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(57) ABSTRACT 

A multiple pulsed dose drug delivery system for pharmaceu­
tically active amphetamine salts, comprising a pharmaceuti­
cally active amphetamine salt covered with an immediate­
release coating and a pharmaceutically active amphetamine 
salt covered with an enteric coating wherein the immediate 
release coating and the enteric coating provide for multiple 
pulsed dose delivery of the pharmaceutically active amphet­
amine salt. The product can be composed of either one or a 
number of beads in a dosage form, including either capsule, 
tablet, or sachet method for administering the beads. 
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