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1: Prohibition (Model A)

➢ Drug law enforcement & prevention have contained consumption

➢ Drugs remain more expensive and scarcer than if they were legal

To consider

➢ How do we measure policy? Number of users, numbers in treatment, 
drug-related deaths, overdoses, hospitalisations, drug-related crime & 
violence etc.

➢ Think longer-term - online sales & new drugs (i.e. synthetic opioids) 
are changing markets



2: Decriminalisation (Models C & D)

➢No ‘explosion’ in use after decriminalisation

➢Severity of punishment has minimal impact 

➢Decriminalisation can reduce risk of overdose & illness

➢Decriminalisation can provide a conduit to services   

“I think if I was offered help, I could have went down a different path… I knew 
nothing about recovering from addiction ... I didn't know there was another 

avenue to go… It can be used as an intervention” (in Leonard & Windle, 2020)

➢Rehabilitation from addiction (and trauma) often comes before desistance from 
crime 



2: Decriminalisation (Models C & D)

Some general points to consider

➢Quantity threshold between possession for personal use / with intent to supply?

➢Many heroin users sell heroin – some to avoid predatory crimes

➢Will sanctions be enforced, for what & by who?

➢Will people be sanctioned for not attending mandated intervention? 

➢How will decriminalisation work in rural areas?

➢Will previous convictions be expunged?

➢Can the policy be overturned or modified?

➢Who will monitor the new policy?

➢Decriminalise home cannabis cultivation? 



➢ Commercialisation should be avoided (state monopoly?)

➢ Private companies will likely:

➢ promote risky use

➢ lobby for lighter regulation 

➢ advertise & normalise 

➢ diversify products (i.e. edibles)

➢ focus attention on heavy users – daily users responsible for est. 70% of 
sales (Subritzy et al., 2020)

➢ Price will decline & retail outlets will increase

➢ Consumption will likely increase, but mixed evidence – we do not know long-term 
impact on health

➢ Cannabis Social Clubs as a middle-ground?

3: Regulation (Model E) 



4: No option is a silver bullet
Return to previous weeks –

need greater investment in services



• Ali, R., Christie, P., Lenton, S., Hawks, D., Sutton, A., Hall, W., & Allsop, S. (1999). The social impacts of the Cannabis Expiation Notice Scheme in 
South Australia. Canberra: Department of Health and Aged Care: 

• Bernburg, J. G., Krohn, M. D., & Rivera, C. J. (2006). Official labelling, criminal embeddedness, and subsequent delinquency: A longitudinal test of 
labelling theory. Journal of research in crime and delinquency, 43(1), 67-88.

• Cambridge, G., Lynch, O., & Windle, J. (2022). The desistance journey: Into recovery and out of chaos. Palgrave.
• Chiricos, T., Barrick, K., Bales, W., & Bontrager, S. (2007). The labelling of convicted felons and its consequences for recidivism. Criminology, 45(3), 

547-581.
• Cerdá, M. et al. (2017). Association of state recreational marijuana laws with adolescent marijuana use. JAMA pediatrics, 171(2), 142-149.
• Chiu, V., Leung, J., Hall, W., Stjepanović, D., & Degenhardt, L. (2021). Public health impacts to date of the legalisation of medical and recreational 

cannabis use in the USA. Neuropharmacology, 193, 108610.
• Decorte, T., Pardal, M., Queirolo, R., Boidi, M. F., Avilés, C. S., & Franquero, Ò. P. (2017). Regulating Cannabis Social Clubs: A comparative analysis 

of legal and self-regulatory practices in Spain, Belgium and Uruguay. International Journal of Drug Policy, 43, 44-56.
• Hughes, C., Stevens, A., Hulme, S., & Cassidy, R. (2018). Review of approaches taken in Ireland and in other jurisdictions to simple possession drug 

offences. Irish Department of Justice and Equality and the Department of Health.
• Hunt, P., & Pacula, R. L. (2017). Early impacts of marijuana legalization: an evaluation of prices in Colorado and Washington. The journal of primary 

prevention, 38, 221-248.
• Shanahan, M., Hughes, C., & McSweeney, T. (2016). Australian police diversion for cannabis offences: Assessing program outcomes and cost-

effectiveness. Canberra: National Drug Law Enforcement Fund.
• Smart, R., & Pacula, R. L. (2019). Early evidence of the impact of cannabis legalization on cannabis use, cannabis use disorder, and the use of other 

substances: Findings from state policy evaluations. The American journal of drug and alcohol abuse, 45(6), 644-663.
• Stevens, A. (2011). Drugs, crime and public health: The political economy of drug policy. Routledge.
• Subritzky, T., Lenton, S., & Pettigrew, S. (2020). Practical lessons learned from the first years of the regulated recreational cannabis market in

Colorado. In Decorte, T., Lenton, S. & Wilkins, C. Legalizing cannabis: Experiences, lessons and scenarios, 39-61.
• Windle, J., Cambridge, G., Leonard, J., & Lynch, O. (2023). The impact of the Celtic Tiger and Great Recession on drug consumption. Drugs, Habits 

and Social Policy, 24(1), 26-38.
• Windle, J., & Farrell, G. (2012). Popping the balloon effect: Assessing drug law enforcement in terms of displacement, diffusion, and the containment 

hypothesis. Substance Use & Misuse, 47(8-9), 868-876.
• Leonard, J., & Windle, J. (2020). ‘I could have went down a different path’: Talking to people who used drugs problematically and service providers 

about Irish drug policy alternatives. International journal of drug policy, 84, 102891.
Images

• Image originally posted to Flickr by Adam Jones, Ph.D. - Global Photo Archive at https://flickr.com/photos/41000732@N04/46257212745 (archive). It
was reviewed on 3 March 2019 by FlickreviewR 2 and was confirmed to be licensed under the terms of the cc-by-sa-2.0. 

• Image originally posted to Flickr by Kent Kanouse. - Global Photo Archive at https://www.flickr.com/photos/kkanouse/12997503633 (archive). 
Licensed under the terms of the cc-by-sa-2.0. 


	Slide 1
	Slide 2
	Slide 3
	Slide 4
	Slide 5
	Slide 6
	Slide 7

