 107
New Jersey
Mean years of education coeeeeesincesns 10.9 11.1 11.0 11.0 11.0 11.1
Number of clients c..ivvseesnecsansens 3,541 5,201 3,788 3,532 3,408 4,118
North Carolina
Mean years of education «.c.oveeveniss 10.8 10.8 11.2 11.3 11.8 11.7
r of clients c.vereeecernnssnensne 437 481 488 487 597 464
Dragon
Mean years of education veo.veeceinnans 11.4 11.5 11.3 11.3 11.7 11.3
Number of clients .veciveeraviovinnaes 214 314 391 455 526 534
Pennsylvania
Mean years of education ..c.i.ciecivasas 10.9 10.9 11.6 11.1 11.6 11.2
Number of clients sivvivreecnsennsanes 412 533 660 660 848 1,285
Texas
Hean years of education ...viciiveenn, 11.3 11.1 12,7 11.4 11.7 11.6
r of clients ..evcvviasvvocnvenes 451 428 490 539 667 789

1/ Excludes clients under 18 years of age.

NOTE: Based on data from a panel of 596 consistently-reporting drug abuse treatment programs.

SOURCE: Client treatment data provided to the National Institute on Drug Abuse by selected States.
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APPENDIX B

SUPPLEMENTARY TABLES FOR CLIENTS WITH
BOTH COCAINE AND HEROIN PROBLEMS

Table B.1 Number of clients with both cocaine and heroin problems
admitted to consistently-reporting drug abuse
treatment programs by State: 1979-1984

Year of admission
State
1879 1980 1981 1982 1983 1984

ALL PROGRAMS

IN PANEL 8,883 11,394 11,214 11,215 11,787 13,494
California 1,441 1,617 2,037 2,102 2,556 3,259
Colorado 35 35 56 51 92 69
Connecticut 1,464 1,752 2,072 1,641 1,718 1,795
Florida 752 715 897 970 843 844
Georgia 193 281 415 401 378 290
llinois 406 549 711 754 955 1,290
Maryland 391 561 605 1,062 1,253 1,883
Miassachusetts 266 393 424 513 647 372
Missouri 104 71 64 82 88 93
Nevada 36 25 35 19 20 28
New Jersey 3,177 4,765 3,192 2,890 2,443 2,647
North Carolina 226 213 203 210 176 128
Oregon 45 60 68 73 96 90
Pennsylvania 154 233 328 297 337 493
Texas 193 124 107 150 185 213

NOTE: Based on data from a panel of 596 consistently-reporting drug abuse treatment
programs.

SQURCE: Client treatment data provided to the National Institute on Drug Abuse by
selected States.
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CLIENTS WITH BOTH COCAINE AND HEROIN PROBLEMS

Table B.2 Percent distribution of clients with both cocaine and heroin problems admitted to consistently-
reporting drug abuse treatment programs by sex according to State: 1979-1984

Year of admission
State and sex
1979 1980 1981 1982 1983 1984
ALL PROGRAMS IN PANEL
76.0 73.9 72.9 71.1 70.1 69.2
24.0 26,1 27.1 28.9 29.9 30.8
100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Number of clients c..ceevenscnanesnnss 8,879 11,392 11,213 11,212 11,784 13,492
Caltifornia
Male touventsnnsatvcacnaosnssnnconanass 73.0 69.8 67.7 64.4 62.4 60.3
FEMATe cvevevcnsvosinnescnsnsncnsnrnas 27.0 30.2 32.3 35.6 37.6 39.7
TOTAL vevviecesnnssvssarsonsenses 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Number of ClientS cecuicvevsosranvenans 1,440 1,617 2,037 2,102 2,556 3,259
Colorado
Male .... . 88.6 71.4 76.8 76.5 68.5 60.9
Female .... . 11,4 28,6 23.2 23.5 31.5 39.1
TOTAL seve e ST ,e 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Number of clients ceceveveviserassssnns 35 35 56 51 92 69
Connecticut
Male cieeenceincasecassanssransnncsans 81.1 77.5 75.4 72.9 75.0 72.9
BMAT@ seevsesnovesacsnstoscarsnssaven 18.9 22.5 24.6 27.1 25,0 27.1
7 100.0 100.0 100.0 100. 100. 100.
Number of clientS «vieesvssvenravennce 1,464 1,752 2,072 1,640 1,718 1,795
Florida
69.8 72,5 68.1 69.0 66.2 68.2
30.2 27.5 31.9 31.0 33.8 31.8
100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Number of clients v.esvevesevenesnsans 752 713 897 970 841 843
Georgia
Male sususesnneernesnasensnsconsnsenns 72,5 66.5 70.6 71.6 70.9 67.2
FOMAle seevsvsvsanarossnanoncssnsnsans 27.5 33,5 29.4 28.4 29.1 32.8
TOTAL svvevevenssnancnnananananse 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Number of clients .o.eeceevncnsnssoans 193 281 415 401 378 290
Illinois
Male toneesninnsanacncoasnnnonsanennne 69.0 71.6 72.0 72.8 67.4 70.2
FOMA@ cvoevenvesescnnsansorancasnvans 31.0 2B.4 28,0 27.2 32.6 29.8
TOTAL eviveevronaononsasernosanse 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.
Number of clients .ccoaacesssnsscanese 406 549 711 754 955 1,290
Maryland
MBT@ covvencnvsnnoveceinsacrnssennnnns 81.1 80.9 78.7 77.5 74,0 72.0
L - 18.9 19.1 21.3 22.5 26,0 28.0
TOTAL teveennveionsoncnnscanonans 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.
Number of clients .vvevecscreoncannnas 391 561 605 1,062 1,253 1,883

See footnotes at end of table.




CLIENTS RITH BOTH COCAINE AND HEROIN PROBLEMS

Table B.2 Percent distribution of clients with both cocaine and heroin problems admitted to consistently-
reporting drug abuse treatment programs by sex according to State: 1979-1984 - Continued

Year of admission
State and sex
1979 1980 1981 1982 1983 1984
Massachusetts
HAT® svencesnssnrnsansasonnsstnvsnsnnes 76.7 77.6 75.2 73.0 69.7 67.2
© desnversansacrssssesrnsase . 23.3 22.4 24,8 27.0 30.3 32.8
L cevesssoncesssssssasncnvene 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Number of clientS .vescesecevaccansass 266 393 423 511 646 372
Missouri
Male eovvevortossnsasvsasiocssnscannns 76.0 77.5 73.4 70.7 67.0 66.7
T€ tocsetsaoseassnsseansesessannos 24.0 22.5 26,6 29.3 33.0 33.3
OTAL tiieeeccensesosonnoncaneins 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Number of clientS sveeencoscscasseanes 104 71 64 82 88 93
Nevada
A N I e 77.8 68.0 68,6 47.4 65.0 64.3
€MATE sseescssrsssvosssssosesassnsnns 22.2 32.0 3l.4 52.6 35.0 35.7
TOTAL vecevoncecnsnssorssacsnnsnen 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Number of clients ceovevsveravensirnee 36 25 a5 19 20 28
Hew Jersey
Male vivesesscesncsnsassssascsunsonsns 75.4 73.0 4.5 72.1 T4.1 73.7
FemMale voesesenosncrosnsnsncesronssans 24.6 27.0 25.5 27.9 25.9 26,3
TOTAL ccevvcecvsnsnsscssnnossnnns 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Humber of clients cveecevscsscaseccncs 3,174 4,765 3,192 2,890 2,443 2,647
North Carolina
Male sessvecersascnsnancscsenrsessssnes 82.3 79.3 78.3 74.8 65.9 72.7
FEMAle iveevecnssncossanccssnvanassoas 17.7 20.7 21.7 25.2 34.1 27.3
TOTAL cevescscaveovosssavcncnnene 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Number of clients ccvevsessscscssaccen 226 213 203 210 176 128
Oregon
Male sovssnnussonsernrsccosesrocnvesas 73.3 70.0 70.6 71.2 78.1 66.7
Female .... 26,7 30.0 29.4 28.8 21.9 33.3
TOTAL woeeeccncnnncenes 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Number of Clients «.oeeesscncscesnnnes 45 60 68 73 96 90
Pennsylvania
Male tivernsononsrenscnsensnsasnnsannns 83.1 85.4 5.6 73.4 76.6 79.1
Female coeovesevessosssssssnsncccssanes 16.9 14.6 24,4 26.6 23.4 20, 9
TOTAL ceveecrinscncansoronntanane 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Number of clientS ...coveveseescesnses 154 233 328 297 337 493
Texas
87.0 78.2 73.8 68.0 76.2 75.0
13.0 21.8 26.2 32.0 23.8 25.0
100.0 100,0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Number of clients ..eveevscecsonnsonss 193 124 107 150 185 212

