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Introduction
More than one million people are arrested annually for drug possession across the United States.1,2 People 
charged with and convicted of criminal drug offenses can face devastating collateral consequences, 
including eviction, unemployment, loss of the right to vote, and deportation.3 Research shows that 
criminalization of drug possession does not lower rates of substance use or overdose or reduce crime 
recidivism generally;4,5,6 instead, criminalization contributes to the marginalization of people with 
substance use disorders,7 results in stark racial disparities,3 and costs billions of dollars.8 Additionally, 
the stigma related to criminalizing drug use hinders recovery efforts,9 and incarceration and compulsory 
substance use treatment increase the risk of overdose and death.5,10,11 Further, legal prohibitions on 
substances generally lead to the creation and proliferation of more dangerous illicit substances (as seen 
with the recent increase in fentanyl-laced drugs).12 Given these harmful and disproportionate impacts, 
advocates and communities have long campaigned for the decriminalization of drug possession.8

In November 2020, Oregon voters approved Measure 110, which reclassified personal possession of 
all controlled substances from a criminal to a civil violation.13 The measure, which became operative 
February 1, 2021, also allocated funding for community-based organizations to provide substance use 
treatment and harm reduction services. Decriminalization efforts have gained momentum since the 
passage of Oregon’s measure – since January 1, 2021, legislators in eight states have introduced bills that 
would decriminalize possession of most or all controlled substances.14 

This brief provides an overview of the current legal landscape of drug decriminalization legislation, 
summarizes key findings of evidence evaluating the impact of criminalizing and decriminalizing drug 
use, and provides policy and research recommendations moving forward. 

Figure 1. As of August 1, 2022, one state has broadly decriminalized possession of drugs, and two states have decriminalization bills pending in the legislature.
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Although there is limited evidence on the effects of decriminalization in the United States, preliminary 
research of Oregon’s law shows promise. Ultimately, given the known harms of criminalization, and the 
success of decriminalization in Portugal and other nations,15,16 U.S. policymakers and researchers should 
continue to examine and consider implementing laws decriminalizing drug possession.

Current Legal Landscape
As of August 1, 2022, Oregon is the only state to have enacted legislation that broadly decriminalizes 
drug possession.14 Oregon’s law reclassified personal possession of all controlled substances (including, 
for example, heroin, cocaine, and methamphetamines) from a criminal misdemeanor offense to a civil 
violation.17 Although all controlled substances are covered by the law, the law outlines certain exceptions. 
For instance, possession of more than a specified amount of certain substances, and possession that 
qualifies as a “commercial drug offense,” remain criminal offenses.18 

People who are found in possession of controlled substances are subject to a civil fine of as much as 
$100.19 However, violators can complete a health assessment — which includes a substance use disorder 
screening and may result in recommended (not mandated) treatment — in lieu of paying the fine.20 
Notably, failure to pay the fine or complete the assessment does not result in further penalties (criminal 
or civil).21 Additionally, Oregon’s law provides funding for substance use treatment programs and harm 
reduction initiatives, to be distributed through grants to community-based organizations.22

Although Oregon is the only state to have broadly decriminalized drug possession, several states have 
considered similar decriminalization efforts. Since January 2021, bills that would decriminalize drug 
possession have been introduced in eight states (KS, MA, MD, ME, NY, RI, VT, WA).14  As of August 1, 
2022, decriminalization bills remain pending in two states (MA and NY). Bills in the other six states all 
failed without having reached a chamber vote.  

Many of these bills — including the pending bills in Massachusetts24 and New York23 — reclassify 
personal possession of drugs from a criminal violation to a civil violation, subject to a fine that can be 
waived by completing a health assessment. Unlike Oregon’s law, some of the introduced bills imposed 
additional penalties upon failure to pay the initial fine.25,26 Kansas’s bill went even further — people 
found in possession of controlled substances would have been subject to a fine and required to complete a 
certified drug abuse treatment program, and failure to complete the treatment program would have been 
a misdemeanor offense.27 Additionally, some of the bills would have included funding for substance use 
treatment and harm reduction services, much like Oregon’s law, while others (including Massachusetts’s 
and New York’s) would not provide any such funding. New York’s pending bills also go beyond Oregon’s 
law by creating a mechanism for people to vacate prior convictions for drug possession.23

