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PURPOSE: To seek endorsement for the illicit drug policy proposal. 
THE POLICY PROBLEM
[bookmark: _Hlk526872597]The illicit drug policy in Australia has been in existence for many years but the policy has not yielded results that can be said to be great for the Australian nation. This has largely been as a result of the fact that majority of the Australian approaches in dealing with the use of illicit drugs in the country have paid more focus on one category of illicit drugs, the opioids. The consequent effect of this one-sided focus on opioids has been the leniency on the control of other illicit drugs in Australia. This leniency in controlling other illicit drugs due to overemphasis on the control of opioids has led to the creation of an implied culture that other illicit drugs are not as hazardous as the opioids in Australia. What this kind of implied culture has brought about is the problem of shifting the trend of illicit drug use from opioids to other illicit drugs like cannabis. These other illicit drugs also have very serious health effects especially to people who become addicted to their use. Following from the shortfall of the existing drug policy and the accompanying problem, this paper seeks to propose amendments to the policy, the amendments of which will be critical in addressing the current shortfalls and correcting the problems created out of the national drug policy.
Having a drug policy that pays more focus on the control of opioids than other illicit drugs and creating the problem of shifting people’s consumption of drugs from opioids to other illicit drugs in Australia has a historical source. Looking at the historical trends of the use of illicit drugs in Australia, the government of Australia has legitimate reasons that it can table to support its overemphasis on the control of opioids in the country. One of the main reasons as to why the Australian drug policy has paid more focus on the control of opioids in the country than on other illicit drugs is the high demand for treatment for opioid dependency that has been experienced in the country for a very long time in history (Leong et al., 2009). Due to the high demand that only seemed to grow without any apparent signs of declining, the government of Australia deemed it feet to help protect the health of its citizens by putting in place illicit drug frameworks to burn the importation and consequent use of opioids in the country. This was motivated by the fact that opioid dependence has a very high risk for premature death arising from high potential for causing highly infectious disease and high possibilities of overdose (Roxburgh et al., 2015).
Opioids are high-dose codeine-containing drugs that require highly restricted use by way of prescription given by specialized doctors. For this reason, many countries where opioids are used experience growing losses of lives resulting from both accidental and intentional use of such high-dose codeine-containing drugs. This is the same experience that Australia has had for many years in the past. In accordance with the results of one trend analysis research study conducted by Roxburgh et al. (2015), Australia had experienced a double growth in the deaths resulting from codeine use over a period of ten years. According to the results and findings of this study, the rate of codeine-related deaths in Australia had grown over the ten years’ period to 2009 from 3.5 per a population of one million Australians to a more than double of 8.7 per one million people. Though part of these deaths were attributed to accidental overdose of opioids, the rate of this growth in the loss of lives was a legitimate justification for the Australian government’s drug policy to pay more focus on the control of the use of opioids in the country than other illicit drugs. This is why it is very difficult to put a blame on the govern of Australia for having put in place such a national drug policy that creates great leniency in the control of other illicit drugs in the country. However, as consumption trend of illicit drugs in Australia has shifted towards the other illicit drugs like cannabis, there is high need to amend the drug policy so that no loophole is left for the Australian population to exploit and engage in the use of illicit drug use in the country.   
Another reason why the government of Australia established a drug policy that pays more focus on the control of opioids than on any other illicit drug in the country was because of the ever-growing public expenditure on the treatment for opioid dependency (Roxburgh et al., 2015). As the use of opioids in Australia became rampant, many people became opioid dependent. The impact of this highly growing population of opioid dependents in the country was an added economic pressure on the government to treat the Australian population suffering from this menace. As a result, the governments public expenditure on this kind of treatment grew out of proportion and the government was finding it difficult to cut this expenditure. In addition, the high public expenditure on opioid dependency treatment made it difficult for the Australian government to balance between health expenditure and other public developmental projects like schools, housing and roads. Seeing this kind of trend and its obvious negative impacts on the country’s development, the government of Australia saw it most appropriate to impose stricter drug control policies on the use of opioids in the country. The more focus that was paid on the control of opioids paid dividends by reducing the Australian government’s public expenditure on opioid dependency treatment. However, these dividends were realized at the cost of the creation of an even more serious problem of shifting the use of opioids to other illicit drugs in the country.
The problem of shifting the trend of illicit drug use to other illicit drugs like cocaine and cannabis due to the drug policy which puts more emphasis on the control of opioids than other illicit drugs has huge implications for the government of Australia. One such key implication is that as more people turn their drug consumption to other illicit drugs, the government is most likely to resort to the enactment and implementation of laws that will lead to mass arrest of such drug users. Consequently, the rate of incarceration in Australia is most likely to grow exponentially within a very short period of time in the near future. according to Manning et al. (2013), such high rates of incarceration will lead to increased government expenditure on the maintenance of prisons, the funds of which are most likely to be sourced from cutting down expenditure on other important public expenditure dockets like education and health. This will only lead to sluggish development of such important public sectors, something that will result into a general slow-down of the nation’s economic development.
