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•• From the early days of cannabis prohibition, traditional cannabis producing countries 

have stressed the importance of finding alternative income opportunities for poor rural 

communities dependent on cannabis cultivation. 

•• In contrast to projects for illicit coca and poppy cultivation, almost nowhere have small 

cannabis farmers been offered substantial development assistance for moving out of the 

illegal market; efforts in the past in Morocco and Lebanon did not have a lasting impact on 

cannabis cultivation.

•• The impact of free trade policies and related price crashes of agricultural commodities like 

coffee, cocoa and banana, turned the illegal cannabis market into a survival economy for 

millions of people. 

•• ‘Alternative development’ in its original sense of shifting to other lucrative crops and 

income sources is no longer a viable policy perspective for cannabis, if it ever was.

•• The recent wave of policy changes and fast-growing legal spaces in the medical cannabis 

market offer new opportunities for small farmers to transition out of illegality. 

•• Barriers to entry are not easy to overcome and few small farmers have been able thus far to 

conquer some space in the billion-dollar medicinal cannabis market. 

•• Several traditional producing countries have recently started to explore the option of 

‘alternative development with cannabis’: Jamaica, St Vincent and the Grenadines, Colombia, 

Paraguay, Mexico, Ghana, South Africa, Lesotho, eSwatini, Morocco, Lebanon and Thailand. 

•• The medical market can be divided into four segments with very distinct characteristics and 

regulatory frameworks: (1) pharmaceutical preparations made from purified cannabinoids; 

(2) cannabis flower or whole-plant extracts as prescription medicines; (3) cannabis as part 

of traditional herbal medicines practices; and (4) low-THC / CBD products often sold as 

health products or dietary supplements.

•• The multi-billion dollar global CBD market seems to offer particularly promising prospects 

for small farmers in traditional producing countries, even though they will have to compete 

with the highly industrialised and fast-growing hemp industry in Europe, North America 

and China.

•• The INCB (International Narcotics Control Board) - and to a lesser extent the WHO Expert 

Committee on Drug Dependence - has demonstrated a strong bias in favour of strictly 

controlled preparations manufactured by the pharmaceutical industry from isolated 

cannabinoids, rather than herbal cannabis-based medicines and a more accessible model 

for patients and farmers. 

•• ‘For many millions of people, herbal medicines, traditional treatments, and traditional 

practitioners are the main source of health care, and sometimes the only source of care’, 

Key Points & Recommendations
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according to the WHO; and that is also the case for medicinal uses of cannabis.

•• The emerging legal markets are increasingly captured by big corporations, due to the 

dominance of a ‘Western’ pharmaceutical model for the medical market and an ‘import-

substitution’ model for the non-medical market, both pushing out small farmers from 

traditional producing countries. 

•• Most companies producing medical cannabis prefer intensive indoor cultivation over 

collaborating with small farmers currently growing cannabis illicitly, often using strains 

and cultivation methods that require technical advice and training in order to meet GMP 

(Good Manufacturing Practise) or GACP (Good Manufacturing and Collection Practise) 

standards.

•• Many plant-based medicines originate from outdoor cultivation by small farmers - 

including the licit opium poppy cultivation in India and Turkey for the production of opiate 

medicines - belying the narrative that basic quality standards could not be met by small 

farmers in the case of cannabis.

•• Indoor cultivation also comes with a much higher carbon footprint, given the high 

energy use and greenhouse gas emissions that follow from continuous indoor lighting 

and advanced climate control systems, yet another reason to consider changing current 

cannabis market dynamics.

•• Instead of putting all the eggs in the basket of an export-led growth model, countries 

should pursue a strategy in which as many markets as possible are targeted: foreign as well 

as domestic; industrial, medicinal and nutraceutical; and - where allowed - also social, 

religious, cultural and adult uses.

•• Countries introducing legal regulation of the cannabis market should cautiously consider 

the terms under which foreign businesses can participate, at least until a local industry 

- including small growers - has been able to establish itself; this may require imposing 

certain restrictions on foreign ownership and investment.

•• Legislators and regulatory authorities need to establish special preferential access schemes, 

such as subsidies, affirmative licensing laws, quotas requiring that a certain percentage of 

cannabis is sourced from small farmers, and perhaps benefits to companies choosing to 

comply with principles of social justice and sustainable development.

•• Given the barriers to entering a competitive market for the mostly poorly organised and 

often criminalised traditional farmers, a cooperative form of production would be most 

beneficial and most empowering for cannabis growing communities.

