 INCLUDEPICTURE "../../john/Local%20Settings/Temporary%20Internet%20Files/Local%20Settings/Temporary%20Internet%20Files/Content.IE5/Desktop/RHC-Logo-red.gif" \* MERGEFORMAT 




Dear Senator/Rep


. 

I am sure you are aware that substance abuse is a very serious problem in the Commonwealth.

But what you might not know is how recovery homes that are not in your district are helping the people in your district recover from the disease of addiction and help not only those individuals, but also their families.

That is why we have chosen to write you. As the Executive Director of



 and a member of the Recovery Home Collaborative of Massachusetts my colleagues and I agree that it’s important to let you know we have admitted a resident of your district on 


.

Not every district has a recovery home, but we accept individuals for treatment from every district in the Commonwealth. During fiscal year 2010 there were 5,000 admissions for substance abuse treatment to recovery homes in Massachusetts. 

We regret that, once again, alcohol is exempt from sales taxes. For two years, the revenue generated from the tax was dedicated to funding addiction prevention and treatment services. Given that the liquor industry spent between $4-6 million on the ballot question, and opponents of repeal only $300,000, the vote on Question One was encouragingly close, 52% to 48%. The close vote suggests that a large group of voters who do purchase alcohol did not vote their pocketbook, but voted for funding addiction prevention and treatment services, and that's encouraging. 

The successes of addiction prevention and treatment do not capture the headlines that tragedies associated with addiction get. The successes are quiet, undramatic, and often slow triumphs. Nor do the successes cost as much as the tragedies—the deaths, health care costs, court and law enforcement costs, and law suit settlements. We are encouraged that the results of the vote on Question One show that voters understand that addiction prevention and treatment saves the state and taxpayers money. 

A study release in 2003 on habilitation of chronic offenders in a MA House of Correction shows that inmates who complete a residential program had a 15.5% lower rate of recidivism. In 2001 the National Center for Addiction and Substance Abuse (CASA) at Columbia University Shoveling Up study estimated the cost of untreated addiction accounted for 17.8% of state budgets.  The 1997 CA. Drug and Alcohol Treatment Assessment (CALDATA) study shows $7 is saved for every $1 invested in treatment, and according to the 2004  Access to Recovery Report published by SAMHSA, Center for Substance Abuse Treatment, Addiction Treatment Works, Recovery is an Investment. The greatest predictor of recovery from alcohol and other addictive disorders is the length of stay in treatment. 

It is clear that the General Court agree with these studies by securing funds to invest in substance abuse prevention, treatment and recovery program through the sales tax of alcohol. It is our hope that in spite of the repeal of sales tax on alcohol that the Commonwealth’s Substance Abuse Treatment and Prevention Fund will remain fully funded as a matter of fiscal and social responsibility. 

We think it’s important that we let you know every time a person from your district is admitted to our program. It won't get a newspaper headline, but it will signal that the policy is working. 

Sincerely,

Name

Credential 






www.rhcmass.org


