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Annexes

LONG-TERM DRUG USE TRENDS IN SWEDEN

Cannabis use among military recruits, 1976-2005
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Amphetamine use among military recruits, 1976-2005
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Heroin use among military recruits, 1976-2005
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Cocaine use among military recruits, 1984-2005

life-time prevalence in %
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Ecstasy use among military recruits, 1984-2005
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Il. INTERNATIONAL COMPARISONS

A. YOUTH SURVEYS

1. Surveys among 15-16 year old students

Map: Lifetime prevalence of illicit drug use among 15-16 year old students in Europe, 2003
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Map: Lifetime use of cannabis use among 15-16 year old students in Europe, 2003
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Map: Lifetime use of drugs other than cannabis among 15-16 year old students in Europe, 2003
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Map: Lifetime use of amphetamines among 15-16 year old students in Europe, 2003
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Map: Lifetime use of ecstasy among 15-16 year old students in Europe, 2003
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Map: Lifetime use of cocaine among 15-16 year old students in Europe, 2003
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Map: Lifetime use of heroin among 15-16 year old students in Europe, 2003
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Life-time prevalence of cannabis use among 15-16 year old students in Europe, 1999-2003

Europe avg. 21

Czech Rep. 44

Switzerland 12 T
Ireland

IsleofMan T
UK 38
France

U —— —
Belgium
Nethedands P
Slovenia
L e
Greenland 3
Germany
Slovak Rep. FE==ET0
Denmark 1 24
Estonia
Russia /Mosc. =i 22
Croatia T e ™
Ukraine S
Bulgaria SR S
Austria eSS
e —
Poland i 18
Hungary ===

Portugal FE__.G
Iceland

Lithuania

Finland
Malta
Norway 12

Faroe |s|. = ¥

CSuggop S

Greece

Turkey

Cyprus [
Romania =

0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45 50
Life-time prevalence in %

01999 W2003

Source: Council of Europe and Swedish Council for Information on Alcohol and Other Drugs (CAN), The ESPAD Report 2003,
Nov. 2004

12



Annexes

Life-time prevalence of illicit drug use other than cannabis among 15-16 year old students

in Europe, 1999-2003
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2. Surveys among 15-24 year olds

Map: Lifetime use of cannabis among 15-24 year olds in EU-15, 2004

. -

T 51w
20-24%

| R

-

Dita not available

[EU-15 average: 33%

Source: European Commission, Eurobarometer, Young People and Drugs, June 2004

Map: Change in lifetime prevalence of cannabis among 15-24 year olds in EU-15, 2002-2004

iy

BAS
‘f’_“g“#ﬂ s

Change 2002 to 2004

o

L EETE
: 5% o 5%
Bl s

. - [f
Dats rot avalabie 4/\‘
EU-15 average: +14% sl
(from 29% to 33%)

Source: European Commission, Eurobarometer, Young People and Drugs, June 2004

14



Annexes

Map: Lifetime use of drugs other than cannabis among 15-24 year olds in EU-15, 2004
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Map: Past month use of cannabis among 15-24 year olds in EU-15, 2004
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Map: Past month use of drugs other than cannabis among 15-24 year olds in EU-15, 2004
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Lifetime prevalence of cannabis use among 15-24 year olds in EU-15, 2002-2004
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Monthly prevalence of cannabis use among 15-24 year olds in EU-15, 2002-2004
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Monthly prevalence of the use of drug other than cannabis among 15-24 year olds in EU-15,
2002-2004
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B. GENERAL POPULATION SURVEYS

Annual prevalence of drug use in Sweden as compared to Europe among the population
age 15-64, 2004 or latest year available
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Map: Annual prevalence of cannabis use among population 15-64, in 2004 or latest year
available
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Map: Annual prevalence of amphetamines use among population 15-64, in 2004 or latest
year available
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Map: Annual prevalence of ecstasy use among population 15-64, in 2004 or latest year
available
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Map: Annual prevalence of cocaine use among population 15-64, in 2004 or latest year
available
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Map: Annual prevalence of opiate use among population 15-64, in 2004 or latest year
available
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Cannabis use among population 15-64, in 2004 or latest year available
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Amphetamines use among population 15-64, in 2004 or latest year available
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Ecstasy use among population 15-64, in 2004 or latest year available

Europe

West & Central Europe
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Source: UNODC, 2006 World Drug Report.
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Cocaine use among population 15-64, in 2004 or latest year available

Europe
West & Central Europe
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Opiates use among population 15-64, in 2004 or latest year available