NOTE: Based on data from a pane! of 596 consistently-reporting drug abuse treatment programs.
SOURCE: Client treatment data provided to the MNational Institute on Drug Abuse by selected States.
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CLIENTS WITH BOTH COCAINE AND HEROIN PROBLEMS

Table B.3 Percent distribution of clients with both cocaine and heroin problems admitted to consistently-
reporting drug abuse treatment programs by race/ethnicity according to State: 1979-1984

Year of admission
State and race/ethnicity
1979 1980 1981 1982 1983 1984
ALL PROGRAMS IN PANEL
29.7 28.3 34,2 34.9 35.0 35.2
60.3 62.2 55.0 54,0 51.3 50.8
9.5 9.0 10.3 10.4 13.0 13.3
b 5 5 .7 .7 7
T 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Number of clients ..evcesiesanssnasses 8,879 11,392 11,211 11,211 11,785 13,491
California
Hhite seerveennnasansnsaresnsessassane 45,2 49.4 47.1 48,2 45,2 45.5
BlACK seceeecsnccnrrssncesnanncnssnnns 40,7 36.2 36.1 31.1 30.3 30.1
HiSpanicC ceveevesresnsrsvasancasnnnnes 12.5 11.9 14.9 17.9 22.1 22.1
Other races «seessesesseranseorssnsens 1.5 2.5 1.9 2.8 2.3 2.3
TOTAL sevvensncrnarnnccsennsnasans 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Number of clients svescesivassnennonss 1,441 1,617 2,036 2,101 2,555 3,258
Colorado
HRIt® sovesnscevnsvasssssnsscestncsnes 51.4 48.6 55.4 51,0 44,6 51.5
BIACK vevvssnorenenncsonsncaas .o 22.9 37.1 21.4 27,5 30.4 22.1
HiSPaniC seeeresnsssorconsnssnssnnanes 22.9 11.4 21.4 19.6 23.9 23.5
Other races cosssesssrsossrsasssesacns 2.9 2.9 1.8 2.0 1.1 2.9
10 T 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Number of Clients .vesvsscrnvncenrsene 35 35 56 51 92 68
Connecticut
Hhite coveevnnrsnseneastnnrncesssnnnes 34.7 34.1 40.3 42.3 39.1 40,3
BIBCK covesicsrnnrncersarencannsnnsrne 51.4 53.4 45,9 44,1 41,1 8.6
Hispanic .«.. .e 13.3 12.3 13.6 i3.3 19.3 20,6
Other races . 5 . .1 .2 5 .
T0 Ceetseseretrsianivannss 160.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100,90 100.0
Number of clients «eveevvsrennsaransns 1,463 1,752 2,072 1,641 1,717 1,795
Florida
Hhite ceivveincenrrunassnsnvenssencoses 36.8 34.5 31.1 34.8 39.1 45.9
BIACK cuvvsonsencnnssarsontsncsssnnnns 58.2 60.1 62.4 57.4 51.0 46.9
HISPANIC sevineesonoscnnncesvosennonas 5.1 5.0 6.3 7.5 9.6 7.0
Bther FACeS coieesncerastsnessciscanas - .3 2 .2 .2 .2
TOTAL cecrsoeneneccnonsasassssanse 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Number of clients ..evvesevensessncnes 751 715 896 970 843 844
Georgia
Hhite .. ceees 18.1 16.4 13.0 11.5 14.3 i8.6
Black savsses . 81,3 82.9 87.0 88.3 85.4 81.0
Hispanic ..., .5 oh - .2 .3 .3
Other races . - R3 - - - -
TO siersnse . 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Number of clients ..vivveernnscinennes 193 281 415 401 378 290
I1linois
Hhite ceovreeecinsnnnsrainnsaranasones 28.3 20,2 22.8 21.2 24.3 25.0
BlacK cveeveeconnasnssnavansnesensneas 64.5 73.6 70.9 72.8 69.3 66.4
HiSPaNiC sevesecnncsrensncossessnnnces 6.7 6.2 6.2 5.7 6.2 8.4
Other races .ssveccoseesnsnssessiiones .5 - .1 .3 .2 .2
TOTAL ciivvnnnrninsonannvesssoncas 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0¢ 100.0 100.0
Number of Clients ..scesecessseroncaes 406 549 711 154 955 1,290
Marytand
White .. 20,7 15,2 19.0 15.1 17.3 14.4
Black 75.0 84.7 80.5 84.8 82.0 85.3
Hispani¢ . - - .3 - b .
ther races .3 .2 .2 .1 .3 .
TOTAL vevevivnnnsonan 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Number of clientS v.cveveevsninsoncans 391 561 605 1,062 1,253 1,883

See footnotes at end of teble.
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CLIENTS WITH BOTH COCAINE AMD HEROIN PROBLEMS

Table B.3 Percent distribution of clients with both cocaine and heroin problems admitted to consistently-
reporting drug abuse treatment programs by race/ethnicity according to State: 1979-1984 -~ Continued

