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Analogous ‘wars’

Australia2l tells us that the war on drugs has failed, but . . .

« The ‘war’ on drink driving has failed to eradicate it (and
conceivably always will). So let’s legalise drunken
driving.

« The ‘war’ on rape has failed. Legalise it!

« The ‘war’ on stealing has failed. Legalise it!

« Policing seek to control these behaviours, not eradicate
them

« Therefore, Australia21’s statement is meaningless

Drug Free Australia
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What war on drugs?

Australia’s drug policy has been centred on harm
reduction for 27 years

* It has supplied free needles for drug users
« Maintained users on methadone for up to 40 years
* Provided injecting rooms

« Thisis 27 years of facilitating drug use
« This could not possibly be construed as a war on drugs

 Therefore Australia21’s statement is further rendered
meaningless

Drug Free Australia
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The Howard Government’s Tough on Drugs strategy of 1998 reduced
cannabis by 50%, speed/ice by 40% and heroin by 75%, so why is
Australia21 telling us that prohibition has only seen increases in drug
use? It's simply not true. The introduced prevention element of the
Howard Government at least showed cause for optimism.

Table 2.1: Summary of recent!® drug use, people aged 14 years or older, 1993 to 2010 (per cent)

Drug/behaviour 1993 1995 1998 2001 2004 2007 2010

Tobacco 291 27.2 249 232 2.7 19.4 18.1
Alcohol 779 783 807 824 8386 829 805

lllicit drugs (excluding pharmaceuticals)

Cannabis

Ecstasy™

(el

Meth/amphetamines

Cocaine

Hallucinogens

Inhalants

Heroin

Ketamine
GHB
Injectable drugs

Any illicit®excluding pharmaceuticals

AIHW National Drug Strategy Household Survey 2010 p 8
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Here are Australia’s opiate deaths under a harm reduction focus since
1985. The steep drop in deaths in 2000 coincides with the heroin
drought of the Tough on Drugs policy, ending 2007.

Australian Opiate Deaths
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Australian Opiate Deaths
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The graph immediately left
shows the number of
methadone places provided
in NSW since 1986.

An article in the Australian
claimed it was the
expansion of methadone,
not a prevention emphasis
under Tough on Drugs,
which cut opiate deaths in
the year 2000 & thereafter.

Note that the rising
provision of methadone
coincides with rising
deaths. Now what explains
the divergence between the
two graphs from 2000 on?
It can only be the
prevention emphaisis, not
harm reduction.
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Australia2l, in its report, said the following:

“The current policy of prohibition discredits the law, which
cannot possibly stop a growing trade that positively thrives
on its illegality and black market status.”

Australia 21, The Prohibition of Drugs is Killing And Criminalising Our Children And We Are All Letting it Happen p5

Il So let’s test this statement against the evidence . . . (see
HHimnext slide)

Drug Free Australia
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age they had started using various drugs. Note almost no illicit drug initiated before the mid-60s, demonstrating
that prohibition’s first 50 years of success does not ‘discredit the law’ or automatically ‘create black markets.’

This massive study below demonstrates there was almost entirely no illicit drug use in the United States from
the beginning of drug prohibition in 1912 through to the 1960s. The survey asked various age-groups by what

TABLE 2—Percentages Using Alcohol, Cigarettes, and Other Drugs before Selected Ages, by Birth Cohort: 1991 through
1993 National Household Surveys on Drug Abuse (n = 87 915 Respondents)

Drug Free Australia

Years % Using (SE)
Birth Age was Alcohol, Alcohol, Cigarettes, Cigarettes,
Cohort Age Attained Any Use RegularUse AnyUse RegularUse | Marijuana  Cocaine Hallucinogensl
1919-1929 15 1934-1944 9 (1) 2 (1) 24 (2) 5 (1) 0(*" 0(" 0(*"
21 1940-1950 63 (2) 27 (2) 64 (2) 38 (2) 0™ 0 0(")
35 1944-1964 82 (2) 45 (2) 74 (2) 52 (2) 1(%) 0™ 0(")
1930-1940 15 1945-1955 10 (1) 2(1) 30 (2) 6(1) 1(%) 0(" 0"
21 1951-1961 66 (2) 31 (2) 71 (2) 43 (2) 2" 0" 0(*)
35 1965-1975 84 (1) 52 (2) 78 (2) 56 (2) 6 (1) 1(%) 0(")
1941-1945 15 1956-1960 11 (1) 2 (1) 34 (2) 6 (1) 1 (%) 0(*) 0 (%)
21 1962-1966 73 (2) 33 (2) 75 (1) 47 (2) 6 (1) 1() 1()
35 1976-1980 89 (1) 58 (2 80 (1 58 (2 24 (2 4 (1 3(*
1946-1950 15 1961-1965 11 (1) HHH}’_O'E‘))_F%
21 1967-1971 76 (1) 35(1) 74 (1) 43 (1) 21 (1) 2(") 4 (1)
35 1981-1985 90 (1) 57 (1) 80 (1) 53 (1) 38 (2) 9 (1) 9 (1)
1951-1955 15 19661970 14 (1) 2(" 37 (1) 6 (1) 3™ 0(") 1(%)
21 1972-1976 82 (1) 42 (1) 72 (1) 39 (1) 40 (1) 6 (1) 13 (1)
35 1986-1990 92 (1) 61 (1) 77 (1) 48 (1) 50 (1) 19 (1) 16 (1)
1956-1960 15 1971-1975 20 (1) 4(* 39 (1) 7(1) 12 (1) 0(* 2 (%
21 1977-1981 85(1) 49 (1) 74 (1) 39 (1) 53 (1) 13 (1) 13 (1)
1961-1965 15 19761980 25(1) 5(*) 41 (1) 8 (%) 17 (1) 1(%) 1()
21 1982-1986 85 (1) 53 (1) 70 (1) 36 (1) 55 (1) 17 (1) 13 (1)
1966—-1970 15 1981-1985 28 (1) 5(*) 39 (1) 7(" 15 (1) 1(%) 2("
21 - 1987-1991 86 (1) 54 (1) 70 (1) 33 (1) 51 (1) 16 (1) 12 (")
1971-1975 15 1986—-1990 33(1) 6 (*) 37 (1) 7(") 13 (1) 1(%) 20"
212 1992-1996 86 (1) 55 (2) 68 (2) 33 (2) 51 (3) 13 (2) 11(1)
I
Vg’? | ,: f : Age of Initiation
J ‘ !
44
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THE ALL-IMPORTANT QUESTION

