Tough on Drugs Report Card as at 19 August 1999


Main headings of strategy
Source
Input

Funding is over a 3 – 4 year period
Possible measures
Outcomes



Attacking the drug barons

Result: No change. Illicit drug deaths still rising. Availability increasing.
Tough on Drugs, 2 Nov 1997: “to prevent illegal drugs entering Australia by more effective interception techniques”.


$223.44 million
1. Percent of drugs prevented from entering country

2. Price and availability of drugs on the street

3. Focus on drug suppliers rather than drug users

4. The Minister for Justice and Customs said success “will be measured in terms of positive impacts on [supply reduction, demand reduction and harm minimisation]”.


1. No change. Estimates are that 5% - 20% are prevented from entering the country

2. Price is stable
 and availability is increasing.

3. Focus has not changed. More than 7 out of every 10 drug arrests are of users.

4. There is no indication of supply or demand reduction. Increasing illicit drug deaths reaching 832 in 1997
 indicate the harm is not being minimised 

Zero tolerance education campaign and protecting our children

Result: Drug use is increasing. Average age of first use is decreasing.
Tough on Drugs, 2 Nov 1997: “Drugs should be despised by young people, and I aim to reinforce this message through a rigorous school education campaign aimed at zero drug tolerance.” 

Tough on Drugs, 2 Nov 1997: spending $14 million to educate our children and the wider community about the extreme danger of drugs.
$17.5 million for school drug education.

$23.05 million for community education
1. Reduction in percentage of youth drug use

2. Rising average age of first time drug use.

3. Children expelled from schools for drug use.

4. Percentage of schools with in which there are illicit drugs

5. Steps taken to ensure no illicit drugs are present in schools 

6. Reduction in percentage of population using illicit drugs
1. Marijuana recent use by youth aged 14 – 19 has risen from 28.3% in 1995 to 34.6% in 1998.
 

2. “There has been a steady decline in the average age of first time cannabis and heroin use.

3. Na

4. Na

5. No steps reported

6. Marijuana recent use by population has risen from 17% in 1995 to 22% in 1998. 


Rehabilitation and research

Result: Welcome research in progress. No results yet.
Tough on Drugs, 2 Nov 1997: spending $29.8 million to reintegrate drug users into the community and support front-line professionals such as GPs and hospital staff to adequately counsel users.
$68.6 million
1. Percent rehabilitated before and after

2. Increased numbers rehabilitated

3. Illicit drug deaths.

4. Research completed and implemented

5. Waiting times to get into treatment

6. Effectiveness of treatment
1. Na

2. Na

3. Illicit drug deaths are increasing and stand at 832 for 1997.

4. Trials of LAAM, buprenorphine, naltrexone etc approved prior to PM’s strategy but have been funded under the Tough on Drugs Strategy and are proceeding.

5. Na

6. Na

Provide moral leadership against drugs

Result: Reacting and following not leading.
Tough on Drugs, 2 Nov 1997: “’tough on Drugs’ provides moral leadership against drugs – for our children’s sake”.

1. Demonstration of leading, being out in front on the issue and showing the way (rather than following).

2. Demonstration of decision making on objective consideration of evidence and sound advice.
1. No evidence of leadership. Announcements have always been reactive to events. Requests for advice from US suggests PM is following their lead.

2. No evidence that federal decision making is based on evidence or sound advice. 

Australian National Council on Drugs to reach all levels of government and influence policy.

Result: Unknown – process is not transparent.
Launch of Australian National Council on Drugs, 16 March 1998:

“The new Council will ensure that the expert voice of non-government organisations and individuals working in the drug field reaches all levels of government and influences policy.”
$3.6 million
1. Amount of guidance and advice provided.

2. Degree to which policy is influenced by ANDC (this implied influence in changing policy not maintaining a status quo).
1. ANDC processes are not transparent. It is therefore difficult to determine what if any guidance has been given and accepted.

2. See above. No change in policy direction is apparent. Opposition to innovative approaches remains and media reports suggest there are policy ‘no go’ areas such as heroin trials, medically supervised injecting rooms and marijuana decriminalisation..

Diversion of up to 300,000 people to treatment over 4 years

Result: No outcomes reported.
Statement following premiers’ conference, 9 April 1999
$103.02 million
1. Number diverted compared to drug using population needing diversion.

2. Cost and effectiveness of diversion.

3. Reduction in incarcerations for drug related crimes.
1. No outcomes reported.(note also that NSW drug courts preceded federal government’s announcement of funds for diversion).

2. Na

3. Na

Total

439.21 million



Note: The quotations are from statements made by the Prime Minister. 
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