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1  European Monitoring Centre for Drugs and Drug Addiction, Annual Report 2011: The State of the Drugs Problem in Europe
(Luxembourg, Publications Office of the European Union, 2011)
2  United States of America, Department of Health and Human Services, Substance Abuse and Mental Health Services 
Administration, Results from the 2010 National Survey on Drug Use and Health: Summary of National Findings, NSDUH Series 
H-41, HHS Publication No. SMA 11-4658 (Rockville, Maryland, 2011)
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40 Johnston and others, Monitoring the Future: National Results on Adolescent Drug Use
41

42  United States of America, Department of Health and Human Services, Substance Abuse and Mental Health Services 
Administration, Results from the 2010 National Survey on Drug Use and Health: Detailed Tables (Rockville, Maryland, 
September 2011)
43 Johnston and others, Monitoring the Future: National Results on Adolescent Drug Use
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2011
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B.

2011 2010 2010
2011

2011

2010 0.3-0.5%
1,290 2,100

2009
2010 24 52

2010

2010 4,700 2011 7,000
2010 3,600 2011 5,800

2010 580 2011
610 2010 18 2011 25 2010

2005 2009

12. 1997-2011

2011
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2011 7,000 3,400
2011 467 2010 384

8 2011

8.   2004-2011
2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011

4 850 4 620 6 610 8 890 8 641 7 853 4 736 6 995 

1 197 1 169 2 056 3 411 3 080 2 898 1 728 3 400 

3 653 3 451 4 555 5 479 5 561 4 955 3 008 3 595 

529 472 629 757 752 667 384 467

2011
829 948 2011

2011

2010 191,000 2011 207,000 10
63%

20% 7%
13,000

13. 1997-2011
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9. 2001-2011
2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011

..  21 430  a  5 103  15 300  19 047  5 480 5 351  2 316  3 810 

 3 577   3 266  3 866  2 121  1 929 375 381  546   711  ..

15  34 65 45 50 98 121  89   222  ..

.. .. .. 489 720 449 536 1 345   918  1 490 

219  494  167 12 247  8 000 624 2 420  1 022  ..

..  4 134  3 556  2 575  1 518 779 575  651   579   662 

.. 4 67 27 .. 8 ..  21  ..  4 

 19 157   20 034   15 926  21 609  16 890  11 046  13 095 14 753  15 484  ..

 7 469  638   2 820  3 907  3 970  3 598  4 820 4 087  8 268  7 058 

19  19 4 .. 1 .. 21  35  .. ..

..  4 185  5 200 391 354 614 0 105 68 1 053 

14  57 98 92 88 28 23  32   21  ..

989  767  122 110 153 220 285  201   278   208 

.. .. .. .. .. .. 28 ..   436  ..

0 0 87 154 0 0 0 ..  .. ..

125 100 32 .. .. 38 99  31  .. ..

a 2004

10. 1997-2011
1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011

58 416 63 674   90 583  82 171 7 606 74 100 80 000 131 000 104 000 165 000 193 000 157 000 123 000 123 000 131 000

874 950 284 260 213 622 2 500 1 500 2 438 1 545 1 701 1 909 1 779 1 721 362

59 290 64 624 90 867 82 431 7 819 74 722 82 500 132 500 106 438 166 545 194 701 158 909 124 779 124 721 131 362

a 24 082 26 837 22 543 19 052 17 255 14 000 12 000 6 600 1 800 2 500 1 500 1 600 1 900 3 000 4 100
a 155 150 130 300 89 500 108 700 105 000 81 400 62 200 44 200 32 800 21 500 27 700 28 500 31 700 38 100 43 600
b 352 716 702 890 820 750 .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. ..
b 340 442 442 .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. ..

179 924 158 295 113 187 128 642 123 075 96 150 74 200 50 800 34 600 24 000 29 200 30 100 33 600 41 100 47 700

6 584 7 350 6 500 6 500 4 300 4 153 4 026 3 950 1 950 1 023 715 394 356 341 ..
c 4 000 5 500 3 600 1 900 4 400 2 700 4 800 3 500 3 300 5 000 6 900 15 000 19 500 14 000 ..