 � � Jurisdiction has 
this provision

  �Jurisdiction does not 
have this provision

TABLE 1: MEASURES FOR DRUG DECRIMINALIZATION, AS OF AUGUST 1, 2022

LEGAL PROVISIONS OREGON MEASURE 
110, ENACTED

NEW YORK S.1284 & 
A.7109, PENDING

MASSACHUSETTS 
S.1277 & H.2119, 
PENDING

Reclassifies personal 
possession from a criminal 
offense to a civil offense

  

Civil fine can be waived with a 
health assessment   

Mechanism to vacate 
prior convictions for drug 
possession

  

Funding for substance use 
treatment programs and harm 
reduction

  
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The data described above were produced using a novel legal mapping method called sentinel surveillance 
of emerging laws and policies (SSELP), developed by the Center for Public Health Law Research to track 
laws faster so researchers may more quickly evaluate the impact of law and policy on health, well-being, 
and equity.28

Evidence
Since Oregon’s measure is the first decriminalization law of its kind in the United States, and because 
it only recently became operative, there are no peer-reviewed studies evaluating its implementation 
and impact. However, early outcome data shows promise. In its first year of implementation, there 
was a 60% decrease in drug-related arrests and more than 16,000 people have accessed services 
funded by the measure.29 The majority accessed harm reduction services (60%), while others accessed 
housing assistance (15%) and peer support services (12%).30 Additionally, the Oregon Criminal Justice 
Commission has estimated that the law will substantially reduce the overrepresentation of Black and 
Indigenous Oregon residents among those arrested for and convicted of possession-related offenses.13 

Oregon has also faced some challenges in implementing the law. Although 1,885 tickets were issued for 
possession in the first year of the law’s implementation, the hotline (which a person may call to receive 
a health assessment in lieu of paying the fine) only received 91 calls in that same time period.31 Oregon 
also initially struggled to execute a grant program that provides funding for addiction recovery centers 
and other community-based services in every county — in its first year, only 10% of the allocated funds 
had been distributed,29 but funding approvals have been moving swiftly in June 2022 and July 2022.32 
Ultimately, supporters of the law caution that it is too soon to fully evaluate the success of the law, 
particularly given its novelty and the time needed to truly see the effects of newly funded services.31 

Although it is too early to fully evaluate Oregon’s decriminalization law, studies have been done on other 
drug decriminalization efforts. However, that research is often limited in scope. One systematic review of 
peer-reviewed studies evaluating the impact of decriminalization policies (many focused on marijuana) 
found that most studies failed to measure intended impacts or health outcomes, instead utilizing 
prevalence and frequency of drug use as primary metrics.33 The studies that have focused on other 
metrics have found that broad decriminalization efforts are correlated with several positive public health 
outcomes.15,34 For example, after Portugal decriminalized low-level possession of all drugs and increased 
access to harm reduction and treatment services, rates of drug-related imprisonment, HIV infections, and 
opiate-related deaths all decreased.15

Policy Recommendations
Given the known harms and failures of criminalizing drug possession, as well as preliminary evidence on 
the success of Oregon’s law and decriminalization efforts in Portugal, state legislatures should continue to 
consider enacting laws broadly decriminalizing drug possession. Researchers and advocates have argued 
that several key principles should guide future decriminalization efforts.

1.	 Avoid coercion and minimize harm. Research shows that compulsory substance use treatment can be 
ineffective and harmful.11,35 Policymakers should avoid legal provisions that mandate treatment or 
coerce treatment via excessive fines and threatened criminal penalties for failure to comply.36

2.	 Expand access to harm reduction and evidence-based treatment services. Decriminalization 
efforts should be combined with expansion of voluntary and evidence-based public health 
interventions.35,36 Governments should fund harm reduction services, treatment services, and other 
wrap-around services, ensuring that those investments prioritize communities most impacted by 
criminalization.36,37  

3.	 Eliminate exceptions and loopholes. Policymakers should commit to broad decriminalization 
and avoid creating large or excess loopholes that undermine the purpose of the laws.36 Excluding 
particular substances from decriminalization, such as Rhode Island’s bill (which excluded fentanyl 
from decriminalization),26 perpetuates the existing punitive and harmful system. Similarly, 
policymakers should ensure that possession of drug paraphernalia is also decriminalized (if it 
is not already) to ensure that people who use drugs do not continue to be criminalized.36 Finally, 
decriminalization laws should avoid establishing low quantity thresholds, which fail to recognize the 
reality and complexity of drug use.36,38



The Center for Public Health Law Research at the Temple University Beasley School of Law supports the 
widespread adoption of scientific tools and methods for mapping and evaluating the impact of law on 
health. Learn more at http://phlr.org.

