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Agenda Outcomes

—Understand Where drugs are
coming from?

t

—ldentify how Serious is the
problem?

—Recognize the Impact?
—Ascertain what can WE do?

—Develop next step Strategies
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The Impact of Drugs iniTiribal Communities
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«. Community. Appreaches

What Drugs Pose
the Biggest Threat
to your
Community?




120 people die daily due to drug
overdose

Prescription drugs result in more
overdoses than heroin and
cocaine combined

Meth distribution and abuse
contributes to violent and
property crime rates




Cocaine distributors seek out
meth users as alternative drug

Marijuana concentrates far
exceed leaf MJ

Synthetic designer drug threat

impacts many areas of the
country




Greatest Drug. Threat 2007-2015

m Cocaine

m Methan

m Marijual

M Heroin
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_Community APRrOaACNES -

How Does your
Jurisdiction Deal
with Juvenile Drug
and Alcohol Abuse?




Indian Youth at Risk

Past-month Prevalence Results

|
~
40 | ~ -
| i 5 b
35 ‘l % *=01."=05
30 ‘ R & "
- w
25 ~ -
% | .
20[ - ~
15
|
10 | o o %
5i S e w &
o | . O SR

- [t o g 1on 12 g™ 0™ 120 8" 10" 12¢

1' L

138

Alcohol Binge drinking  Marijuana Cocaine

American Indian/ Monitoring the Future
Alaskan Native Survey

Source: Substance Use in American Indian Use, NIDA report September 11, 2014







.. Community. Approachnes

How Do Drugs Get
to Your
Community?




Cabo San Lucas

Pacific
Ocean

AGUAS
CALIENTES

Mexican Cartels
@ @ Sinaloa Cartel ® @ uarez Cartel

@ @ Gul Cartel Qo @ Beltran-Leyva

Organization
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Los Caballeros No Dominant
@ @ Templarios @ i Freaence
Q Cartel Jalisco
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*Spheres indicate significant
or increasing presence
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(U) This map represents areas of dominant
Mexican cartel presence. It is subject to change
given the fluid nature of Mexican DTOs.
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Drug Enforcement Administration (DEA)
Current as of April 2015

(U) This product was prepared by the DEA Stategic Intelligence Section.
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Tratticking through Tribal Jurisaictions

The Tohono O'odham Nation is now the busiest

- } crossing point along the entire U S -Mexico border
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portation Routes
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Greatest Drug Threat Nationall
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;Drugs trafficked to Indian Country...
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« Mexican DTOs control transportation and marijuana,

cocaine, and powder and ice methamphetamine to
criminal groups, gang members, and independent
traffickers within and outside Native American
communities in the Southwest Region..



;Drugs trafficked to Indian Country...

Major Cities
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» Mexican traffickers routinely smuggle drugs through
reservation border areas en route to U.S. drug markets.

« Methamphetamine and marijuana are the most widely

abused drugs on reservations throughout the region.



Who's
Responsible?




Drug Trafficking Organizations...

Meth is trafficked primarily from
Mexico into the United States by
Mexican Drug Trafficking

Organizations (DTOS) INDIAN COUNTRY

DRUG THREAT ASSESSMENT

Mexican DTOs and Native
American DTOs target Indian
Reservations and also utilize them

as drug hubs and trafficking Lastreport by NDIC bt

2009-2011 National

routes. Reportfs py NDIC show

Source: http://www.justice.gov/archive/ndic/pubs28/29239/29239p.pdf



http://www.justice.gov/archive/ndic/pubs28/29239/29239p.pdf




Indian Youth Gangs

Indian Youth Gangs continues to increase
on Reservations and in Federal and State prison

Often emulate

—Hispanic Gangs(Barrio Aztecas, Nortenos,
Surenyos)

—African American Gangs (Crips and Bloods)
—Caucasian Gangs (Juggalos)

NATIVE MOB

Indian Youth Gang names include, Native Mob and
Native Pride which primarily operate in North
Dakota, Minnesota, South Dakota and Wisconsin
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What Drugs Pose
the Biggest Threat
to Your

Community?




Ng AtTLraction
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AGUSTIN DovALINA. |l
HIEF OF POLICE - LAREDD. TEXAS




Show me the VMioney!!!




How Serious Is
the Problem?







Health

Pharmaceutical- Diversion

Emergency Room Care

Rehabilitation
Behavioral Health
STD’s

Dental

Staff resources
Staff Safety




Behavioral/Social Problems | >
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Substance abusers with chronic mental illness
Child neglect and abuse
Pre-natal exposure

Drug-exposed children

THE
DRUG ENDANGERED
CHILDREN

TASK FORCE



_ Criminal Justice in Indian Country

Law Enforcement

Probation — Tribal
Courts

Corrections
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_Law Enforcement

7

74% of law enforcement
identified meth as the greatest
drug threat

90% need drug investigation
training

LE Staffing currently at 44%

PREPARING FOR TOMORROW. PROTECTING TODAY.




- Tribal Court

Overwhelming
case loads

Program resources

Reoccurring
“clients”

Drug Codes

Jurisdiction



Youth Impact

-

What's on the mind of Tribal Youth? (2008, OJIDP)

10 to 14-year-old youth responses to questions
about their community and school

Do you feel safe in 50% 50%
your community?

Are your peers using 100% 0%
alcohol and drugs?

Are there gangs in 42% 58%
your school?

Do you feel safe in 25% 75%
school?



~ Additional Problems

Impaired cognitive functioning and
short-term memaory loss, notably
abstract thinking and judgment

A person’s ability to perceive risks

while tweaking is diminished (person

may engage in high risk sexual behavior

linked to HIV infection and syphilis) Margaret Washington holds a

portrait of her granddaughter,
Onhetica Win Elyxis Gardner,

Mixing drugs when crashing: Vicadin,  13who died ofa prescripton
overdose.

Hydrocodone, Oxycodone and

Methadone




Economic Impacts

30% San Carlos Tribal employees tested
positive for meth.

The highest proportion of meth users- Age
groups. |




. Lripal Housing Impact

Violence
Thefts
Fear

Danger to security

Dangers to Children

42
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Best Medicine for
an Ailing
Community!







_Collaborative Partnerships

Spiritual Leaders Health Services

‘ ' ’ o Tribal Courts
-

\ ‘Drugs ‘ Housing
Schools s

Tribal College / l ‘\

Businesses Law
Enforcement

Treatment

Tribal Councill




\PREVENTION

—Early Intervention: reduce risk factors: drug
abusing peers, aggressive behavior, poor self-
control

—Community Education: PSA’s, billboards, videos,
pamphlets, Anti-drug events

—Family Based Programs: parenting skills, family
policies, enhanced family bonding

—-School Based Programs: Grammar, Middle and
High School specific

—Drug Court Program: actively handled adult and
juvenile drug cases as coordinated with child
custody by social services
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