10 584 12 850 10 100 8 400 8 700 6 853 8 826 7 450 5 250 6 023 7 615 15 394 19 856 14 341 14 341

d 2 050 2 050 2 050 2 479 2 500 2 500 3 074 5 190 5 212 4 432 4 184 8 600 7 700 10 500 13 300

251 848 237 819 216 204 221 952 142 094 180 225 168 600 195 940 151 500 201 000 235 700 213 003 185 935 190 662 206 703
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11. 1997-2011
1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011

2 804  2 693   4 565   3 276 185  3 400  3 600 4 200 4 100 6 100 8 200 7 700 6 900 3 600 5 800 

 24  26  9   8  5  5  52 40 36 39 43 48 44 43 9

2 828 2 719 4 574 3 284 190 3 405 3 652 4 240 4 136 6 139 8 243 7 748 6 944 3 643 5 809

147  124  124  167 134 112 120 43 14 20 9 10 11 18 25

 1 676   1 303  895   1 087  1 097 828 810 370 312 315 460 410 330 580  610 
a  4   8   8   6  6  9 .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. ..
a  2   2   2  .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. ..

 1 829   1 437   1 029   1 260  1 237 949 930 413 326 335 469 420 341 598 635

 90 100   88   88  80  52  50  49 24 13 14 10 9 9 ..
b  46  60  43   21  91  58 101  73 71 108 149 325 425 305 ..

136  160  131  109 171 110 151 122 95 121 163 335 434 314 314 

c  30  30  30   38 32 56  50 75 63 16 15 139 134 181 237 

4 823  4 346  5 764  4 691 1 630 4 520 4 783 4 850 4 620 6 610 8 890 8 641 7 853 4 736 6 995

(a)1997-2002 (b)2003-2011
(a)1997-1999

(b)2000-2011 (a)1997-2000
(b)2001-2011 (a)1997-1999

(b)2000-2010 2008 /

a

b 2000 2003
c

2010
d

/ 2008
/

2010 7%
2010 81 2009 76

2010 2007
2010

27 33%
13 16% 14 2010

7% 2010
4.2

2009 25 2010 27 50%
2011 23
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2009 5.8 2010 5.4

14. 2000-2010

2009 2.4 2010 3.5
2010

1.7 2009 2010
853 2009 177

2009 283 2010 374 2008 2009
2010 2009 213 98

8 50% 2010
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15. 2000-2010
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2010
2011
2011

65

70%

66

2010

2010 2011
2010 2010

2010 2010 2011
2010

2010

2009 3.2
2010 2.6 17 18

                                                         
65 European Monitoring Centre for Drugs and Drug Addiction, Annual Report 2011: The State of the Drugs Problem in Europe
66

10 2007-2010
43% 2009 2005
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17. 2009-2010

2009 2010
2009/2010 2010/2011 2006/2007

18. 2009-2010

2011

2010 401 2009
580

0

500

1,000

1,500

2,000

2,500

3,000

3,500

2009

2010

732

341

1,133

420

755

323

157

985

104

1,004

Kazakhstan Kyrgyzstan Tajikistan Turkmenistan Uzbekistan

2009

2010
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7.  2010 * 100

2010 10 2011

67 2011

2009 1.7 2010 798 68

50% 69

2009
46% 2011 16%

2009 58%
2010 30%70 19 2010

                                                         
67 European Monitoring Centre for Drugs and Drug Addiction, Annual Report 2011: The State of the Drugs Problem in Europe
68 2009 2010 2009-2010 2010-2011 2006-
2007
69 “SOCA comments on reported UK heroin shortages”, Serious Organised Crime Agency news, 31 January 2011. Available from 
www.soca.gov.uk/news/309-soca-comments-on-reported-uk-heroin-shortages (accessed March 2012)
70 Kathryn Coleman, “Seizures of drugs in England and Wales, 2010/11”, Home Office Statistical Bulletin No. 17/11 (London, 
Home Office November 2011)