State and race/ethnicity

Year of admission

1979 1980 1981 1982 1983 1984
Massachusetts
Hhite . . 30.8 31.0 34.0 42.7 46,7 55.5
Black cevvsans . 54.5 58.8 53.1 43.1 39.3 29.1
Hispanic ..., ‘ 14.7 10,2 13.0 13.5 14.1 15.4
Dther races .. . - - - .8 - -
TOTAL .... . 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 160.0 100.0
Number of clientS veevviirsvonnssonsss 266 393 424 513 647 371
Missouri
Hhite vovvieonvsnencernnceasscancnasas 15.4 22.5 6.3 12.2 6.8 3.2
BIACK sevescecncersassnonussscensnanss 83.7 77.5 93.8 87.8 93.2 95.7
HiSPaniC «.cveessicesssnnnnsrssssennns 1.0 - - - - 1.1
Dther races «cvsevessesssinconscnsansas - - - - - -
TOTAL susevenacavesnsoncnnsconnnss 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Number of clients c.oievivsncsnvonncnss 104 71 64 82 88 93
Nevada
Hhite cocivensnnnes 38.9 52.0 45.7 63.2 70.0 71.4
Black ... 52.8 48.0 51.4 36.8 25.0 21.4
HiSpanic «eesess 8.3 - 2.9 - 5.0 7.1
Other races .... ’e - - - - - -
TOTAL sievesncnnvanenscesassccnsas 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Number of clients ..ccvvieuseenennsnnns 36 25 35 19 20 28
New Jersey
Hhite evvvervanrovsnnsnnsnnsnosasonnns 19.6 21.0 32.2 35.8 35.4 37.2
BlacK cvsvieennsnssonssncstvsssscacans 70.7 69.2 56.6 53.2 52.6 50.4
HIiSPanic «uvvesssonossrnsscsnnsosonanans 9.5 9.8 10.9 10,9 11.8 12.2
Other races .s.oueveessesavsassncssansse .1 * .3 . .2 .
TOTAL scvveenocosvonasassnnnsasass 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Number of clients «uveevsrasescevesses 3,175 4,763 3,191 2,888 2,443 2,647
North Carolina
Hhite cuvsivasnsrveenorsnsancssasransans 24.3 15.0 17.7 14.3 15.9 15.6
B1aCK cevunesercnanvsvsvesssvivisncane 75.2 85.0 81.8 85.7 84.1 83.6
HisSpanic siveecesereessesnas . - - .5 - - .8
Bther races s.ceseecsscavinsersssannes . - - - - -
TOTAL sevsvecnrocesoncsnnacnnsnnns 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Number of clientS ..cvoveennceserncnnens 226 213 203 210 176 128
Oregon
Hhite sicvuivnrasnsesertontsosasvancens 84.4 86.7 79.4 84.7 81.3 88.9
BlacK cevsrassssnsasssncsssncnnsnnnnes 15.6 6.7 17.6 11.1 14.6 8.9
HiSpanic .iuvevieesasrsnsnnesansoenscs - 5.0 2.9 4.2 3.1 2.2
Other races cceeeesesvescinnsescrcvans - 1.7 - - 1.0 -
TOTAL cvvevevsnncsnnocscsssscnnans 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Numbar of clientS «ceveessncsanrsnsces 45 60 68 72 96 90
Pennsylvania
White civnirenninsessocnnsinnannnnases 26.6 16.7 22.3 19.2 18.4 18.9
BIacK secevnvavsncannsseocsosansnansnas €9.5 79.4 70.4 72.1 70.9 70.6
HISPaNiC soveceressocrnasannsnsssnnsans 3.9 3.9 6. 8.1 10.4 10.3
Dther races savevseceseerviconassacnns - - . 7 . .
T0T Y 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Number of clientS cecvsvecarrsncensoes 154 233 328 297 337 493
Texas
Rhite covriisnvrresnnerocaresnnesoncecs 4k, 6 42.7 3t.4 32.7 36.2 30.5
BIAcK teveversnnonssvessarsesansannasne 34.2 36.3 41.1 42.0 38.9 32.9
HiSpanic sevevcessescencensacsonseanns 21,2 20.2 20.6 24.7 24.9 36.2
Dther races ..osvececrsessonsncraneane - . .9 .7 - 5
TOTAL vevcnnevsoresersanesasnnnans 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Number of clients cveevaersessrcsanese 193 124 107 150 185 213

NOTE: Based on data from a panel of 596 consistently-reporting drug abuse treatment programs.

SOURCE: Client treatment data provided to the National Institute on Drug Abuse by selected States.
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CLIENTS WITH BOTH COCAINE AND HEROIN PROBLEMS

Table B.4 Percent distribution of clients with both cocaine and heroin problems admitted to consistentiy-~
reporting drug abuse treatment programs by age and mean age according to State: 1979-1984

Year of admission
State and age at admission
1979 1980 1981 1982 1983 1984
ALL STATES IN PANEL
YOUtR uoveseeoecansnsoeransssoscsonsnas 0.6 0.4 0.5 0.5 0.4 0.6
12-13 tieeecseinsaccresssrsncsscesns - * - - - -
14=15 .ivevencaocnscasesansarsansane .1 .1 1 * .1 *
16=17 .icevvasrcnnsnescansassancrnes 5 .3 5 5 N .5
Young adultS cevavevescecnccancsasanes 31.9 27.1 25.3 23.0 21.3 18.2
18-21 setenvencnnencsennsnsnsvensase 7.3 6.0 5.7 5.4 4.5 4.2
22725 secietnevsanasannsisennrsesans 24.5 21.1 19.6 17.7 16.8 14,
Dlder adults seovernncvesanesnssansans 67.5 72.5 74.2 76.5 78.2 81.2
2634 cecvsserensnareses ressess 53.4 57.3 58.1 58.3 57.1 56.4
35 and OVEr cevieescensccnssonssoses 14.1 15.2 16.1 18.2 21.1 24.8
TOTAL svvvencncreerssnsasnsonaans 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Humber of clients ..eceicacncnsoesnses 8,879 11,387 11,210 11,204 11,782 13,492
MO3N 802 ceocrvssrsecrocrssnssccnanses 28.7 29.3 29.5 30.0 30.4 31.0
Number of clients ..ccsevesseancsnnans 8,879 11,387 11,210 11,204 11,782 13,492
California
MEAN A0 .vsesvsresesrersasaransscsnas 28.9 25.6 29.9 30.2 30.9 31.1
Number of clientS ..cccvescsesvaesenes 1,440 1,616 2,037 2,102 2,556 3,259
Colorado
MOAN AQe .osesececscrvsosusncnsssosose 30.9 29,3 30.4 32.4 3l1.2 32.4
Humber of clients ...coeveeenncerenses 35 35 56 51 91 69
Connecticut
MAN Age cconceronarsrsssscssnsrensnes 28.0 28.3 28.5 28.7 29.5 30.0
Number of clients ..covevecscasesanses 1,464 1,751 2,071 1,641 1,717 1,795
Florida
MEAN AGE cevseruvsncscrsorassnsnosnsnns 27.3 29,0 30.0 30.6 30.5 31.5
Number of Clients ..oeeeesecssvasssons 752 714 897 968 842 843
Georgia
MEean @Ge .oevsssanerenssesescasrnvoans 30.1 29.6 30.7 31.3 31.9 32.1
Number of clients «..coscvrnvescncecnns 190 281 415 401 378 290
I1linois
MEAN AQE .icecvssasrcrcssenssscsonsres 28.7 30.5 31.4 32.2 32.5 32.8
Number of clients ..ocveiveseasvsoncesns 406 548 710 753 954 1,289
Karyland
Mean age ..coccaseenncssas isneass 29.0 29.5 29.7 29.8 30.3 30.6
Number of clients ..ccreeeesnscenncnss 391 561 604 1,062 1,253 1,883
Massachusetts
MeAN AGE .vcvvesrsnsasarssorsasssoanne 27.6 28.0 28.1 29.6 28,6 28.4
Number of clients ..evecsessaiccncanns 266 392 423 507 646 372
Missouri
MOAN AGE crsvsecensreratansranssresnes 29.8 30,2 31.6 31.8 34.6 33.2
Number of clients ..cecsevsnsroscnaces 104 71 64 82 88 93
Nevada
MOAN AGE cesvesenisrsrserssosssssnssns 29.2 30.6 30.9 25.6 28.3 33.0
Number of clients .vcecassocsescscanins 36 25 25 19 20 28
Nev Jersey
MBAN AGE .escensrsatrssorsnsunsscccrans 29.1 29.3 28.9 29.3 29,6 30.5
Number of clientS .veeivecesnscesescns 3,177 4,763 3,192 2,888 2,443 2,647
North Carolina
Mean age .cisceeerasvsecens [ 28.1 29.3 30.3 31.1 31.3 31.1
Number of clientS ..coevsavenscoscncns 226 213 203 210 176 128
Oragon
MEAN BYE «ecssvvsernsrsncaseaassonsans 27.4 27.9 28.4 29.9 30.7 30.7
Number of clientsS coeeierscassncessans 45 60 68 73 96 90
Pennsylvania
MEan Age ..ssseesniasssisatesncsssnnes 29.5 31.9 31.2 32.4 31.9 32.9
Number of clients .ieeeeenccssssicasns 154 233 328 297 337 493
Texas
MEAN BGE cesveresensssrsnnsarasossanns 29.4 20.0 31.0 30.8 30.6 31.6
Number of clients svveesssscacncrseees 193 124 107 150 185 213

NOTE: Based cn data from a panel of 596 consistently-reporting drug abuse treatment programs.
SOURCE: Client treatment data provided to the National Institute on Drug Abuse by selected States.
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CLIENTS RITH BOTH COCAINE AND HEROIN PROBLEMS

Table B.5 Percent distribution of clients with both cocaine and heroin problems admitted to consistently~-
reporting drug abuse treatment programs by employment status according to State: 1979-1984 1/