•• The development of a national or regional vision based on inclusive and consultative 

processes with cannabis farmers, health practitioners, patient groups, legal experts, 

scientists and other constituencies is critical to set the right framework in place.
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•• In a positive sign that countries are cautiously reclaiming their long history with cannabis, 

Morocco, South Africa, India, Nepal, Thailand, Jamaica, Colombia and Mexico in December 

2020 all voted in favour of the WHO recommendation to remove cannabis from the strictest 

Schedule IV of the Single Convention; without their vote the recommendation would not 

have passed the CND (Comission on Narcotic Drugs) majority vote.

•• The fact that even after the WHO review, cannabis still remains in Schedule I means 

that medical prescription is still obligatory which is an obstacle for traditional medicinal 

practices, and that cultural and religious uses are still not allowed under the treaty which 

represents a legal conflict with indigenous, cultural and religious rights. 

•• Any cannabis policy reform needs to be accompanied by the expungement of criminal 

records and other measures related to restorative justice for those disproportionately 

impacted by the War on Drugs, especially indigenous peoples and racial minorities. 

•• Connecting the dots between the cannabis regulation debate and the sustainable 

development agenda may still offer prospects for upholding the SDG (Sustainable 

Development Goals) promise to ‘leave no-one behind’.

•• Traditional growers need technical, financial and legal assistance to overcome the multiple 

barriers they face to get access to legally regulated markets; development agencies should 

actively and urgently provide such assistance before markets will be captured by big 

corporations.

•• Benchmarking best practices and learning from experiences to lessen the barriers to 

entry for small farmers while raising them for large companies can help to steer cannabis 

markets in a more sustainable and equitable direction by attracting responsible investors 

and lining up suitable buyers and market outlets based on principles of community 

empowerment, the protection of natural heritage, and fair(er) trade.

•• The legacies of colonialism and the particular burden that repressive responses to the 

illicit cannabis market have placed on countries in the ‘Global South’, need to be taken into 

account when considering a ‘development with cannabis’ model; it will require an updating 

of our notions of development and North-South cooperation, based on principles of social 

justice, fair trade and sustainability.

•• Lessons from other markets indicate that private sector-driven development through 

‘inclusive business’ models based on global value chains, or voluntary sustainability 

certification mechanisms, are unlikely to make the cannabis market more sustainable; 

in the end, legislative and regulatory rules are essential to enforce the basic parameters 

removing barriers to entry, providing preferential access and compensation, and imposing 

restrictions to free-market dynamics and corporate capture.
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1.1 	 Brief history of traditional 
cannabis cultures 

The human interaction with the many aspects 
of the cannabis plant evolved on the steppes of 
Central Asia from 12,000 BCE onwards, during 
the retreat of the last glacial age.1,2 Cannabis is 
among the oldest cultivated crops. Although 
there is disagreement on its taxonomic 
classifications, originally the two main species 
are Cannabis sativa (mainly non-psychoactive) 
and Cannabis indica (psychoactive).3 Since the 
1970s, however, the distinction has become 
increasingly irrelevant because of extensive 
cross-breeding into new hybrid strains in the 
quest for ideal properties for recreational use. 
The fibre-type Cannabis sativa grew between 
about 35° and 60° latitude, north and south 
of the Equator. Until the 1840s, this was the 
sole type in Europe, also known as European 
hemp, and it was widely planted in European 
colonies, but low-latitude plantings failed for 
ecological reasons. Cannabis indica, also known 
as Indian hemp,4 grew mainly below 35° 
latitude. By 2000 BCE, its use for psychoactive 
properties arose in the border areas of what 
are now Afghanistan, Pakistan and Tajikistan 
and has since been produced in low latitudes 
worldwide.5

The cannabis plant might have been used 
principally for its fibres, but the seeds were 
also used for food, and due to the sticky 
nature of the psychoactive resin, humans 
probably soon discovered the intoxicating 
effect of the plant. From the steppes of Central 
Asia – possibly in the Pamir plain in present-
day Tajikistan, bordering Afghanistan, 
Kyrgyzstan, and Uighur Xinjiang in Western 
China6 – the plant was soon incorporated in 
China. The Chinese used hemp widely for rope, 
clothing, sails, and bowstrings. Paintings of 
the plant were found on pottery dating to 
6,200 BCE. Apart from its fibres, cannabis 
seeds are nutritious, and its psychoactive 
properties gradually became important for 
shamans and in religious practices, as well as 
for ordinary people to escape the monotony of 