Another key implication that the current drug policy problem in Australia is likely to cause to the national government is the reduction of useful human resources in the country. This is because as more people find the weakness in the current drug policy, the rate of exploitation of such weaknesses is most likely to grow. The consequent result of such growth would be the increase in the number of people using other illicit drugs in the country. Some of these other illicit drugs like cannabis and cocaine have serious health effects especially on people who become addicted to their use (Kinner et al., 2009). Usually, the people who become addicted to such other illicit drugs develop a body that is weak and which cannot do any job if not under the influence of such drugs. When the Australian population becomes increasingly weak and unhealthy due to high use of other illicit drugs like cannabis and cocaine, the government of Australia will soon face a huge human resources crisis, something that is most likely to impede the economic growth and development of the Australian nation (Manning et al., 2013).
Congnisant of the above discussed implications, the government of Australia has made some effort to help save the nation from the impending implications of the drug policy problem. One area where such efforts have been made has been the enactment and implementation of laws that restrict the importation and possession of illicit drugs in the country. For instance, the cultivation of some defined plants and the possession of even small quantities of cannabis is a criminal offense in the ACT, Northern territory, Western Australia, and South Australia (Loxley et al., 2004). Another effort has been through drug policy initiatives. For instance, there are several diversion programs working under the Illicit Drug Diversion Initiative, which is a national approach of the government of Australia towards early intervention and subsequent prevention of the use of illicit drugs in the country (Loxley et al., 2004). Such legal and policy initiatives are good but their implementation has not received enough intensity of focus, hence the problem that needs to be addressed with much urgency to save the Australian nation.
CURRENT POLICY
The Australian nation has several policies and legislations in place for the control of illicit drug use in the country. One major drug policy in the country is enshrined in the National Drug Strategy which was established in 1985. The original focus of this strategy was on four major areas relating to the use of both non-illicit and illicit drugs in the country. The four areas of focus were control and enforcement, research and information, treatment and rehabilitation, and education and training (Lancaster & Ritter, 2014). This National Drug Strategy was amended in the year 2004, the amendment of which witnessed the reduction of the original four areas of focus to three major and broader pillars of demand, supply, and harm minimization of illicit drugs in the country. These four ideals form the major focus of the current drug policy in Australia. The harm minimization ideal works to promote the creation of a safer and lower-risk environment for the consumption of illicit drugs, tobacco and alcohol training (Lancaster & Ritter, 2014). In addition, the harm minimization pillar pursues the objective of providing drug rehabilitation and treatment facilities that are readily and widely available across the whole Australian nation.
One key aspect of Australia’s current harm minimization policy initiative and which is yet to be fully exploited is the drug checking, commonly known as pill testing. According to Hughes et al. (2017), music festivals in Australia constitute one of the biggest arenas where the rate of the use of illicit drugs in the country is high. However, there is still heated debate on whether pill testing should be implemented and used at music festivals in the country. This is because there is still a strong opposing force from powerful and highly influential people and organizations in Australia who are against the idea of availing pill testing at music festivals. However, there is considerable effort being made by Dr. Alex Wodak, the president of the Australian Drug Law Reform Foundation who is pushing hard for the provision of drug checking at music festivals (Hughes et al., 2017). This campaign is also receiving significant support from several members of the Australian parliament, harm minimization groups, senior police figures, and many doctors in the country. The continuity of this campaign is most likely to come to fruition sooner than expected if the head of the Australian government decides to support the campaign.
Other than the three-pillared National Drug Strategy, there are several diversion programs working under the Illicit Drug Diversion Initiative, which is a national approach of the government of Australia towards early intervention and subsequent prevention of the use of illicit drugs in the country (Loxley et al., 2004). There exists an agreement of all Australian states and territories under the national framework to tackle the use of illicit drugs which grants formal power to courts and police to divert the users of illicit drugs to treatment, assessment, or education (Loxley et al., 2004). This agreement has the main aim of helping the users of illicit drugs in the country to indemnity and treat their dug use early enough before becoming addicted.
Another current policy in Australia is that which works under the Drug and Alcohol Program. This program provides funding to a wide array of drug and alcohol treatment, prevention, and national leadership missions across the nation. In addition, the Drug and Alcohol Program provides funding to research institutions in the country to support scientific research of highest performing drug and alcohol (Teesson et al., 2012). This funding is offered via unsolicited proposals, targeted grants, and funding rounds that are not only open, but also competitive.
In addition to the drug policy initiatives, Australia as well has legislation framework that operates to ensure the use of illicit drugs in the country is highly controlled. One of the current drug legislations is the law that has made the cultivation of some defined plants and the possession of even small quantities of cannabis a criminal offense in the several Australian states and territories, including the ACT, Northern territory, Western Australia, and South Australia (Loxley et al., 2004). The victims of this crime are issued with expiation or infringement notices by the police in these Australian jurisdictions which can lead the victims into court prosecutions if they do fail to pay such notice fine.