2010

2009-2010

10%

+/-10%

10%

*

2006-2010

2006-2010
a) 0.2 
b) 1.0 
c) 0.1 
d) 0.2 
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2009 40% 2010 23% 2009 21% 2010 16%

19. 2003-2011

2006

2009 2010 40%
71

2010

2011

2011
2011

                                                         
71 United Kingdom, Office for National Statistics, “Deaths related to drug poisoning in England and Wales, 2010”, Statistical 
Bulletin, 23 August 2011
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2010
2009

2009 2010 20
2010 24 52

2009 21 22

20. 2005-2010

2011
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21. 1998-2011

22. 2003-2010
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2010 2009 159 234
8.5 2010 35 104 202
7.9 191

2010
722010

513 2003 2009 195

2009 42% 2010 34% 2010

2006
2010 6% 23

23. 2002-2010

                                                         
72 Australian Crime Commission, Illicit Drug Data Report 2009-10 (Canberra, June 2011)
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C.

73 2010
2005-2007 2010

2010

2010 1,330 1,970
15-64 0.3% 0.4%

74

12. 2001-2010
2001  2002  2003  2004  2005  2006  2007  2008  2009  2010

19 900 21 600 23 600 27 700 25 400 27 500 28 900 30 500 30 900 31 000 

144 800 102 000 86 000 80 000 86 000 78 000 99 000 81 000 68 000 57 000 

.. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. 73 000 62 000 

46 200 46 700 44 200 50 300 48 200 51 400 53 700 56 100 59 900 61 200 
a 210 900 170 300 153 800 158 000 159 600 156 900 181 600 167 600 158 800 149 200 

2001-2002
2003-2010

a

                                                         
73 2010
E.10.XI.13 4.1
74 2011
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13. 2005-2010

2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010

      

28 200  33 200  36 400  39 400 40 100 40 900 
.. .. 34 200-38 300 37 300-41 800 37 900-42 300 38 600-43 100  
      

97 000  105 100  107 800  113 300  118 000  120 500  

85 400-108 600 91 000-119 200 93 200-122 000 97 600-127 800 102 400-134 200 103 000-136 300 

12 000
95%

9,000 95%

14. 2005-2010

2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010

    
555 400 528 300 525 300 389 600 343 600 305 300 

.. .. .. .. .. 305 300-349 600 
    

164 280 154 130 154 000 116 900 103 100 91 600 
.. .. .. .. .. 91 600-104 880 

2010

15. 2005-2010 100%

2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010

   
80  94  104 113 .. .. 

      
680  660  630  450  410  350 

.. .. .. .. .. 350-400 
      

260  280  290  302 .. .. 
1 020 1 034 1 024 865 ..a ..a

2010

a 2009 2010
2009 2010 842-1,111 788-1,060
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2010 694 2009 732
24 2001 2005

2005

2005 2006 2010

2006 85% 2010 73%
2001-2010 75

24. 2001-2010

2010
694 100% 788-1,060

100%

                                                         
75

2011
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76

25. 2001-2010

2011
E.11.XI.10 264

15-64
2006 3.0% 2010 2.2% 77

47%

2005

78

                                                         
76 2002-2010 41%-62% 2010 58%

Colombia
Monitoreo de Cultivos de Coca 2010 2011 6
77 2006 5.7% 2010 2.9%

2006-2010 2006 0.7% 2010 0.21% 2010

78 Ehleringer J. R. Ehleringer and others, “14C analyses 
quantify time lag between coca leaf harvest and street-level seizure of cocaine”, Forensic Science International, vol. 214, Nos. 1-
3 (2012), pp. 7-12
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2007
2007

2008-2010 2007
26 2007

2007 2010

26. 2003-2010

2007 10
70% 2008 2010 2007 79

2008 32% 2009
16% 2011 30% 80 2010

60%
81 2010 14

                                                         
79 Tim Pfeiffer-Gerschel and others, 2011 National Report to the EMCDDA by the Reitox National Focal Point: Germany—New 
Developments, Trends and In-Depth Information on Selected Issues, Drug Situation 2010/2011 (European Monitoring Centre for 
Drugs and Drug Addiction  and Deutsche Referenzstelle für die Europäische Beobachtungsstelle für Drogen und Drogensucht, 
2011), p. 198
80 Coleman, “Seizures of drugs in England and Wales, 2010/11”
81
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2006 50%
82