Year of admission
State and
employment status
1979 1980 1981 1982 1983 1984
ALL PROGRAMS IN PANEL
Unemployed, not seeking work .....c... 50.6 52.9 55.4 57.0 57.9 56.2
Unemployed, seeking work sccesecvecess 18.5 19.6 19.5 19.4 19.5 17.7
Employed «oveeverecaresoosneascassassns 30.9 27.5 25.1 23.6 22.6 26.1
TETAL eeceesscccarsatennsnenanaae 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Number of clients «.cceuvieveaccrenannse 8,778 11,312 11,133 11,141 11,722 13,395
California
Unemployed, not seeking work ... 63.1 64.0 62.4 61.0 58.0 55.1
Unemployed; seeking work .. 14.6 16.3 19.1 21.0 24 .6 23.6
Employed ssveeerenosvonas 22.3 19.7 18.5 18.0 17.3 21.4
TﬁTAL 160.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Number of clients ceeevcersnsscnsnanss 1,429 1,609 2,018 2,083 2,537 3,215
Colorado
Unemployed, not seeking work ......... 34.3 40.0 50.9 45.1 61.5 36.2
Unemployed, seeking work «ccoevcecaess 14.3 25.7 20.0 15.7 17.6 20.3
En'ploEed tetesssssansnisctennsasanrens 51.4 34.3 29.1 39.2 20.9 43.5
TOTAL coeervononnroenscansensnanes 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Number of clients c..ccvsverecnsnssnces 35 35 55 51 91 69
Connecticut
Unemployed, not seeking work ... 51.1 54.9 60.7 66.0 70.6 69.6
Unemployed, Seeking work .. 16.2 5. 13.3 14,0 11.6 10.6
EmPloyed covvevesecsranas 32.7 29.9 26.0 20.0 17.7 19.9
TOTAL vieeviaseacaane 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Number of clients voeeeveesenncacnness 1,447 1,739 2,052 1,628 1,713 1,787
Florida
Unemployed, not seeking work ......... 46.7 54.0 49.9 57.2 60.5 55.7
Unemployed, SeeKing WOrK «veeecucsnsns 12.2 16.8 22.7 15.0 114 11.6
Errp]osod...............-.-.-......... 41.1 29.2 27.4 27.8 28.1 32.7
TOTAL ceviienvncenvnnreosscennnnnns 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100,0 100.0
Number of clients ...c.ucsvennreninnnns 720 708 891 965 835 836
Georgia
Unemployed, not seeking work . 4.4 3.0 6.8 39.0 45.8 45.0
Unemployed, seaking work .. 63.2 72.4 62.1 28.2 20.4 11.4
Emplo‘ed 32.4 24.6 31.1 2.7 33.9 43.6
TOTAL svivencnnnsonones 100.0 100.0 100.0 100,09 100.0 100.0
Number of clients c.vuivvvvevirnnensnns 182 268 412 400 378 289
Iltinois
Unemployed, not seeking work «........ 69.2 68.0 66.1 67.1 71.3 69.5
Unemployed, Sesking Work ccoessuceces. 12.5 14.5 15.0 15.9 14.2 11.7
Emploﬁed. 18.3° 17.5 18.9 17.1 14.5 18.8
TOTAL coeereeesannnncrsonncnsanans 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.
Number of clients «.civsesscecsvnsenes 399 543 708 750 952 1,285
Marytland
Unemployed, not seeking work ......... 47.9 54.5 52.4 51.8 55.7 51.4
Unemployed, seeking work .. 16.5 13.3 14.3 20.2 17.3 18.5
Emp'losed cevisncernesrertes 35.6 32.2 33.3 27.9 27.0 30.1
T0T 100.0 100.0 100.0 100,0 100.0 100.0
Humber of clients ..ieevvereecrcncinsss 388 556 603 1,057 1,247 1,872

See footnotes at end of table.
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CLIENTS WITH BOTH COCAINE AND HEROIN PROBLEMS

Table B.5 Percent distribution of clients with both cocaine and heroin problems admitted to consistently-
reporting drug abuse treatment programs by employment status according to State: 1979-1984 1/ - Continued

Year of admission

]statetang ¢
oyment status
employme 1979 1980 1981 1982 1983 1984
Massachusetts
Unemployed, not Seeking work . 60.8 60.4 61.2 61.5 65.8 64.8
Unemployed, seeking work 12. 15.0 21.0 19.6 14.9 14.9
Emploged seessetscensenis 27.2 24.6 17.7 19.0 19.3 20.3
TOTAL evevvenornvocnans 106.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Number of clientS s..ceveveeecsonnaese 265 386 423 506 644 369
Missouri
Unemployed, not seeking work ......... 53.8 62.9 47.6 63.4 73.9 49.5
Unemployed, Seeking WOrK .....ceenuvss 21.2 18.6 30.2 22.0 13.6 33.3
Employed .ccvsoevscsnansonssnsassasnans 25.0 18.6 22.2 14.6 12.5 17.2
TgTAL teetoerssenrsansansastesenas 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Number of clients .eeeeeenarsaceannans 104 70 63 82 88 93
Nevada
Unemployed, not seeking work 63,9 44,0 62.9 57.9 55.0 39.3
Unemployed, seeking work ... 11.1 20.0 14.3 7%6.3 25.0 28.6
Emploaed evseransecessrus 25.0 36.0 22.9 15.8 20.0 32.1
TOTAL vevvneeeennnosnconsasnonnnans 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Number of clients ..oviecieeiinenscnens 36 25 35 19 20 28
New Jersey
Unemployed, not seeking work ......... 45.2 48.4 52.8 51.6 46.5 48.7
Unemployed, seeking work .......eevees 21.5 21.7 18.7 20.2 23.9 16.9
Emploﬁed [ R 33.3 29.9 28.5 28.2 29.6 34.4
TOTAL R R TR R 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Number of clientsS v.oveceverrcnrananns 3,160 4,748 3,174 2,871 2,426 2,633
North Carolina
Unemployed, not seeking work ......... 55.4 59.2 63.9 64.3 52.0 52.3
loyed, seeking work ........ 15.6 8.9 12.9 10.0 19.4 16.4
EmploEed cesasesersresesrane 29.0 31.9 23.3 25.7 28.6 31.3
TOTAL svvencornasosvasansnsnsonans 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Number of clients cveveerivcsasronsans 224 213 202 210 175 128
Oregon
Unemployed, not seeking work ......... 28.9 45.8 46.3 35.6 43.2 36.8
loyed, seeking work .....eveeeesn 31.1 25.4 20.9 39.7 37.9 39.1
Emploged T T 40.0 28.8 32.8 24, 18.9 24.1
T O A P 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Number of clients ..vveesniccsnssansaes 45 59 67 73 95 87
Pennsylvania
Unemployed, not sesking work ......... 66.4 59,1 60.4 51.9 52.7 52.8
Unemployed, Seeking WOrK ..c.cvtensvess 23.7 23.9 25.7 34,7 32.7 29.5
Employed scseieseesansrastnessessonnns 9.9 17.0 13.9 13.5 14.6 17.7
TOTAL vivievinnnonsosannrnssacnnne 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Number of clients s.ceveverasesscennss 152 230 323 297 326 492
Texas
Unemployed, not seeking work ......... 38.0 39.0 32.7 35.6 32.4 50.9
Unemployed, seeking Work .....ce..e.us 20.8 12,2 22.4 31.5 25.4 20.3
EmploEed teseieasasnensestasannneenans 41.1 48.8 44.9 32.9 42,2 28.8
TOTAL coiieirnnnnnnnconanssonnnans 00.0 100. 100. 100.0 100.0 100.0
Numbar of clients ..evveviivinsnncasss 192.0 123.0 107.0 149.0 185.0 212.0

1/ Excludes clients under 18 years of age.

NOTE: Based on data from a panel of 596 consistently-reporting drug abuse treatment programs.