1.  Cannabis Traditions & 
Subsistence
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everyday life. The first documented evidence 
of medicinal cannabis in China dates back to 
4,000 BCE.8

From the Central Asian steppes cannabis 
travelled across the world, as described by 
Barney Warf’s historical geography (see 
Figure 1). This journey can be roughly divided 
into two main phases: a pre-modern phase 
and a subsequent colonial capitalist phase.9 The 
pre-modern phase was slow, extending over 
a period of thousands of years, in which the 
plant migrated along ancient trade routes 
like the Silk Roads in addition to various 
conquests and invasions and also peaceful 
migrations. By the mediaeval period, cannabis 
was well established in the Muslim world, 
from Morocco to Egypt and the Eastern 
Mediterranean Levant, as well as on the east 
coast of Africa around 1000 ADE through 
Hindi, Farsi, or Arabic-speaking traders at 
trade hubs such as Zanzibar and the Island 
of Mozambique. From there it moved up the 
Zambezi river basin and down the Congo River 
to the west coast of southern Africa.

The plant had also reached Europe where 
hemp fibre was used to produce rope, canvas 
sailcloth and caulking (hemp soaked in tar to 
fill the seams between the planks of a wooden 
hull in order to make ships watertight). Such 

technologies enabled European powers in 
the colonial capitalist phase to build their 
empires, leading to an encounter with the 
psychoactive and medicinal properties of the 
plant that were much better known in those 
(sub)tropical regions. The plant had reached 
the Indian subcontinent between 2000 and 
1000 BCE, possibly the most significant 
development for its medicinal and recreational 
use due to a long and continuing tradition 
of psychoactive cannabis cultivation, often 
with medicinal and religious elements. By 
contrast, in China, with the ascendancy of 
Confucianism as the state ideology, the use 
of psychoactive cannabis gradually declined. 
Ganja, as cannabis was known in India, was 
also available in the form bhang (an edible 
preparation used in food and drink, as a 
mild paste or tea mixed with milk), or charas 
(cannabis resin, known as hashish). Cannabis 
(mixed with other herbs) was also much used 
in Ayurvedic medicinal traditions. 

Mindful of the substantial profits from 
the opium trade, from 1793 to the 1850s 
the British East India Company gained 
substantial revenues from taxing cannabis, 
granting licenses to retailers and wholesalers. 
To counter peasants’ attempts to avoid 
taxation, supervisors were employed and, 
as a result, the colonial taxation of cannabis 

Figure 1.  Historical dispersal of cannabis (Barney Warf, Geographical Review 2014)7



10  |  A sustainable future for cannabis farmers transnationalinstitute

was increasingly associated with illegality. 
‘Once a product becomes the subject of a state 
levy, and once the traditional producers and 
suppliers of that article act to protect their 
profits by evading that levy, that product 
and those traders become suspicious to 
administrators seeking to maximize the 
state’s revenues’, according to the historian 
James Mills,10 who argues that these 
considerations of imperial control probably 
contributed to the association of cannabis with 
illegality and criminality.

After an exhaustive study in 1894–1895, the 
Indian Hemp Drugs Commission proposed 
to maintain the tax system. The Commission 
was convened less because of any major 
concerns in India itself, but rather because 
a question was raised in the British House 
of Commons by temperance crusaders. They 
were concerned about the effects of the 
production and consumption of hemp and 
claimed that the ‘lunatic asylums of India are 
filled with ganja smokers’.11,12 The Commission 
looked into earlier proposals in India to 
prohibit cannabis in 1798, 1872 and 1892, 
and concluded that these had always been 
rejected on the grounds that the plant grew 

wild almost everywhere and attempts to stop 
consumption in various forms could trigger 
social tensions and drive the local population 
into using more harmful intoxicants, such as 
alcohol. 

The report concluded: ‘In respect to the 
alleged mental effects of the drugs, the 
Commission have come to the conclusion 
that the moderate use of hemp drugs 
produces no injurious effects on the mind. 
[...] As a rule these drugs do not tend to 
crime and violence’. The report also noted 
‘that moderate use of these drugs is the rule, 
and that the excessive use is comparatively 
exceptional. The moderate use produces 
practically no ill effects’. Although that might 
have been the most sensible solution, ulterior 
motives such as tax revenue were influential. 
Two Indian members of the Commission 
dissented from the majority of mostly British 
administrators, claiming significant harm to 
health, although on the basis of unreliable 
and incomplete evidence about the correlation 
between mental illness and cannabis use.