83

84 2007

85

2006

2006

2004-2006 2008

27. 2001-2010

A. B.

14 100

                                                         
82 European Police Office, Project COLA, “Cocaine trafficking to Europe by sea” (The Hague, n.d.)
83 2010 1.3 (Gerschel and others, 2011 
National Report to the EMCDDA by the Reitox National Focal Point: Germany, p. 191
84 European Police Office, Project COLA, “Semisubmersibles: the imminent threat to Europe?” (The Hague, 27 September 
2011)
85 United States, Drug Enforcement Administration, “Cocaine Signature Program report”, January 2011
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28.

2005-2010
2008-2010 28%

13% 29
2005 2010
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2005/2006 2009/2010

2009/2010 2005/2006 4
2.6% 0.6%

0.1%

2004 2010 27
30 2010

2011 12

2002 2009 8 86 2007
2010 2010

2008 2010

                                                         
86 2010
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30. 2000-2010
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91 United States, Department of State, Bureau for International Narcotics and Law Enforcement Affairs, International Narcotics 
Control Strategy Report, vol. I, Drug and Chemical Control (March 2012)
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93 European Monitoring Centre for Drugs and Drug Addiction, Annual Report 2011: The State of the Drugs Problem in Europe

0

5

10

15

20

25

30

35

40

45

50

20
01

20
02

20
03

20
04

20
05

20
06

20
07

20
08

20
09

20
10

A
m

ou
nt

 s
ei

ze
d

(to
ns

)

Cannabis herb
Cannabis resin
Heroin



62

36. 1998-2010

1997 384

2004 2010
37 /

/ sinsemilla

94 95

                                                         
94 T. Decorte, G. R. Potter and M. Bouchard, eds., World Wide Weed: Global Trends in Cannabis 
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108 Kathleen Maguire, ed., Sourcebook of Criminal Justice Statistics (United States, Department of Justice, Bureau of Justice 
Statistics). Available from www.albany.edu/sourcebook/index.html (accessed March 2012)
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Summary of National Findings
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6 L. Degenhardt and W. Hall, “Extent of illicit drug use and dependence, and their contribution to the global burden of disease”,
The Lancet, vol. 379, No. 9810 (7 January 2012), pp. 55-70
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8 L. Degenhardt and W. Hall, “Extent of illicit drug use and dependence, and their contribution to the global burden 
of disease”, The Lancet, vol. 379, No. 9810 (7 January 2012), pp. 55-70.
9 European Monitoring Centre for Drugs and Drug Addiction, Statistical Bulletin 2011 (Lisbon, August 2011). Available from 
www.emcdda.europa.eu/stats11
10 F. I. Bastos, N. Bertoni and M. A. Hacker, “Drug and alcohol use: main findings of a national survey, Brazil 2005”, Revista de 
Saúde Pública, vol. 42, Suppl. 1 (2008), pp. 109-117
11
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2008)
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16 B. Hibell and others, The 2007 ESPAD Report: Substance Use among Students in 35 European Countries (Stockholm, Swedish 
Council for Information on Alcohol and other Drugs, 2009)
17 L. D. Johnston and others, Monitoring the Future: National Survey Results on Drug Use, 1975-2007, vol. I, Secondary School 
Students 2007, National Institutes of Health publication No. 08-6418A (Bethesda, Maryland, National Institute on Drug Abuse, 
September 2008)
18 2011
19 2011 E.11.XI.11
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100 5 100 2
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1

1.    
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28 Report of the International Opium Commission, Shanghai, China, February 1 to February 26, 1909, vol. II, Reports of the 
Delegations (Shanghai, North-China Daily News and Herald Limited, 1909)
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51 European Monitoring Centre for Drugs and Drug Addiction, Annual Report 2010: The State of the Drugs Problem in Europe
(Luxembourg, Publications Office of the European Union, 2010)
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