4.	 Prioritize equitable outcomes. Drug criminalization has had devastating and disproportionate effects 
on Black, Indigenous, and other communities of color, and policymakers must work toward repairing 
those harms.36 Decriminalization laws can prioritize more equitable outcomes by including provisions 
allowing for the expungement of prior criminal convictions and the immediate decarceration of 
people serving sentences for decriminalized offenses.39 Including such provisions can also help 
alleviate the collateral consequences that result from having a criminal record.

5.	 Consider alternative enforcement options. Given the difficulties in regulating police discretion, 
the law on the books does not always mirror how the law is implemented on the ground.40,41 
Policymakers should consider reducing or eliminating police involvement in response to drug 
possession to help avoid the harms that come with police contact.35,39 Similarly, policymakers should 
work to ensure that police are not using other, still criminalized offenses (like loitering or public 
use) to continue to arrest people who use drugs.36 Instead, the law’s focus should be on ensuring that 
newly funded services are readily available and accessible throughout communities.

6.	 Engage with communities that are most impacted. Often, laws and policies are developed without 
meaningful input from the most impacted communities. Policymakers must engage with people 
who use drugs and people who have been most harmed by criminalization when developing 
decriminalization laws.38

Research Agenda
The CPHLR dataset provides a high-level overview of the current drug decriminalization legal landscape, 
but it does not capture important details of Oregon’s decriminalization law or other states’ bills. 
Preliminary research on the effects of Oregon’s law show that decriminalization can lead to a reduction 
in drug-related arrests, but further analysis is needed to more deeply understand the impact of different 
legal provisions on public health over time. Future research should capture the details and nuances of 
decriminalization laws across jurisdictions (as more jurisdictions enact such legislation) to create more 
comprehensive legal data. Such data could lead to more robust and nuanced evaluations of these laws. 

Many studies evaluating the impact of drug decriminalization efforts utilize prevalence and frequency 
of drug use as primary metrics.33 Future evaluations should broaden their scope and measure 
decriminalization’s effects on more holistic metrics, including changes in criminal legal outcomes 
(e.g., incarceration rates), health outcomes (e.g., overdose rates), social outcomes (e.g., housing and 
employment), and stigma (e.g., healthcare provider attitudes’ toward drug use).42 Critically, researchers 
should consult populations that are most directly impacted by these policies throughout their evaluation 
process to ensure that research is community-driven, equitable, and properly accounts for context and 
complexity.38,43

Conclusion
Oregon has taken a bold first step toward mitigating the harms of the criminal legal system by broadly 
decriminalizing possession of drugs. As other states consider enacting similar decriminalization laws, 
researchers must engage with directly impacted communities to continue to evaluate the impacts of 
Oregon’s law. Robust evaluations are critical to ensure that future decriminalization efforts improve 
public health outcomes and do not contribute to or perpetuate existing inequity. In the meantime, 
given the known harms of criminalization and the urgency of the overdose crisis, policymakers should 
continue to seriously consider enacting and implementing laws decriminalizing drug possession, taking 
into account the key principles outlined above. 

Support for the creation of this policy brief and the associated SSELP dataset was provided by the Robert Wood Johnson Foundation. 
The views expressed here do not necessarily reflect the views of the Robert Wood Johnson Foundation. The author gratefully 
acknowledges Katie Moran-McCabe, JD, Scott Burris, JD, Lindsay K. Cloud, JD, Bethany R. Saxon, MS, and Hope M. Holroyd, MA, for 
their contributions to this dataset and report.

http://phlr.org


     5

References
1	 Sawyer, W. & Wagner, P. (2022, March 14). Mass incarceration: 

The whole pie. Prison Policy Institute. https://www.
prisonpolicy.org/reports/pie2022.html