SOURCE: Client treatment data provided to the National Institute on Drug Abuse by selected States.
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CLIENTS WITH BOTH COCAINE AND HERDIN PROBLEMS

Table B.6 Percent distribution of clients with both cocaine and heroin probiems admitted to consistently-
reporting drug abuse treatment programs by last school year completed and mean years

of education according to State: 1979-1984 1/

State and years

Year of admission

of education
1979 1980 1981 1982 1983 1984
ALL STATES IN PANEL
0 TO 9 voveroverronsnnsonscossasnsannes 16.3 14.3 14.7 13.3 14,9 14.0
10 to 11 . 29.3 28.8 27.8 27.0 25.7 26.6
12 .ienns . 35.4 38.0 37.5 38.4 39.2 38.9
Greater than 12 . 19.0 18.9 20.0 21.2 20.3 20.6
TOTAL cvevevensncssscscsassannssns 100.0 100, 100.0 100.0 100.0 100,0
Number of clients .evivevecsnsnosnsoons 8,823 11,346 11,150 11,148 11,730 13,414
Mean years of education ...cvesesvsees 11.3 11.4 11.4 11.5 11.5 11,
N r of clientS cveeveenssasnosonsen 8,823 11,346 11,150 11,148 11,730 13,414
California
Mean years of education ....eseesecens 11.9 12.1 11.7 11.8 11.7 11.7
Number of clients .c.ocevvencsesensnnss 1,434 1,613 2,020 2,083 2,537 3,218
Colorado
Mean years of education ....veeuvsvans 11.3 12.4 12,1 12.0 11.7 12.2
Number of clientS .eevenvesovsasnseons 35 35 5 51 91 69
Connecticut
Mean years of education .c..esesvrosee 11.1 11.2 11.3 11.3 11.3 11.2
umber of ClientS sevieesnssssenssanes 1,449 1,741 2,053 1,628 1,714 1,787
Florida
Mean years of education ....oseveeesres 11.1 11.3 11.5 11.6 11.5 11.8
Number of clients .v.ceeensceconncense 737 710 894 967 836 842
Georgia
Hean years of education .covecensecses 11.5 11.7 11.3 11.7 11.9 11,9
umber of clients ccoeesececssnesacens 190 281 414 400 378 290
INinois
Mean years of education ....ccivvesess 11.3 11.4 11.5 11.7 11,7 11.8
Number of clients .iieeveveioncsnennes 401 543 708 750 954 1,288
Maryland
Mean years of education .(...c.eecneues 10.8 11.1 11.1 11.4 11.2 11,1
umber of Cl1entsS seeeerscsosenorcenns 388 556 603 1,057 1,247 1,872
Massachusetts
Mean years of education ...cievevecans 10.9 11.3 10.9 10.9 11.1 10.9
umber of clients c.ovveevenvsnessnens 266 390 423 507 646 369
Missouri
Mean years of education ....cecsvevaes 11.5 11.7 11.4 12.0 12.0 11.7
Number of clients .eeeceeeeneresnsnans 104 70 63 82 88 93
Nevada
Mean years of education .......ccveves 12.2 12.6 12,4 11.8 12.3 12.0
umber of Clients c.vcieseeroncesannse 36 25 35 19 20 28
New Jersey
Mean years of education «i..cevevues.s 11.2 11.2 11,2 11.2 11.2 11.3
umber of ClientS ceoeerenscosnsnasans 3,169 4,754 3,179 2,875 2,428 2,638
North Carolina
Mean years of education .....ceovsenes 11.6 11.8 11.9 11.9 12,2 11.5
umber of clients covceencerencenennse 224 213 202 210 175 128
Oregon
Mean years of education .....ecovveses 12.3 11.6 11.8 12.0 11.8 11.9
umber of clients .c.eveivecssssnenses 45 59 68 73 95 87
Pennsylvania .
Mean years of education .....cieveenes 11,2 12,0 11.9 11.7 12.0 11.5
Number of clients .vevecersnnncansnsnnn 152 232 325 297 336 493
Texas
Mean years of education ......ivveesee 11.5 11.0 13.9 11.4 11.6 11.6
Number of clientS c.vecesesvreronnness 193 124 107 149 185 212

1/ Excludes clients under 18 years of age.

NOTE: Based on data from a panel of 596 coniistently-reporting drug abuse treatment programs.
SOURCE: Client treatment data provided to the National Institute on Drug Abuse by selected States.
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APPENDIX C

DATA COLLECTION FORMS

Standard CODAP Admission Form

(USE BALL POINT PEN~PRESS DOWN FIRMLY)

CLIENT ORIENTED DATA ACQUISITION PROCESS (CODAP)

DEPAARTMENT OF HEALTH AND HUMAN SERVICES
ALCOHOL, DRUG ABUSE, AND MENTAL HEALTH ADMINISTRATION

FORM APPROVED
0.M.B, No, 0930-0004

NATIONAL INSTITUTE ON DRUG ABUSE

ADMISSION REPORT (AR}

CARD 1

1.cumcme~rmsn[ L] r } L LJ ]u-m

.

Month Day Year

2. DATE FORM COMPLETED ‘ l [i 1 | st-u
“Rowmen | [ L L[ [ [ [ ] Jee

Month Day Year

LL L L] [ ]e

4, DATE OF ADMISSION
TO THIS CLINIC

8, ADMISSION TYPE 41

1 = First Admission—To Any Clinic Within This Program

2 = Readmission—To Any Clinic Within This Program

3 = Transfer Admission~From Another CODAP Reporting
Clinic Within This Program

4 = Trenster Admission—From A Non-CODAP Reporting
Clinic Within This Program

item 21~DAUG TYPE(S)

Indicats in the fotlowing order:

—Drug problams for which the client is being admittad for treatmant
~Other drugs used during the month prior to admission

If 00 for Nane is entared, leave ftems 22-25 blank,

00 = Nons

01 = Heroin

02 = Non-Rx Methsdone

03 = Other Opiates and Synthetics
04 = Alcohol

05 = Barbiturates

C8 = Other Sedatives or Hypnotics
07 = Amphetamines

08 = Cocaine

08 = Marijuana/Hashish
10 = Hallucinogens

11 = Inhalants

12 = Qver-the-Counter
13 = Tranquilizers

14 = Other

21 =PCP

{tem 22—-SEVERITY OF DRUG PROBLEM(S) AT TIME OF ADMISSION
0 = Use (Not A Prablem)
1 = Primary
2 = Secondary
3 = Tertiary