Europe
West & Central Europe

Russian Federation*,2004
Estonia, 2001

United Kingdom, 2001
Luxembourg, 2000
Latvia, 2001

Ukraine*, 2002

Italy, 2004

Portugal, 2000

Croatia, 1999

Spain,2000
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Source: UNODC, 2006 World Drug Report.
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C. PERCEIVED RISK OF DRUG USE

Proportion of 15-24 year olds considering cannabis as ‘very dangerous’, 2004
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Source: European Commission, Eurobarometer, Young people and drugs, June 2004

Proportion of 15-24 year olds considering amphetamines as ‘very dangerous’; 2004
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Source: European Commission, Eurobarometer, Young people and drugs, June 2004
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Proportion of 15-24 year olds considering ecstasy as ‘very dangerous’; 2004
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Source: European Commission, Eurobarometer, Young people and drugs, June 2004

Proportion of 15-24 year olds considering cocaine as ‘very dangerous’; 2004

100%
90%
84%84%
__83%g50,
80%
79%79%
0, 7804
80@76%
70% -
60% -
50%\\
T £ O » 8 T > X ¥ T D O £ X
2 g%g_ggE%ngg:E«sm
S 2 © 9 © 8 8 = T E s & &8 ZF E
E 2 S ¥ F 2 = c O 9 - 0 £
[T EU)omu'q:”‘ ) - E€ o 7]
[a] Qo £ [a)]
X o
o 2

Source: European Commission, Eurobarometer, Young people and drugs, June 2004
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Proportion of 15-24 year olds considering heroin as ‘very dangerous’; 2004
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Source: European Commission, Eurobarometer, Young people and drugs, June 2004
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Risk perception of regular cannabis use among 15-16 year olds (2003):
How much do people risk harm themselves by regularly taking cannabis?

Response: ‘ great risk’
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D. OTHER DRUG ABUSE RELATED DATA

Contacts with drug problems* (‘often’ & ‘from time to time’) in the area of residence among
EU-15 countries, 1996-2005
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**QOver the last 12 months, how often were you personally in contact with drug related problems in the area where you live? For
example seeing people dealing in drugs, taking or using drugs in public places, or by finding syringes left by drug addicts?’
Sources: EU Commission, Eurobarometer, Public Safety Exposure to Drug Related Problems and Crime, Brussels 2003 and

Robert Manchin / Gergely Hideg, Drug related Problems in Europe’s Neighbourhoods, unpublished working paper?, August
2006, European Crime and Safety Survey, 2005.

! The data used in this working paper is the copyright of the EU ICS Consortium, led by Gallup Europe. The EU ICS was co-
funded by the European Commission, FP6. The consortium website is http://www.gallup-europe.be/euics. The working paper is
the copyright of its author(s).
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Acute drug-related deaths in 2003 (or latest year available), per million inhabitants (national
definition)

West and Central Europe

Estonia, 2002
Norway, 2002
United Kingdom, 2002
Denmark, 2003
Luxembourg, 2003
Spain, 2001
Ireland, 2001
Czech Rep., 2003
Austria, 2003
Finland, 2003
Greece, 2003
Germany, 2003

Sweden, 2002

Slovenia, 2003
Portugal, 2003
Malta, 2003
Belgium,1997
Lithuania,2003
Italy, 2003
Netherlands, 2003
Latvia, 2003

France, 2000

Hungary, 2003

Source: EMCDDA
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E. INTRAVENOUS DRUG ABUSE AND HIV/AIDS

People living with HIV/AIDS in 2005 as a proportion of the population age 15-49
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Sources: UNAIDS, AIDS Epidemic Update, December 2005 and UNAIDS, A Global View of HIV Infections in UNAIDS 2006
Report on the Global AIDS Epidemic, May 2006.

Map: People living with HIV/AIDS in 2005 as a proportion of the population age 15-49
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Sources: UNAIDS, AIDS Epidemic Update, December 2005 and UNAIDS, A Global View of HIV Infections in UNAIDS 2006
Report on the Global AIDS Epidemic, May 2006.
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UNAIDS estimates of HIV/infections in Europe in 2005 as a proportion of the population age

15-49
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Sources: UNAIDS, AIDS Epidemic Update, December 2005 and UNAIDS, A Global View of HIV Infections in UNAIDS 2006

Report on the Global AIDS Epidemic, May 2006.
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Sweden: Reported HIV infections, by modes of transmission, 1985-June 2005
(N =6,897)

homosexual IDU
37% 14%

not known
7%

mother to child
1% heterosexual

41%

Source: EuroHIV, HIV/AIDS Surveillance in Europe, Mid-year report 2005, Paris 2006.