2	 Pew Chartiable Trusts (2022, February 15). Drug arrests 
stayed high even as imprisonment fell from 2009 to 2019. 
https://www.pewtrusts.org/en/research-and-analysis/
issue-briefs/2022/02/drug-arrests-stayed-high-even-as-
imprisonment-fell-from-2009-to-2019

3	 Human Rights Watch (2016, October 12). Every 25 seconds: 
The human toll of criminalizing drug use in the United States. 
https://www.hrw.org/report/2016/10/12/every-25-seconds/
human-toll-criminalizing-drug-use-united-states 

4	 Pew Charitable Trusts (2018, March 8). More imprisonment 
does not reduce state drug problems: Data show no 
relationships between prison terms and drug misuse. https://
www.pewtrusts.org/en/research-and-analysis/issue-
briefs/2018/03/more-imprisonment-does-not-reduce-state-
drug-problems

5	 Zhang, A. et. al. (2022, June 27). The relationship between 
police contacts for drug-use related crime and future arrests, 
incarceration, and overdoses: a retrospective observational 
study highlighting the need to break the vicious cycle. The Harm 
Reduction Journal, 19(67). https://harmreductionjournal.
biomedcentral.com/articles/10.1186/s12954-022-00652-2

6	 Cullen, F.T., Johnson, C.L.,Nagin, D.S. (2011, September). 
Prisons do not reduce recidivism: The high cost of ignoring 
science. The Prison Journal, 91(3), 48S-65S. https://journals.
sagepub.com/doi/abs/10.1177/0032885511415224

7	 Ahern, J., Stuber, J., & Galea, S. (2007, May 11). Stigma, 
discrimination and the health of illicit drug users. Journal of 
Drug and Alcohol Dependence, 88(2-3), 188-196. https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.drugalcdep.2006.10.014

8	 Drug Policy Alliance (2017, July). It’s time for the U.S. to 
decriminalize drug use and possession. https://drugpolicy.org/
sites/default/files/documents/Drug_Policy_Alliance_Time_to_
Decriminalize_Report_July_2017.pdf

9	 Szalavitz, M. (2022, January 26). Treating addiction as a crime 
doesn’t work. What Oregon is doing just might. NY Times. 
https://www.nytimes.com/2022/01/26/opinion/oregon-drug-
decriminalization-addiction.html

10	 Merrall, E.L.C., Kariminia, A., Binswanger, I.A., Hobbs, M.S., 
Farrell, M., Marsden, J., Hutchinson, S.J., & Bird, S.M. (2010). 
Meta-analysis of drug-related deaths soon after release from 
prison. Journal of Addiction, 105(9): 1545-54. https://doi.
org/10.1111/j.1360-0443.2010.02990.x

11	 Ledberg, A. & Reitan, T. (2022, July 1). Increased risk of 
death immediately after discharge from compulsory care for 
substance abuse. Journal of Drug & Alcohol Dependence, 236. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.drugalcdep.2022.109492

12	 Beletsky, L. & Davis, C.S. (2017, Aug.). Today’s fentanyl 
crisis: Prohibition’s Iron Law, revisited. International Journal 

of Drug Policy, 46: 156-59. http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.
drugpo.2017.05.050

13	 Lantz, M. & Nieubuurt, B. (2020, December 9). Measure 110 
(2020): Background brief. Oregon Legislative Policy and 
Research Office. https://www.oregonlegislature.gov/lpro/
Publications/Background-Brief-Measure-110-(2020).pdf

14	 Center for Public Health Law Research. (2022, August). 
Sentinel Surveillance of Emerging Drug Decriminalization 
Legislation. https://lawatlas.org/datasets/sentinel-
surveillance-of-emerging-drug-decriminalization-legislation

15	 Hughes, C.E. & Stevens, A. (2010, November). What can we 
learn from the Portuguese decriminalization of illicit drugs? 
The British Journal of Criminology, 50(6), 999-1022. https://
doi.org/10.1093/bjc/azq038

16	 Vuolo, M. (2013, July). National-level drug policy and young 
people’s illicit drug use: A multilevel analysis of the European 
Union. Journal of Drug & Alcohol Dependence, 131(1-2), 149-
56. https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/23298650/  

17	 Or. Rev. Stat. §§ 475.752, 475.824, 475.834, 475.854, 475.874, 
475.884, 475.894.

18	 Or. Rev. Stat. § 475.752(7).

19	 Or. Rev. Stat. §§ 153.018(2)(e), 475.752(3), 475.824, 475.834, 
475.854, 475.874, 475.884, 475.894.

20	 Or. Rev. Stat. § 153.062.

21	 Or. Rev. Stat. § 153.062(3).

22	 Or. Rev. Stat. §§ 430.384, 430.386, 430.387, 430.389, 430.390.

23	 2021-2022 New York S 1284, A 7109.