Even though the above-discussed policies and legislations are all geared towards the control of the use of illicit drugs in the country, the policy that works under the Drug and Alcohol Program is less likely to yield the intended outcomes for two major reason. One reason that renders this policy ineffective is the fact that it is a reactive initiative which largely seeks to fund a wide range of drug and alcohol treatment services across the country. This treatment happens after victims have been hugely affected by the use of such drugs and hence this policy does very little in preventing the Australian population from using illicit drugs. The Drug and Alcohol Program is hence a cost burden that does not yield great results in controlling the use of illicit drugs in the nation. Secondly, Teesson et al. (2012) argue that the funding of research institutions made through the Drug and Alcohol Program is not enough for search institutions to give adequate scientific results that can help to solve the problem of increased trend in the use of illicit drugs in Australia.
POLICY PROPOSAL
The current drug policy and legislation in Australia explained in the preceding section are good initiatives that the government has taken to fight the use of illicit drugs in the country. However, these policies and legislations have serious weaknesses that need to be improved so that they can be able to effectively deal with the problem of the rising trend in the use of other illicit drugs like heroin, cocaine, and cannabis in the Australian nation. Therefore, the policy proposal given in this section includes two recommendations of amendments to the current Australian drug policy and legislation, the amendments of which will be critical in addressing the current shortfalls and thus correcting the existing drug problem the country.
The first recommendation is an amendment to the to the Drug and Alcohol Program which provides funding to a wide array of drug and alcohol treatment, prevention, and national leadership missions across the nation. The use of illicit drugs in the country is on the rise and spending huge funds in treating those who are affected by the use of such illicit drugs will not help in lowering the growth rate of illicit drug use in the country. Instead, the funding of such treatment will motivate the users to continue consuming the illicit drugs without taking any precautions of the impending health risks that such drugs pose to their bodies. This motivation is most likely to arise from the fact that drug and alcohol treatment facilities are availed in the country where they can receive treatment on a free-of-charge basis (McCarty et al., 1998). Consequently, the huge funds being spent by the government through the Drug and Alcohol Program to provide treatment facilities across the country will continue being a waste without yielding the desired outcomes. 
To correct this current status quo of this current policy program, the funding of drug and alcohol treatment made through the Drug and Alcohol Program should be terminated and the funds channeled to other functions of the program like prevention of the use of illicit drugs in the country. This recommendation is derived from the common adage which states that “prevention is better than cure” (Sharma & Liu, 2013). This policy amendment recommendation is most likely to receive a lot of criticism and opposition from the stakeholders in charge of the current drug and alcohol treatment facilities in the country. This is because they are most likely to argue that such facilities have cost the government a huge deal of resources to establish and thus abandoning such investment will be a huge loss to the government. The best counterargument that would constructively respond to this potential criticism would be that it is better to terminate the funding of such treatment facilities and convert them into guiding and counselling facilities to create awareness to more Australians of the health risks that come with the use of illicit drugs (Sharma & Liu, 2013). This will not be a loss to the government, but an opportunity to channel government funds towards the right initiative that will help reduce the use of illicit drugs in the country and contribute towards building a healthy nation with highly productive human resources necessary to push the economic development of the nation forward.
The second recommendation is a proposed further amendment to the National Drug Strategy that was first established in Australia in 1985 and amended in the year 2004. This current National Drug Strategy focuses on three major and broader pillars of demand, supply, and harm minimization of illicit drugs in the country (Lancaster & Ritter, 2014). The harm minimization ideal is the specific pillar to be that requires an additional amendment. This ideal requires an addition of a mandatory drug checking or pill testing at all entertainment arenas, including at music festivals in all states of the country. Though the introduction of pill testing at music festivals is still a controversial debate in the country, the government of Australia should pass a law that that makes such drug checking legally mandatory at all entertainment arenas in the nation. This proposition is most likely to receive even more intensity of opposition from the owners of entertainment clubs and the ministry of tourism in the country. These stakeholders are most likely to argue that drug checking at entertainment arenas will lead a reduction in the inflow of tourists who are attracted to entertainment sessions in the country and thus reduce the inflow of foreign revenue into the country.
This argument from the potential opposing stakeholders to the second policy recommendation has a good and legitimate economic ground. However, the best counterargument that would constructively respond to this potential opposition would be that it is the inflow of tourists into Australia that accounts for the largest percentage of illicit drug importation into the country (Bellis et al., 2003). This implies that the foreign revenue from the tourists is earned at the cost of increasing the inflow of illicit drugs from foreign nations into the country, something that has the ripple effect of increasing the rate of illicit drug use in Australia. The introduction of pill testing at all entertainment arenas will thus help to reduce the inflow of such illicit drugs into the country and lead to a consequent effect of reducing the consumption of such drugs in the country. This is a highly desired result that will help a great deal in solving the country’s current drug policy problem of ever growing illicit drug use in the nation. In addition, the mandatory legal introduction of pill testing at all entertainment arenas in Australia will attract more tourists who are non-drug dealers (Darcy, 2010), and hence the inflow of foreign income into the country will not be greatly harmed. Therefore, the proper implementation of these policy proposal will lead to the reduction of the rate of illicit drug use in Australia and hence solve the current drug policy problem in the country.
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