Item 23—-FREQUENCY OF USE DURING MONTH PRIOR TO ADMISSION

8. MODALITY ADMITTED TO
{Sae reverse sids for codes) 42
7. ENVIRONMENT ADMITTED TO 43
(See reverss side for codss)

8. MEDICATION PRESCRIBED

L Je

0 = No Use During Manth Prior To Admission
1 = Less Than Once Per Week

2 = Once Per Week

3 = Saveral Times Par Wesk
Item 24—~MOST RECENT USUAL ROUTE OF ADMINISTRATION

4.2 Qnee Daily
S = Two To Threa Times Daily
6 = More Than Three Times

Daily

(See reverse side for codes) 51 1aonl 4 « Intramuscular
2 = Smoking S = Intravenous
* 8. SEX 1= Male a6 3 = |nhalation
2= Female
Month _ Year PRIMARY SECONDARY | TERTIARY
DRUG PATTERNS
PROBLEM PROBLEM PROBLEM
*10, DATE OF BIRTH D:IZD a750 | AT ADMISSION o UsE OR USE B8R Use
11. RACE/ETHNIC BACKGROUND D:} 5152 CARD 2 11 12 13 14 15 16
{Sea raversa side for codss) 21, I(JRUG TYP/E/IS)
12. SOURCE OF REFERRAL Complete a
{See raverse side for codes) E[:] 53-54 biocks)
13. MARITAL STATUS 55 19 20 21
(Sae raverse side for codas) 22, SEVERITY OF
DORUG PROB-
14, EMPLOYMENT STATUS 57 LEM(S) AT TIME
(See raverse sida for codes) OF ADMISSION
15, HIGHEST SCHOOL GRADE COMPLETED 23 24 2%
{00-20) ED §9-60 |23, FREQUENCY OF
USE DURING
18. CURRENTLY IN EDUCATIONAL OR SKILL 61 MONTH PRIOR
DEVELOPMENT PROGRAM 1=Yas 2= No TO ADMISSION
17, NUMBER OF TIMES ARRESTED WITHIN 24 27 28 29
MONTHMS PRIOR TO THIS ADMISSION ED 6263 [24. MOST RECENT
{00 or none, USUAL ROUTE
18. NUMBER OF PRIOR ADMISSIONS TO ANY OF ADMINIS-
DRUG TREATMENT PROGRAM (00 for nonal 64-65 TRATION
19. MONTHS SINCE LAST DISCHARGE FROM 31 32 a3 | 34 35 | 36
ANY DRUG TREATMENT PROGRAM D] 66-67
{00 = nona; 97 » not applicable) 25. YEAR OF
20, HEALTH INSURANCE TYPE 68 FIRST USE 8 19 19
(See reverse sida for codes)

3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 1t 12 13 14156 16 17 18 19 20 21 22 23 24 25 26 27 28 29 30 N

26, CODED

47 48 58

Special Studies

&7

73

REMARKsFlTlLIIlsaTiHlHllll'lIHIHJIHHI‘”’

77

*The information entared in thesa Critical Items is used to match client’s Admission and Discharge Reports and to match Corrected Copy with Admission Report,

ADM 4271 This report is required by P.L, 92-255, Failura to report may result in tha suspension or termination of N1DA Treatment Grant or Cantract, The

Rev, 2-81

information entered on this form will ba hald in strict canfidence and will not be raleased to unauthorized personnel,
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Standard CODAP Admission Report Codes

ADMISSION REPORT CODES

Listed below are the codes required for the complation of Items on the front of this Admission Report. This aid is NOT de-
signed to replace the comprehensive definitions and instructions contained in Chapter 2 — Admission Report of the CODAP
Instruction Manual. A thorough review of the Instruction Manual and its ibility at the reporting unit is required.

Item 6 — Modality Admitted To

1 = Detoxification
2 = Maintenance
3 = Drug Free

4 = Other

Item 7 — Erivironmant Admitted To

1 = Prison

2 = Hospital

3 = Residentlal
4 = Day Cara
5 = Qutpatient

item 8 — Medication Prescribed

00 = None

01 = Methadone

02 = LAAM

03 = Propoxyphene-N
04 = Naloxone

05 = Cyclazocine

06 = Disulfiram

07 = Other Antagonist
08 = Naltrexone

09 = Other

1tern 11 — Racs/Ethnic Background

01 = White {Not Of Hispanic Origin)
02 = Black {Not Of Hispanic Origin)
03 = American Indian

04 = Alaskan Native {Aleut, Eskimo Indian}

06 = Asian Or Pacific Istander
06 = Hispanic-Mexican

07 = Hispanic-Pusrto Rican
08 = Hispanic-Cuban

09 = Qther Hispanic

Itam 13 — Marital Status

1 = Never Married
2 = Married

3 = Widowed

4 = Divorced

§ = Separated

Item 14 - Employment Status

1 = Unsmployed, Has Not Sought Employment
i Last 30 Days

2 = Unemployed, Has Sought Employment In
Last 30 Days

3 = Part-Time {Less Than 35 Hours A Week)

4 = Full-Time {36 Or More Hours A Weak)

{tem 20 — Health Insurance Type

0 = No Health {nsurance

+ » Blus Cross/Biue Shield

2 = Other Private [nsurance

3 = Madicaid/Medicara

4 ~CHAMPUS (Civilian Health And Medical
Program Of The Uniformed Sarvicas)

§ = Qther Public Funds For Health Care

Itam 12 — Source of Refarrai

01t = Seltf Refsrral
02 = Hospitat

03 = Community Mantal Health Canter

04 = Community Services Agencies/Individuals

08 = Family/Friend
06 = Employer

07 = School

08 = Other Voluntary

09 = Treatment Alternatives to Street Crime (TASC)

10 = Federal/State/County Probation
11 = Federal/State/Caounty Parole
12 = Other Non-Voluntary

ADM 427-1(Back)

Rav, 281
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FOR BUREAU OF PRISONS ONLY

13 = BOP NARA I

14 = 80P - IPDDR

15 = BOP Study

18 = BOP Probationer

17 = Other BOP (Formerly DAP)

EFOR VETERANS ADMINISTRATION ONLY

18 = VA ASMRO




California Client Records Form

HEALTH AND WELFARE AGENCY

DEPARTMENT OF ALCOHOL AND DRUG PROGRAMS

CALIFORNIA DRUG ABUSE DATA SYSTEM (CAL-DADS)

CLIENT RECORD (CR)

P

[ITTTIE
370963

CLIENT INFORMATION
(3 UNIQUE CLIENT IDENTIFIER

1 PROVIDER NUMBER

2 FORM SERIAL NUMBER

00,0 CLIIT

4 CUNIC'S CLENT IDENTIFIER

HNEREEEREN

5 RACE/ETHNIC BAckGROUND . [ |
1 = White (not Hisponk) 4 =~ Asion/Filipioo/

2 = Black {not Hisponic) Pocific hlonder
\__ 3 - Americon Indion 5 - Hisponic )
INSTRUCTIONS

Refor to_the kutruction Manual whea fillieg out this form.

Once a.client hos been formally odmitted for trectment, fll out a CLUENT RECORD foem,
Toar off the while copy of the form ond forword # to your Clinic’s CAL-DADS ficisan. The
yolbow ond pink copies of the CLENT RECORD form thoukd remain in the Chert File untl
the clent i3 dischorged.

When the diewt is dischorged from treciment, snier the Dischorge information (ftems 19-25)
an the yellow copy of the form and forword it to your Clinic's CAL-DADS licison. Retoin o
pink copy of the CUENT RECORD in the Clisrt File.,

£68 DATE OF ADMISSION:

A chient is focmolly odmétted for treatment only after: 1) an infoke ond assessmen process
hot been completed oncl it has bean determined Hhat fhe cent mees the Clin's criteria for
adinission or readmission, 2) o Chent Fie has been opened and, 3) the chent hos given
his/hor comant fo irecimvent,

#9 NUMBER OF PRIOR ADMISSIONS TO ANY DRUG TREATMENT PROGRAM
This inchudes previons admittions fo i Clinke,
CORRECTION

To correct a pieviously submitted form, enter the seriol number of thot form
below, then enter the new information in thote items you wish o have corrected,
Fill in coly the s 1o be corracied, lnave the rest of the form blark,

[TITTITIITIILITL]

! |
! I
I {
 CLITITTTTITTTTTA !
| |
\ |
‘ }

_—[jl—l.sll-ﬁlii]ul37l38‘39lﬂllﬁ42 ]}3 Ii‘r“]

ADMISSION COPY

(USE BALL POINT PEN—PRESS HARD)

ADMISSION INFORMATION

8 TREATMENT ENVIRONMENT ——————p D

1= 3 - Prison

Outpatient

2 - Residential 4 - Day Care

9 NUMBER OF PRIOR ADMISSIONS TQ
e ]

ANY DRUG TREATMENT PROGRAM
{snter 0 10 9)

10 EMPLOYMENT STATUS
(see codes)

11 HIGHEST SCHOOL GRADE COMPLETED
{enter 00 1o 20)

— =[]