EU-25: Reported HIV infections, by modes of transmission, 1985-June 2005
(N =215,510)

homosexual

not known 32%
22%

IDU
14%

heterosexual

) 31%
mother to child

1%

Source: EuroHIV, HIV/AIDS Surveillance in Europe, Mid-year report 2005, Paris 2006.
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Europe (WHO region)*: Reported HIV infections by modes of transmission, 1985-June 2005,
(N =646,142)

homosexual
11%

not known

33% IDU

38%

hetero-sexual
mother to child 18%
0.02%

* includes countries of the Caucasus region and Central Asia, but not Turkey.

Source: EuroHIV, HIV/AIDS Surveillance in Europe, Mid-year report 2005, Paris 2006.

New injecting drug use related HIV cases in Sweden, 1985-2005
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Sweden: newly reported HIV infections, by modes of transmission, in 2004
(N = 431)
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12%

mother to child
3%

homosexual

19%
IDU
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60%

Source: EuroHIV, HIV/AIDS Surveillance in Europe, Mid-year report 2005, Paris 2006

EU-25: newly reported HIV infections, by modes of transmission, in 2004
(N =24,184)

not known
22%
homosexual

24%

mother to child

1% IDU

9%
heterosexual

44%

Source: EuroHIV, HIV/AIDS Surveillance in Europe, Mid-year report 2005, Paris 2006.

Europe (WHO region*): newly reported HIV infections, by modes of transmission, in 2004
(N =74,760)

homosexual
8%

not known
36%

IDU
27%

mother to child heterosexual
0% 29%

* includes countries of the Caucasus region and Central Asia, but not Turkey.Source: EuroHIV, HIV/AIDS Surveillance in
Europe, Mid-year report 2005, Paris 2006.
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Proportion of newly reported IDU related HIV infections among all newly reported HIV

infections in 2004

Europe 27%
EU-25 9% (11%*)
Estonia (2002) 18%
Litvania DD 75%
Ukraine 57%
Moldova 51%
Belarus 46%
Latvia 45%
Portugal 35%
Russia 30%
Poland 28%
Iceland 20%
Ireland 20%
Bosnia 19%
Serbia & Montenegro 14%
Switzerland 11%
Czech Rep 9%
Finland 8%
Austria** 8%
Croatia 7%
Italy (2003) 7%
Norwg Q0 7%
6%
Germany 6%
Luxembourg 5%
Denmark 4%
Netherlands 4%
France 3%
Turkey 3%
Hungary 3%
Belgium 2%
Greece 2%
United Kingdom 2%
Slovenia | 0%
Slovakia | 0%
Romania | 0%
FYR Macedonia | 0%
Cyprus 10%
Bulgaria 10%
Albania | 0%
Malta | 0%
0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8

* EU estimate: 9% for all EU countries reporting in 2004 (n=21 countries) or 11% including EU countries reporting in

previous years (Italy, Estonia) but not in 2004

Data for Austria are based on a UNODC estimate.

Source: EuroHIV, HIV/AIDS Surveillance in Europe, Mid-year report 2005, Paris 2006.
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Risk of new IDU related HIV infections among problem drug users in Sweden, 1992-2003
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Proportion of IDU among newly diagnosed AIDS cases in 2004

50.0%

39%
40.0%

30.0% 2804

20.0%

10.0%

3%

000 I

Sweden EU-25 Europe

Source: EuroHIV, HIV/AIDS Surveillance in Europe, End-year report 2005, Paris 2005.
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Newly reported IDU related HIV infections per million inhabitants in 2004
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Source: EuroHIV, HIV/AIDS Surveillance in Europe, Mid-year report 2005, Paris 2006.
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Newly reported IDU related AIDS cases per million inhabitants in 2004

European average
EU-25
Ukraine 40.9
Portugal
Latvia 29.3
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Estonia (2002)
Moldova 12.6
Italy (2003) .
Switzerland 7
Belarus
Poland .
Luxembourg 2.2
Norway (2003) 1.5
Lithuania 15
France 1.3
Serbia & Montenegro 1.2
1.2
1.2
0.9
Finland 0.8
Denmark J| 0.6
Slovenia Jj 0.5
Belgium || 0.5
Netherlands || 0.4
Germany || 0.3
Croatia | 0.2
United Kingdom | 0.2
Czech Rep. | 0.2
Romania | 0.1
Greece | 0.1
Hungary | 0.0
Turkey | 0.0
Slovakia | 0.0
Malta | 0.0
Iceland | 0.0
FYR Macedonia |0.0
Bulgaria (2003) | 0.0
Andorra | 0.0
Albania | 0.0
0 10 20 30 40

Source: EuroHIV, HIV/AIDS Surveillance in Europe, End-year report 2005, Paris 2005.
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