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favour of reform (as shown in recent polling around pill testing and marijuana laws), but it is also very
afraid of repercussions of owning this stance publicly.
This manifests in an inability of students to access legitimate policy alternatives; because of a deeply held
societal stigma resulting from the criminalisation and fear inherent in our drug laws and political discourse
around them. We worry that allowing students to be cut off from evidence based policy sets a dangerous
precedent in an open, liberal democracy. Furthermore, by stifling a legitimate academic discussion, the
potential policy possibilities outside of the moralistic judgment of drugs are too stifled. The growing
psychedelic research field comes to mind, with evidence strongly showing therapeutic benefits of some
illicit substances in treating mental illness, a perennial problem of our time. In a state branded “the
Education State”, with a seemingly proud history of open-minded intellectualism, we could be leading the
way here. We have the resources and we have the people; we just don’t have the political will.
Our club has had particular experience in the drug policy debate, becoming the first in the country to lobby
the Student Union to initiate a Harm Reduction program, including the provision of re agent testing kits to
students who need them. Despite a unanimous Student Council vote in favour, and overwhelmingly positive
feedback from both the student body and the media, prejudice towards harm reduction policies at a
University and government level have stalled the introduction of this program. We believe there is a
legitimate argument to be made that had this program begun as it should have at the start of the summer of
2016, the circulation, use and popularity of re-agent testing kits would have been significantly higher in
drug using populations. This could have had an impact on the rates of use of harmful substances which have
resulted in numerous hospitalisations and deaths in Victoria and Australia. The refusal to engage with
evidence-based harm reduction which is proven to reduce drug related harm makes us furious; and all
because of a misguided idea that drug use will be encouraged. The evidence and the lived experience of
young people says that drug use doesn’t need encouragement. What it needs is a policy discourse and
framework which can make this behaviour safer, since it is definitely not going away. We cannot stress this
enough: this behaviour is as old as time, and it is not going aware.
Our club contains members who use illicit drugs, and members who don’t. Use is not judged, it is openly
analysed in the context of potential misuse, and those choosing to use are supported to avoid this. We are
confident that this approach reflects a widespread attitude change in our generation. We are united by our
commitment to policy alternatives which do not impose old-fashioned moral judgments about drugs, but
which impose evidence based messaging around their health effects. This is shown, particularly by the
Portuguese decriminalisation example, to reduce the rates of harmful drug use. And if we’re honest, isn’t
that what these laws are all about?
*This submission was drafted by the elected executive of our chapter on behalf of our 72 members, in
accordance with the ethos of our Constitution.*
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