So let’'s now ask what has driven the growth of illicit drug use over the
last 50 years

Prohibition or some other factor?

In the late 1950’s luminaries of the counter-culture movement
(Hippies/Beats) such as Allen Ginsberg and Timothy Leary
promoted illicit drug use as a yellow-brick road to enlightenment

With artists in the music industry and other artistic fields
powerfully and openly promoting drugs as cool and fun, and with
organisations such as NORML (to normalise drug use and to
wage war on prohibition now mobilised) . . . would this not be the
obvious cause?

| note that on page p 14 that Australia21 says cannabis causes
little harm, just as does NORML, despite literally thousands of
journal studies showing the opposite

Would not this promotion of drug use and undermining of the truth
about drugs clearly be responsible for increased use?

You know the answer and so do |
Yet the Australia21 analysis ignores the obvious, making
prohibition the scape-goat for the damage done by its adversaries

Drug Free Australia
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Australia — Recent Drug Use

Compare the legal drugs, alcohol and tobacco, with the
rest:

« Alcohol -81%

 Tobacco — 18% (from 55-60% in the 1960s)
 Heroin —0.2%

« Cocaine — 2%

* Speed/lce — 2%

 Ecstasy — 3%

« Cannabis — 10% (up from 9% in 2007)

*  Prohibition works by keeping illicit drug use low, and if we had the
same budget as the anti-tobacco campaigns have had we could
reduce cannabis use by 2/3rds by correcting the misinformation put
around by the pro-drug lobby.

Drug Free Australia
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Taxing and Regulating?

Australia21 wants to tax and regulate ALL illegal drugs:

The United States

 Alcohol - $15 billion in tax vs $185 billion in social
costs

« Tobacco - $25 billion in tax vs $200 billion in social
costs

« Work it out for yourself

Drug Free Australia
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What are Australian’s attitudes to illicit drug use?

Table 2.6: Approval of regular drug use by adults: proportion of the population aged 14 years or
older, by sex, Australia, 2004, 2007

2004 2007

Persons Males Females Persons

Drug Approve Approve Neither' Approve Neither™ Approve Neither”

(per cent)
Tobacco 39.3 15.8 23.2 12.9 21.9
Alcohol 77.0 51.7 32.0 38.9 35.5
Marijuana/cannabis 232 8.7 18.8 46 15.1
Pain-killers/analgesics™ 8.0 11.5 14.9 9.4 11.8
Tranguillisers/sleeping pills®™ 5.0 48 14.7 3.4 11.2
Steroids'® 22 23 8.7 0.9 5.4
Barbiturates'™’ 1.2 13 7.3 0.8 4.5
Inhalants 0.8 1.0 22 0.7 1.7
Heroin 0.9 1.3 26 0.7 1.8
Methadone'® or Buprenorphine'® 1.1 1.1 4.2 1.0 3.0
Meth/amphetamine(b) 3.1 15 3.2 0.9 2.1
Cocaine/crack 20 1.8 3.7 1.0 2.3
Hallucinogens 27 2.1 6.3 1.2 3.5
E[;g;tag;»‘.,r[‘:‘J 4.2 2.5 56 1.5 3.5
GHB 0.9 0.8 3.6 0.7 2.0
Ketamine 1.0 1.1 4.4 0.8 25

(a)  MNeither approve nor disapprove.

(b)  For non-medical purposes.

(c) Non-maintenance.

(d)  This category included substances known as ‘Designer drugs’ before 2004.