24	 2021 Massachusetts H 2119, S 1277.

25	 2022 Maryland SB 0784.

26	 2022 Rhode Island H 7896.

27	 2021 Kansas HB 2288.

28	 Center for Public Health Law Research. (2021, June). Sentinel 
Surveillance of Emerging Laws and Policies Project. https://
lawatlas.org/page/sentinel-surveillance-project

29	 Drug Policy Alliance. (2022, February 1). One year of drug 
decriminalization in Oregon: Early results show 16,000 people 
have accessed services through Measure 110 funding and 
thousands have avoided arrests. Press Release. https://
drugpolicy.org/press-release/2022/02/one-year-drug-
decriminalization-oregon-early-results-show-16000-people-
have

30	 Selsky, A. (2022, April 3). Mixed results for Oregon’s 
pioneering drug decriminalization. LA Times. https://www.
latimes.com/world-nation/story/2022-04-03/oregon-drug-
decriminalization-mixed-results

31	 Beaumont, H. (2022, April 4). Oregon’s bold drug 
decriminalization sees some success – but use still rising. The 
Guardian. https://www.theguardian.com/us-news/2022/
apr/04/oregon-drugs-decriminalisation-ballot-measure-110

https://www.prisonpolicy.org/reports/pie2022.html
https://www.prisonpolicy.org/reports/pie2022.html
https://www.pewtrusts.org/en/research-and-analysis/issue-briefs/2022/02/drug-arrests-stayed-high-eve
https://www.pewtrusts.org/en/research-and-analysis/issue-briefs/2022/02/drug-arrests-stayed-high-eve
https://www.pewtrusts.org/en/research-and-analysis/issue-briefs/2022/02/drug-arrests-stayed-high-eve
https://www.hrw.org/report/2016/10/12/every-25-seconds/human-toll-criminalizing-drug-use-united-stat
https://www.hrw.org/report/2016/10/12/every-25-seconds/human-toll-criminalizing-drug-use-united-stat
 https://www.pewtrusts.org/en/research-and-analysis/issue-briefs/2018/03/more-imprisonment-does-not-
 https://www.pewtrusts.org/en/research-and-analysis/issue-briefs/2018/03/more-imprisonment-does-not-
 https://www.pewtrusts.org/en/research-and-analysis/issue-briefs/2018/03/more-imprisonment-does-not-
 https://www.pewtrusts.org/en/research-and-analysis/issue-briefs/2018/03/more-imprisonment-does-not-
https://harmreductionjournal.biomedcentral.com/articles/10.1186/s12954-022-00652-2
https://harmreductionjournal.biomedcentral.com/articles/10.1186/s12954-022-00652-2
https://journals.sagepub.com/doi/abs/10.1177/0032885511415224
https://journals.sagepub.com/doi/abs/10.1177/0032885511415224
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.drugalcdep.2006.10.014
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.drugalcdep.2006.10.014
https://drugpolicy.org/sites/default/files/documents/Drug_Policy_Alliance_Time_to_Decriminalize_Report_July_2017.pdf
https://drugpolicy.org/sites/default/files/documents/Drug_Policy_Alliance_Time_to_Decriminalize_Report_July_2017.pdf
https://drugpolicy.org/sites/default/files/documents/Drug_Policy_Alliance_Time_to_Decriminalize_Report_July_2017.pdf
https://www.nytimes.com/2022/01/26/opinion/oregon-drug-decriminalization-addiction.html
https://www.nytimes.com/2022/01/26/opinion/oregon-drug-decriminalization-addiction.html
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1360-0443.2010.02990.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1360-0443.2010.02990.x
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.drugalcdep.2022.109492
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.drugpo.2017.05.050
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.drugpo.2017.05.050
https://www.oregonlegislature.gov/lpro/Publications/Background-Brief-Measure-110-(2020).pdf
https://www.oregonlegislature.gov/lpro/Publications/Background-Brief-Measure-110-(2020).pdf
https://lawatlas.org/datasets/sentinel-surveillance-of-emerging-drug-decriminalization-legislation
https://lawatlas.org/datasets/sentinel-surveillance-of-emerging-drug-decriminalization-legislation
https://doi.org/10.1093/bjc/azq038
https://doi.org/10.1093/bjc/azq038
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/23298650/  
https://lawatlas.org/page/sentinel-surveillance-project
https://lawatlas.org/page/sentinel-surveillance-project
https://drugpolicy.org/press-release/2022/02/one-year-drug-decriminalization-oregon-early-results-show-16000-people-have
https://drugpolicy.org/press-release/2022/02/one-year-drug-decriminalization-oregon-early-results-show-16000-people-have
https://drugpolicy.org/press-release/2022/02/one-year-drug-decriminalization-oregon-early-results-show-16000-people-have
https://drugpolicy.org/press-release/2022/02/one-year-drug-decriminalization-oregon-early-results-show-16000-people-have
https://www.latimes.com/world-nation/story/2022-04-03/oregon-drug-decriminalization-mixed-results
https://www.latimes.com/world-nation/story/2022-04-03/oregon-drug-decriminalization-mixed-results
https://www.latimes.com/world-nation/story/2022-04-03/oregon-drug-decriminalization-mixed-results
https://www.theguardian.com/us-news/2022/apr/04/oregon-drugs-decriminalisation-ballot-measure-110
https://www.theguardian.com/us-news/2022/apr/04/oregon-drugs-decriminalisation-ballot-measure-110