In the nineteenth century, Indian contract 
labourers brought the culture of recreational 
use to labour-short islands in the Caribbean. 
Indentured Indian workers brought ganja 
with them to Barbados and Jamaica after the 
abolition of slavery in 1834, where it was 
tolerated provided that sugar production did 
not suffer. The crop subsequently spread to 
the islands’ black residents. As late as 1907, 
company stores in Jamaica and Trinidad 
openly and legally sold cannabis.13 In 1913, 
however, ganja in Jamaica was declared illegal. 
Indian contract labourers also brought their 
cannabis culture to Natal (South Africa), which 
led to the first controls in sub-Saharan Africa 
(SSA) prohibiting the growing, possession and 
use of cannabis by Indian labourers.

The colonial capitalist encounter also led 
to the further dispersal of cannabis in the 
Americas. The Spanish introduced cannabis 
into Colombia in the seventeenth century for 
the ships’ rigging. Portuguese sailors and 
enslaved Africans in the sixteenth century 
introduced cannabis into what is now Brazil, 
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where it was known as fumo de Angola 
(Angolan smoke) or diamba, liamba, riamba 
and maconha, all derived from Ambundo, 
Kimbundu and other languages in present-day 
Angola and Congo.14 Central African names for 
cannabis were also used in Colombia, Jamaica, 
and Panama and the Spanish term marihuana 
apparently derives from the Kimbundu plural 
mariamba.15 In Brazil it was used by enslaved 
sugarcane workers and allowed to be grown 
amid the sugarcane fields in the northeast, 
from where it spread to fishing villages and 
long-shore workers.16

In Angola, the Portuguese colonial rulers 
introduced one of the first prohibitions 
of cannabis; its use by the enslaved was 
‘considered a crime’, the explorer David 
Livingstone observed in 1857, noting that ‘this 
pernicious weed is extensively used in all the 
tribes of the interior’ (which would roughly 
cover today’s Zambia).17 Another explorer 
noted in 1875 that although the Portuguese 
prohibited enslaved Africans from using 
it, diamba was sold widely at the market in 
Luanda (Angola) and was grown round village 
huts nearly everywhere in the country.18,19 The 

Figure 2. Taxed, legal cannabis trades under colonial governments (Chris Duvall, 2019)20
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lives of some peoples in the Congo centred 
on cannabis, which was cultivated, smoked 
regularly in a riamba (a huge calabash more 
than a metre in diameter) and venerated.21 

In the Americas, cannabis was first prohibited 
in Brazil when the Rio de Janeiro municipal 
council issued a directive in 1830 that forbade 
the sale or use of pito de pango (cannabis, 
commonly smoked in a kind of water pipe) as 
well as its presence in any public premises. 
Anyone who sold pango was liable to a fine of 
20 milreis (about US$40 at the 1830 exchange 
rate), and any enslaved or other person who 
used pango could be sentenced to up to three 
days in prison. Other municipal councils 
followed suit: Caxias in 1846, São Luís in 1866, 
Santos in 1870, and Campinas in 1876. An 1886 
directive in São Luís, capital of the northern 
state of Maranhão, prohibited the sale, public 
exhibition and smoking of cannabis. Slaves 
violating the law could be jailed for four 
days.22 

With the final stage of the colonisation of 
the African continent from the 1870s to the 
1890s, the European colonial powers pushed 
for revenue from their territories, by taxing 
pre-existing markets, similar to the case in 
India. Most of these markets were short-lived, 
except for the more lucrative monopolies in 
Morocco and Tunisia, which persisted into 
the 1950s. In Morocco, local administrations 
collected taxes on the sale of tobacco and kif, 
which were transferred to the sultan and the 
Makhzen, which held the monopoly.23 At the 
end of the nineteenth century, 90% of the 
French demand for pharmaceutical cannabis 
products – not prohibited at the time – was 
met by imports from Morocco.24 