(e)  This category did not include buprenorphine before 2007.

AIHW National Drug Strategy Household Survey 2007 p

Drug Free Australia
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Look at those figures on the previous slide . . .

Do you think Australians want MORE drugs or LESS drugs?

If legalising or decriminalising means more drugs then | think we
know where Australians will sit on the issue once so informed

SO WHAT HAPPENS WHEN YOU DECRIMINALISE OR LEGALISE
DRUGS?

Alaska legalised cannabis 1975

By 1988 - 72% in year 12 had tried it — recriminalized 1992
California (Jan 1, 1975) decriminalised cannabis— 10 months
after — 18 - 29 yrs’ use up 15% (if tobacco smoking rose that
much in 10 months we would freak)

Oregon (1973) decriminalised cannabis — same age group up 12
% after 12 months (US did not rise - see next slide for proof)

Drug Free Australia
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Table 2.1. Trends in Prevalence of Lifetime and Last Year Marijuana Use by Age' (NHSDA 1974-1996)
1974 1976 1977 1979 1982 1985 1988 1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996
% % % % % % % % % % % % % %
Lifetime
12-17 years 23.0 224 280 267 232 201 15.0 12.7 11.1 9.1 99 13.6 16.2 16.8
18-25 years 927 92.9 509 661 613 576 46 504 488 466 457 419 414 440
26-34 years - - - 450 91.5 241 576 565 552 o043 549 527 21.8 50.5
26 + years 90 120 153 - ] ] ] ] i ] ] ] ] ]
35 + years - - - 90 104 13.9 176 19.6 21.1 222 238 254 233 270
Last Year
12-17 years 223 213 177 16.7 10.7 9.6 8.5 6.9 85 114 142 13.0
18-25 years 342 35.D| 387 442 374 340 261 230 229 212 214 214 218 238
26-34 years - - - 205 214 20.2 142 144 116 11.5 11.1 11.5 11.8 1.3
26+ years 3.8 9.4 6.4 - - - - - - - - - - -
35 + years - - - 4.3 6.2 43 3.7 42 46 3.8 46 4.1 34 3.8

?‘ fﬂl
I '
l‘ 'w

Office of Applied Studies, Parental Influences on Marijuana Use and the Baby Boom Generation: Findings from the

1979-1996 National Household Surveys of Drug Abuse, p21

Drug Free Australia
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.‘1 EMCDDA Annual Report 2000 — Annex Tables — School Surveys Lifetime Prevalence for 15-16 year olds

e ‘Turn a blind-eye’ Netherlands — 1990s teen drug use the highest in
Europe outside the liberal UK/Ireland for all drugs

Lifetime prevalence of use of different illegal drugs among 15- to 16- year-

SCHOOL Surveys Lifetime preyv
Sample Allillegaldrugs  Cannabis Sc
2250 9.9% 3 .5%
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Australia — SA (1987) and ACT
(1993) decriminalised
cannabis — use went from
negligible to almost double
NSW and Victoria before
matching those cannabis
problem-States in later years
(remember Donald Mackay?)

National Drug Strategy, Monograph Series
No 31, Marijuana in Australia: Patterns and
Attitudes (1997) p 53

Figure 41:  Used in the past 12 months for four jurisdictions

50% +

Source: NDS 1833, 1881, 1893, 1995

Figure 4.2:  Use marijuana monthly or more aften for four juridictions, 1985-1996

50% T

1288 9 19253

Spurce: NDS 1983, 19281, 1903, 1805; those who have never tried marijuana are exchuded

Drug Free Australia
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No. drug-related deaths (Italy)
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Portugal (2001) deciminalised all drugs — heroin deaths 280 in 2001, 314 in
2007 and approaching 340 in 2008 — elevated deaths = elevated heroin use

Cato Institute Report, “What Can We Learn From the Portuguese Decriminalisation of lllicit Drugs?”

Drug Free Australia
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What will reduce Australia’s drug use further?

In the 1970s Sweden had the highest levels of drug use in
Europe, but had the lowest levels of drug use in the
developed world by the new millennium (see next slide)

How did they achieve it?
— A restrictive drug policy
— Emphasis on rehabilitation of all problem drug users
— Court-enforced rehab as against court enforced prison
— Use still criminalised to ensure users take rehab seriously

If Australia wants to follow best-practice, we need only follow
Sweden

Drug Free Australia
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OECD Countries - Cumulative Average of all lllicit Drugs Used
United Nations 2004 Report
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The way forward ...

A Scottish study (McKeganey et al.) of methadone patients asked
whether they wanted to stay addicted or get off drugs.

*  60% wanted to get off

» Australia leads the world in Naltrexone implant technology which
acts like Narcan in the blood of a heroin user, neutralising its effect
and reducing craving. Only one in 1800 users will die while
implanted, while 16 in every 1800 will die while on methadone, (the
alternative protective maintenance regime).

 The Federal Government does not fund one implant
* Only one State government funds implants.

 YES, Australia needs changes to its Drug Policy — but legalisation is
not an option
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