     6

32	 Oregon Health Authority. (2022, July 21). Measure 110 Oversight 
and Accountability Council has now approved BHRNs in 29 
counties for drug treatment and recovery services. https://
content.govdelivery.com/accounts/ORDHS/bulletins/3248a3c

33	 Scheim A.I., et al. (2020, September 21). Impact evaluations of 
drug decriminalisation and legal regulation on drug use, health 
and social harms: A systematic review. BMJ Open, 10(9). https://
bmjopen.bmj.com/content/10/9/e035148.abstract

34	 Drug Policy Alliance. (2019, February 20). Drug 
decriminalization in Portugal: Learning from a health and 
human-centered approach. https://drugpolicy.org/resource/
drug-decriminalization-portugal-learning-health-and-human-
centered-approach

35	 American Public Health Association (2013, November 5). 
Defining and implementing a public health response to drug use 
and misuse. Policy Number 201312. https://www.apha.org/
policies-and-advocacy/public-health-policy-statements/policy-
database/2014/07/08/08/04/defining-and-implementing-a-
public-health-response-to-drug-use-and-misuse

36	 Drug Policy Alliance (2021, June 15). Dismantling the drug war 
in states: A comprehensive framework for drug decriminalization 
and shifting to a public health approach. https://drugpolicy.
org/resource/dismantling-drug-war-states-comprehensive-
framework-drug-decriminalization-and-shifting

37	 Wahbi, R.N., Johnson, S., & Beletsky, L. (2020, September). 
From crisis response to harm prevention: The role of integrated 
service facilities. Northeastern University School of Law 
Research Paper No. 388-2020. https://papers.ssrn.com/sol3/
papers.cfm?abstract_id=3685890

38	 Madden, A., Tanguay, P., & Chang, J. (2021, April 12). Drug 
decriminalisation: Progress or political red herring? International 
Network of People Who Use Drugs. https://inpud.net/drug-
decriminalisation-progress-or-political-red-herring/

39	 Earp, B.D., Lewis, J., & Hart, C.L. (2021, April). Racial justice 
requires ending the war on drugs. American Journal of Bioethics, 
12(4), 4-19. https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/33413050/

40	 Beletsky, L. et al. (2015, March). Implementing Mexico’s 
“Narcomenudeo” drug law reform: a mixed methods assessment 
of early experiences among people who inject drugs. Journal 
of Mixed Methods Research, 10(4). https://www.researchgate.
net/publication/282904431_Implementing_Mexico’s_
Narcomenudeo_Drug_Law_Reform_A_Mixed_Methods_
Assessment_of_Early_Experiences_Among_People_Who_Inject_
Drugs

41	 Greer, A. et al. (2022, April). The details of decriminalization: 
Designing a non-criminal response to the possession of drugs 
for personal use. International Journal of Drug Policy, 102. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.drugpo.2022.103605