12 YYPE OF REFERRAL
1 - Federal/State Criminal Justice System
2 ~ Local/County Criminal Justice System
3 « Other Referral~—not Criminal Justice
13 PRIVATE HEALTH INSURANCE COVERAGE
1 = Yeu 2 = No
DRUG TYPE
14 PRIMARY DRUG PROBLEM—————+ [:D
(sée codes)
15 USUAL ROUTE OF ADMINISTRATION
1 ~ orol 4 ~ iojection  (primory drug)
2 ~ moking 8 — unknown/
3 ~ inholotion other
16 FREQUENCY OF USE (orimary dng) % [:]
{see codes)
17 YEAR OF FIRST USE (primory drug) 19 ED
ORUG TYPE DRUG TYPE
18 OTHER DRUG PROBLEMS [E [:D
(onder 00 if none)} Troe coder)
N\

( Month Doy Year ﬁ\
6 DATE OF ADMISSION I l r l l ' ]
7 TREATMENT MODALITY AT ADMISSION D
1 — Datoxification 3 = Drug Free
2 - Maintenance 4 ~ Cther

J

CODES

-

EMPLOYMENT STATUS
1 - Employed full or partime
2 ~ Unemployed ~ is seeking work
3 — Not Employed — is not sesking work

FREQUENCY OF USE
Q ~ no ute in prior month 3 - saveral times per week
1 - le1s thon once. per week 4 = once daily
2 - once per week 3 ~ more thon oace daily

—

DRUG TYPE
00 = None 09 = Marijvona/Hahish
01 = Heroin 10 = '
02 == NoaRx 1 = |nhalonts
03 = Other Opiates ond Synthetics 12 = Qverthe-Coumer
04 = Akchol 13 = Tronquilizers
08 = Borbiturates 14 = Other (specify)
06 = Other Sedatives or Hypnoties
07 = Amphetamines
08 = Cocaine 2} = PCP

~

/




Connecticut Admission/Discharge Form

ADMISSION/DISCHARGE
FORM

CKCS-3 NEW 7/02

2

STATE OF CONNECTICUT
CONNECTICUT ALCOHOL AND DRUG ABUSE COMMISSION
Client information Collection System

ADMISSION PORTION:(*See back of Part 4 for codes)

Lo oo

MONTH) DAY YEAR

1. CLINIC IDENTIFIER

2. DATE FORM COMPLETED
LI | lLl

|MONYH I DAY | YEAR I
l HOURS EINUYESI

3. CLIENT NUMBER

4, DATE OF ADMISSION TO CLINIC

5. TIME OF ADMISSION TO CLINIC
{Use military time-see Manual)
(For Residential/Inpatient facilities ONLY).

6. ADMISSION TYPE
1=First Admission
2=Readmission

L
Litindd
o

L

7! SOURCE OF REFERRAL

8. SEX
1=Male
2=Female

oF RACE/ETHNIC BACKGROUND

IMONYHI YEAR I
]

10. MONTH AND YEAR OF BIRTH

11* EMPLOYMENT STATUS

12. CLIENT'S HOME ADDRESS ZIP CODE

13* EDUCATION OR SKILL DEVELOPMENT STATUS
14, HIGHEST SCHOOL GRADE COMPLETED

15* LAST YEAR'S FAMILY INCOME

16. NUMBER OF PERSONS DEPENDENT ON FAMILY INCOME
(Including client)

17¢ OTHER SOURCES OF CLIENT’S SUPPORT

18* HEALTH INSURANCE

SIGNIFICANT OTHER ONLY

19. 1S SUBSTANCE ABUSER IN TREATMENT?

1=Yes
2=No
PRINCIPAL CLIENT ONLY
2 3
20* PROBLEM SUBSTANCES | l “ I2 H l3 I

21, AGE AT FIRST USE

DISCHARGE PORTION: (See back of Part 4 for codes)

22, DATE OF DISCHARGE FROM MONTH ) DAY ; YEAR

THIS CLINIC

HQURS ;MINUTES
23. TIME  OF DISCHARGE FROM THIS CLINIC I_L_LJ__'

(Use military time-see Manual)
(For Residentiol/Inpatient facilities ONLY)

24 DISCHARGE TYPE
25! CONDITION AT DISCHARGE

.26, DID HEALTH INSURANCE COVER ANY
PART OF TREATMENT?
1=Yes
2=No

27 EMPLOYMENT STATUS

28% EDUCATION OR SKILL DEVELOPMENT
STATUS

CC CCC

SIGNIFICANT OTHER ONLY

29. HAS SUBSTANCE ABUSER ENTERED TREATMENT
DURING SIGNIFICANT OTHERS TREATMENT?

c

T=Yes
2=No
PRINCIPAL CLIENT ONLY
30. PROGRAM TRANSFERRED/REFERRED TO | I I O I
31* MEDICATION ADMINISTERED DURING vz
TREATMENT l_|__|__]

32% PROBLEM SUBSTANCES AT TIME
OF DISCHARGE

33, CODED REMARKS

112l 3l 4] 5] 6] 7]{s8] 9tw0]11 312

st

12j14315{1617 )18 §19{20 [21 J22 J23 [24 |25 |26 27 31

AN INDEPENDENT AGENCY ATTACHED TO THE DEPT. OF MENTAL HEALTH FOR ADMINISTRATIVE PURPOSES ONLY

CLINIC

COPY
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Connecticut Admission/Discharge Form Codes

ADMISSION/DISCHARGE PORM CCDES
CICs-3

JERTSSTO

ITEM 7 SOURCE OF REFERRAL

000001 = Seld

000002 = Pamily/Friends

000003 = Adult Probation/Parole

000004 » School

000005 = Police

000006 = Private Physician, Therapist,
Psychiatrist, etc.

000007 = Brployee Assistance Program

IF TREATMENT FACILITY GR HDSPITAL ETC.,
SXE CODES IN APPENDIX A OF MANUAL.

For employer referrals see section of
bandbook for this item, (Pill first
5 baxes with employment zip code, and
then a 1 for private business ar in-
dustry, or the mumber 2 if the place
of emplowrent is a public agency, an
sgency of the federal, stite, or
local govermment,)

ITE4 8 RACE/ETHNIC BACKGROUND

1 = White (Not of Rispanic Origin)
2 = Black (Not of Hispanic Qrigin)
3 = Higpanic (Puerto Rican)

4 = Higpanic (Other)

5 = Other

6 » Unknown

JTEM 11 BMPLOYMENT STAIUS

1 = Unemployed - has not sought employment
in last 30 days (refer to menual)

2 = Unaployed - bas sought employment in
last 30 days

3 = Part Time - less than 35 Bours per week

4 = Full Time ~ 35 or mare hours per week

ITEM 13 EDUCATION CR SKILI, DEVELOPMENT STATUS

0 = Not Attending
1 = Attending Elementary/Middle Bchool
2 = Attending Secondary School
(high school or graduate equivalency study)
3 = Attending Post Secondary School
(college or vocational)

ITEM 15 LAST YFAR'S FAMILY INCOME

00 = None
01 = Less than $2000

02 = less than $4000 but more than $2000
03 = Lees than $6000 but more than $4000
04 » less thap $7000 but more than $5000
05 = less than $8000 tut more than $7000
06 = Loss than $9000 tut more than $8000
07 = Less than $10,000 but more than $5000
08 = Less than $11,000 but more than $10,000
09 = less than $14,000 but more than $11,000
10 = less than $17,000 but more than $14,000
};:%:;::: gg but more than $17,000
' bat more than R
13 = More than $30,000 ¥20,000

[ ]
1 = Welf incl
e are (including AFDC)

3 = Social Security and/or other pensi ymen

g-Vetexl-nn'aPm:{ou / o0 payments
= Supplemental Security Income

8 = Doenployment

7 = Family

69

ITEM 18 HEALTH INSURANCE

0 = No Bealth Inmurance 5 =« City or Local Welfare

1 = Blue Cross/Blue Shield 6 = Medicald (Title 19)

2 = Other Private Insurance 7 = B0 (Health Maintenance
3 = Medicare (Title 18) Orgenization)

4 = (YAMPUS (Civilinn Bealth 8 = CADAC Fee for
& Medical Prog. of the Service
Uniformed Services)

