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TepMUHONOrms

e HapKkoTuK (OT rpey. VOPKWTIKOC — NPUBOASALLUA B
oLieneHeHne) XMMMYeCcKUn areHT, Bbl3blBaoLLUW
CTYMop, KOMY U HEYYBCTBUTENBHOCTbL K Oonw.

e 3aBUCUMOCTDb - KOMMIIEKC PU3NONOMMYECKNX, MOBEOEHYECKNX U
KOrHUTUBHbBIX ABNEHWNW, MPU KOTOPbIX YNoTpebneHme
NCUXOAKTUBHOIO BELLIECTBA HAYMHAET 3aHMMaTb bonee BaXxHoe
MECTO B CUCTEMe LileHHOCTeN Yenoseka, 4Yem apyrne gpopmol
noBeaeHUs.

e [lpuBbIKaHMe (TONEepaHTHOCTb) — YBeNMyeHne Oo3bl
npenapara ansg 4OCTUXEHUA TOro Xe TepaneBTUYEeCKoro

adpeKTa.



TepMUHONOrms

« [lekpMrnHanu3aums - U3AMEHEHUs1 B 3aKOHOAATENbCTBE, MO
KOTOPbIM T€ UITN NHbIE AENCTBUSA NEPECTaOT CYNTATLCS
YrONMOBHO HaKa3yeMbIMW.

* Jleranunsauuns - U3AMeEHEHUA B 3aKOHOdATENbLCTBE, NO KOTOPbIM
paHee 3alipelleHHblE NENCTBUA CTAaHOBATCH COBEPLUEHHO
3AdKOHHbIMW.
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CoBpeMeHHbIN cTaTyc KaHHabuca B CLLIA

*Ha 1 aHBap4a 2018 roga nosIHOCTLIO Nieranm3oBanm Kak
MegMLUUHCKOoe, Tak U pekpealoHHOE UCNob30BaHMEe KOHOMMN 9
wtatoB n tepputopun CLUA.

*[1pn aTOM NO PpeaepanbLHOMY 3aKOHOA4ATENLCTBY MapuxyaHa
OTHOCUTCA K 3anpeLleHHbIM BELLLECTBAM.

* /Icnornb3oBaHWe MapuxyaHbl 3anpeLyeHo B Tex cybbektax CLUA,
roe noka He NMPUHATLI 3aKOHbI 0 Neranusauunn.

« KOninyecTBo CTOPOHHUKOB neranun3aunm coctaBnseT bonee 60 %
HaceneHusa CLUA.



CoBpeMeHHbIN cTaTyC KaHHabuca B MUpe

* [lonHaga neranusauna — KaHaga, Ypyreaw.

» lekpumunHanusauunsa — lonnaHgms, MicnaHusg, Noptyranus,
ABcTpua, Xopsartus, 3paunb, lNonbLia, 'peunss, CeBepHas
kopeq, Yexus, ['py3una n 20 wtatos CLUA

« AbcontoTHbIN 3anpeT — Poccusa, Tannana, danus, YkpanHa v ap.



@ *y Drug harms in the UK: a multicriteria decision analysis

David ] Nutt, Leslie A King, Lawrence D Phillips, on behalf of the Independent Scientific Committee on Drugs
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Overall harm score

[l Harm to users (CW 46)
[ Harm to others (CW 54)

Figure 2: Drugs ordered by their overall harm scores, showing the separate contributions to the overall scores of harms to users and harm to others

The weights after normalisation (0-100) are shown in the key (cumulative in the sense of the sum of all the normalised weights for all the criteria to users, 46; and for

all the criteria to others, 54). CW=cumulative weight. GHB=y hydroxybutyric acid. LSD=lysergic acid diethylamide.

Panel 1: Evaluation criteria and their definitions

Drug-specific mortality
Intrinsic lethality of the drug expressed as ratio of lethal dose
and standard dose (for adults)

Drug-related mortality

The extent to which life is shortened by the use of the drug
(excludes drug-specific mortality}—eg, road traffic accidents,
lung cancers, HIV, suicide

Drug-specific damage
Drug-specific damage to physical health—eg, cirrhosis,
seizures, strokes, cardiomyopathy, stomach vlcers

Drug-related damage

Drug-related damage to physical health, including
consequences of, for example, sexval unwanted activities and
self-harm, blood-borne viruses, emphysema, and damage
from cutting agents

Dependence

The extent to which a drug creates a propensity or urge to
continue to use despite adverse consequences (ICD 10 or
DSM IV)

Drug-specific impairment of mental functioning
Drug-specific impairment of mental functioning—eg,
amfetamine-induced psychosis, ketamine intoxication

Drug-related impairment of mental functioning
Drug-related impairment of mental functioning—eg, mood
disorders secondary to drug-user’s lifestyle or drug use

Loss of tangibles
Extent of loss of tangible things (eg, income, housing, job,
educational achievements, criminal record, imprisonment)

Loss of relationships

Extent of loss of relationship with family and friends

Injury

Extent towhich the use of a drug increases the chance of

injuries to others both directly and indirectly—eg, violence

(including domestic violence), traffic accident, fetal harm,

drug waste, secondary transmission of blood-borne viruses
(Continues in next column)

(Continued from previous column)

Crime

Extent towhich the use of a drug involves or leads to an
increase in volume of acquisitive crime (beyond the use-of-
drug act) directly or indirectly (at the population level, not
the individual level)

Environmental damage

Extent towhich the use and production of a drug causes
environmental damage locally—eg, toxic waste from
amfetamine factories, discarded needles

Family adversities

Extent towhich the use of a drug causes family adversities—
eq, family breakdown, economicwellbeing, emotional
wellbeing, future prospects of children, child neglect

International damage

Extent towhich the use of a drug in the UK contributes to
damage internationally—eg, deforestation, destabilisation of
countries, international crime, new markets

Economic cost

Extent towhich the use of a drug causes direct costs to the
country (eg, health care, police, prisons, social services,
customs, insurance, crime) and indirect costs (eg, loss of
productivity, absenteeism)

Community
Extent towhich the use of a drug creates decline in social
cohesion and dedine in the reputation of the community

1CD 10-intemational Ciassification of Diseases, tenth revision. DSM IV-Diagnostic and
Statistical Manual of Mental Disorders, fourth revsion.

final normalisation preserved the ratios of all weights, but
ensured that the weights on the criteria summed to 1.0.
The weighting process enabled harm scores to be combined
within any grouping simply by adding their weighted
scores. Dodgson and colleagues® provide further guidance
on swing weighting. Scores and weights were input to the
Hiview computer program, which calculated the weighted
scores, provided displays of the results, and enabled
sensitivity analyses to be done.
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