42	 M110 Evaluation Working Group. (2021, December 1). Principles 
and metrics for evaluating decriminalization. Drug Policy 
Alliance. https://drugpolicy.org/resource/principles-and-
metrics-evaluating-drug-decriminalization

43	 Netherland, J. et al. (2022, February 2). Principles and metrics 
for evaluating Oregon’s innovative drug decriminalization 
measure. Journal of Urban Health, 99, 328-31. https://link.
springer.com/article/10.1007/s11524-022-00606-w

 https://content.govdelivery.com/accounts/ORDHS/bulletins/3248a3c
 https://content.govdelivery.com/accounts/ORDHS/bulletins/3248a3c
https://bmjopen.bmj.com/content/10/9/e035148.abstract
https://bmjopen.bmj.com/content/10/9/e035148.abstract
https://drugpolicy.org/resource/drug-decriminalization-portugal-learning-health-and-human-centered-approach
https://drugpolicy.org/resource/drug-decriminalization-portugal-learning-health-and-human-centered-approach
https://drugpolicy.org/resource/drug-decriminalization-portugal-learning-health-and-human-centered-approach
https://www.apha.org/policies-and-advocacy/public-health-policy-statements/policy-database/2014/07/08/08/04/defining-and-implementing-a-public-health-response-to-drug-use-and-misuse
https://www.apha.org/policies-and-advocacy/public-health-policy-statements/policy-database/2014/07/08/08/04/defining-and-implementing-a-public-health-response-to-drug-use-and-misuse
https://www.apha.org/policies-and-advocacy/public-health-policy-statements/policy-database/2014/07/08/08/04/defining-and-implementing-a-public-health-response-to-drug-use-and-misuse
https://www.apha.org/policies-and-advocacy/public-health-policy-statements/policy-database/2014/07/08/08/04/defining-and-implementing-a-public-health-response-to-drug-use-and-misuse
https://drugpolicy.org/resource/dismantling-drug-war-states-comprehensive-framework-drug-decriminalization-and-shifting
https://drugpolicy.org/resource/dismantling-drug-war-states-comprehensive-framework-drug-decriminalization-and-shifting
https://drugpolicy.org/resource/dismantling-drug-war-states-comprehensive-framework-drug-decriminalization-and-shifting
https://papers.ssrn.com/sol3/papers.cfm?abstract_id=3685890
https://papers.ssrn.com/sol3/papers.cfm?abstract_id=3685890
https://inpud.net/drug-decriminalisation-progress-or-political-red-herring/
https://inpud.net/drug-decriminalisation-progress-or-political-red-herring/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/33413050/
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/282904431_Implementing_Mexico’s_Narcomenudeo_Drug_Law_Reform_A_Mixed_Methods_Assessment_of_Early_Experiences_Among_People_Who_Inject_Drugs
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/282904431_Implementing_Mexico’s_Narcomenudeo_Drug_Law_Reform_A_Mixed_Methods_Assessment_of_Early_Experiences_Among_People_Who_Inject_Drugs
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/282904431_Implementing_Mexico’s_Narcomenudeo_Drug_Law_Reform_A_Mixed_Methods_Assessment_of_Early_Experiences_Among_People_Who_Inject_Drugs
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/282904431_Implementing_Mexico’s_Narcomenudeo_Drug_Law_Reform_A_Mixed_Methods_Assessment_of_Early_Experiences_Among_People_Who_Inject_Drugs
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/282904431_Implementing_Mexico’s_Narcomenudeo_Drug_Law_Reform_A_Mixed_Methods_Assessment_of_Early_Experiences_Among_People_Who_Inject_Drugs
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.drugpo.2022.103605
https://drugpolicy.org/resource/principles-and-metrics-evaluating-drug-decriminalization
https://drugpolicy.org/resource/principles-and-metrics-evaluating-drug-decriminalization
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s11524-022-00606-w
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s11524-022-00606-w

	_Ref111713130
	_Ref111713175
	_Ref112846083
	_Ref111714664
	_Ref112845316
	_Ref112846233
	_Ref111713442
	_Ref111713479
	_Ref112846437
	_Ref111713953
	_Ref111713895
	_Ref111714402
	_Ref111714349