ITHY 20 PAOEIEM SUBSTANCES

00 = Nope 14 = Other
Ol = Alcobol 15 = pCp
02 = Non-Rx Methadope

03 = Other Opiates and Synthetics

04 = Beroin

05 = Barbiturates

06 = Other Sedatives or Rymnotics

07 = Awphetamines

08 = Oocaine

09 = Marijusna/Heshish

10 = Hallucinogens

1 = With Formel Referral
2 = Without Formal Referral

Did Not Comlete Treatment

3 = Left With Clinic's Advice & Referral
4 = Left With Clinic's Advice, No Referral
5 = left Against Clinical Advice (SPLIT)
6 = Incarcerated

7 w Deceased

8 = Discharged For Non-Camliance With Program Rules
JTEM 25 OROITION AT DISCHARGE
1 = Improved

2 = No Change
3 = Worse

ITEM 27 BMPLOYMENT STATUS
(same as item 13

ITRY 23 EDUCATION OR SKTLL DEVELOPMENT STATUS

0 = Not Attending
1 = Attending Elamentary/Middle School
2 = Attending Secondary School
(high school or graduate squivalency study)
8 = Attending Post Seoondary School
(college o vocational)
4 = Canpleted Secondary School During Treatment
(high achool ar G.E.D.)
8 = Completed Post Secvodary School During Treatment

YTEM 31 MFDICATION AIMIN]ISTERED
{wee mamIR] Tor exwopies)

0 = Rooe 5 = Anticonvulmants
1 = Methadone € = Clonidine

2 = Naltrexcoe 7 = Peychotropics
3 = Disulfirem(Antabuse) 8 = Barbiturates

4 = Berrzodiszepines 9 = Other

ITEM 32 - PROHUIM SUBSTANCES
seme a5 1ten )




APPENDIX D
GLOSSARY OF TERMS

Age at admission: Derived by subtracting a client's year of birth from year of

admission to treatment if the client's month of birth occurred during or prior to

the month of admission. If the client's month of birth occurred after the month of

admission, the client's year of birth and the value one (1) were subtracted from
the year of admission.

Age at first use: The chronological age at which a person first used the drug that is

now listed as his/her drug problem(s). Derived by subtracting a client's year of
birth from year of first use if the client's month of birth occurred during or prior to
the month of admission. If the client's month of birth occurred after the month of
admission, the client's year of birth and the value one (1) were subtracted from
the year of first use. California collects year of first use for the primary drug only.

All cocaine clients: See "Cocaine client types" below.

Client: A person who has completed the intake and screening process and has been

formally admitted to a clinic for the treatment of a substance abuse problem
within the standards set by the clinic's admission criteria. An individual
treatment plan has been established that: 1) specifies assignment to modality
and environment; 2) lists short- and long-term client treatment goals; 3) provides
for scheduling of clinical and supportive services; and 4) specifies criteria for
successfully completing treatment.

Excluded as clients are persons who have completed the intake and screening
process only, persons who have not received treatment or direct services at
least once in 30 days, and persons who are receiving partial services (such as
those sometimes offered to community groups, clients' families and individuals),
but who are not actually treated for diagnosed drug problems. There may be
slight variations for various States, but generally, the above rules apply to the
definition of a client.

Cocalne client types: In this report cocaine ciients are classified into three

overlapping categories:

» All cocaine clients - Clients who abuse cocaine as either a primary,
secondary or tertiary drug.

» Primary cocaine clients - Clients whose primary drug of abuse is cocaine,
with or without a secondary and/or tertiary drug problem.
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* Heroin and cocaine clients - Clients who have a problem with both cocaine
and heroin, regardless of which drug is primary. Although these clients might
be called "speedballers", it should be noted that "speedballing” refers to the
injection of a combination of cocaine and heroin (or heroin and
amphetamines). The data for this report do not provide sufficient information
to permit tabulation of admissions of clients who inject the two drugs in
combination.

These categories are not mutually exclusive.

Consistently-reporting programs (Consistent panel): A subset of drug abuse
treatment programs used to minimize trend artifacts resulting from changes in
the composition of the reporting base over time. This report is based on data
from 596 treatment programs which met the criterion of reporting in at least six
months of each year from 1979 through 1984; they are located in 15 States
which continued to provide data to NIDA following elimination of mandatory
reporting to CODAP. Further information on the selection of the panel and the
distribution of panel programs by State is provided in the Introduction.

Frequency of use of primary drug: The number of times a client uses the primary
drug during the month prior to admission. There are six categories:

* No use during month prior to admission
* Less than once per week
o Once per week

+ Severai times per week

* Once daily

* More than once daily

Connecticut does not collect data on this variable. California collects this
information for the primary drug only.

Heroin and cocaine clients: See "Cocaine client types".

Last formal school year completed: Number of years of education the client
completed.

Primary cocaine clients: See "Cocaine client types".
Primary drug: The drug type that is the major problem in that it has caused the most

dysfunction. Only one primary problem may be reported at admission. (See
also "Secondary drug" and "Tertiary drug.")
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Prior treatment experiences, number of: The number of uninterrupted periods,
from admission to discharge, in any drug treatment program. Data on this
variable are not reported by Connecticut and Oregon.

Race/ethnicity: Based on staff observation and client self-identification, the
following categories have been selected to conform with the FICE Ad Hoc
Subcommittee on Racial and Ethnic Definitions:

« White (not of Hispanic origin) - a person having origins in any of the people of
Europe, North Africa, or the Middle East.

 Black (not of Hispanic origin) - a person having origins in any of the people of
sub-Saharan Africa.

» Hispanic - a Mexican, Puerto Rican, Cuban or person of other Hispanic
origin.

« Other - a person having origins in any of the American Indian, Alaskan
Native, Asian or Pacific Islander groups. American Indians are defined as
persons having origins in any of the original people of North America;
Alaskan Natives (Aleut, Eskimo Indians) as persons having origins in any of
the original people of North America; and Asians and Pacific Islanders as
persons having origins in any of the original people of the Far East, Indian
subcontinent, Southeast Asia, or the Pacific Islands.

Route of administration, most recent usual: Indicates the most recent method
employed by the client to use the drug type(s) identified. if more than one
recent method of administration of a drug type has been used, the most usual or
frequent route is indicated. There are four categories:

o QOral - ingested by mouth.
* Smoking - absorbed through lungs and respiratory system by mouth.
* Inhalation - absorbed through lungs and respiratory system by nose.

 Injection - administered by injection into muscles (intramuscular) or into veins
(intravenous).

Data on this variable were not collected by Connecticut. California collects this
information for the primary drug only.

Secondary drug: The drug type, if any, that has resulted in a lesser degree of
dysfunction than the primary drug problem. (See also "Primary drug".)

Source of referral: Indicates whether a client was voluntarily or nonvoluntarily
committed to or referred for treatment.
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Voluntary sources include:
Self referral
Hospital (includes a general or mental hospital)
Community services (includes a community mental health center,
Federal, State, or local agencies,
another drug program, and
a private physician, psychiatrist, or other mental health professional)
Family/friend
Employer/school
Other voluntary

Non-voluntary sources include:
TASC (Treatment Alternative to Street Crime)
Federal/State/county probation
Federal/State/county parole
Other non-voluntary (includes Police)

Connecticut's categories were not compatible with those described and data
were not included. California collected data on this variable at two levels only,
"voluntary” and "nonvoluntary".

Tertiary drug: The drug type, if any, that has resulted in a lesser degree of
dysfunction than the secondary drug problem. (See also "Primary drug" and
"Secondary drug.")

Years between first use and admission: The number of years between the first
use of the primary drug and the first admission to a drug treatment clinic.
Determined by subtracting the year of first use from the year of admission. Only

clients with no prior treatment program admissions are included. Data on this

variable could not be tabulated for Connecticut or Oregon since these States

did not report prior treatment admissions.
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