French colonial policy was similarly motivated 
by extracting revenue. In 1899, based on its 
Régie Indochinoise de l’Opium, a monopoly 
controlling the import and marketing of 
opium in its Asian colonies, France created 
the Régie des Tabacs et du Kif, a multinational 
company formed with French capital, based 
in Tangiers. At the 1906 Algeciras conference, 
France obtained the monopoly of the Régie.25 
French colonial policy allowed the cultivation 
of cannabis for Morocco’s domestic market 
because it was profitable, developing it for the 
recreational use of kif by local populations. 
As in Indochina, the monopoly charged 
extortionate prices, and the revenues from the 
sale of kif and tobacco generated the highest 
revenue of France’s colonial budgets after 
import duties.26 

Short-lived monopolies also developed 
in Portuguese Angola and Mozambique, 
French Madagascar, British Cape Colony and 
Transvaal (South Africa) and British Zanzibar. 
From these colonies, European businesses 
tried to export cannabis for their own 
domestic pharmaceutical markets, but did not 
build on local capacity. Other export crops, 
however, including mild intoxicants such as 
tobacco, coffee, and tea, were more profitable, 
while the Europeans regarded cannabis as 
harming ‘native health’ and diminishing 
the availability and quality of labour.27,28 
This stigmatisation of cannabis pushed it 
underground and most African colonial C
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governments banned it even before it was 
listed in the 1925 Opium Convention, which 
set in motion ever stricter legal prohibition. In 
French Congo, for instance, cannabis moved 
from open to hidden cultivation between 1880 
and 1925. In South Africa, cannabis growing 
was increasingly concealed after 1850 and 
nearly invisible by 1900.29 

1.2 	Impact of cannabis prohibition 

Between 1840 and 1900, European and US 
medical journals published more than 100 
articles on the therapeutic use of cannabis, 
recommending it as an appetite stimulant, 
muscle relaxant, analgesic, hypnotic 
and anticonvulsant.30 In 1890, one of the 
physicians at Queen Victoria’s court, wrote 
in The Lancet that ‘Indian hemp, when pure 
and administered carefully, is one of the most 
valuable medicines we possess’.31 Its use in 
Western medicine started to decline in the 
early twentieth century, and for the US ‘the 
final blow was struck by the Marihuana Tax Act 
of 1937. Designed to prevent nonmedical use, 
this law made cannabis so difficult to obtain for 
medical purposes that it was removed from the 
pharmacopeia’.32 The 1961 Single Convention 
basically did the same for the rest of the 
world. 

Negotiating the draft of the Single Convention, 
the US was adamant that Asian therapeutic 
traditions should be dismissed as ‘quasi-
medical uses’. This provoked a fierce rebuke 
from the newly independent Government 
of India, which ‘emphasized that Indigenous 
systems of medicine such as the Ayurvedic and 
Unani systems which had been in existence in 
India on an organized basis for hundreds of years, 
and on which large sections of the population 
continue to depend for medical treatment, were 
just as much entitled to be called medical, and not 
quasi-medical, as the allopathic and homeopathic 
systems were. They did not become quasi-medical 
merely because they were not Western systems’.33

In the midst of post-war reconstruction 
and independence movements, negotiations 
started in the 1950s to strengthen the 

international regime by creating a new ‘Single 
Convention’ under the auspices of the United 
Nations, replacing the earlier treaties. The 
British, Dutch and French colonial powers, 
which had previously resisted the imposition 
of stricter prohibition, had lost control of 
their profitable legal monopolies over opium, 
coca and cannabis production in their former 
colonies such as Burma, India, Indonesia and 
Morocco. The newly independent states were 
less successful than their former colonial 
rulers in resisting US pressure to establish a 
global drug-prohibition regime; the balance of 
power had shifted. After difficult negotiations, 
the Single Convention obliged countries to 
extend national control to the cultivation of 
opium poppy, coca and cannabis, to impose 
criminal sanctions on illicit cultivation, and to 
ban all traditional uses.34

All traditional uses of cannabis and coca had 
to be abolished within 25 years, the ‘quasi-
medical’ uses of opium within 15 years. 
Controversially, cannabis (‘the flowering 
or fruiting tops of the cannabis plant’) and 
cannabis resin were listed under its Schedules 
I and IV, the latter reserved for substances 
with ‘particularly dangerous properties’ and 
little or no recognised therapeutic value. This 
stringent classification was made without 
a proper assessment by the World Health 
Organization (WHO), the UN specialised 
agency mandated by the Convention to 
recommend on the scheduling of substances.35 
According to Adolphe Lande, who played 
a key role in the design of the UN drug-
control treaty system and who wrote the 
commentaries to both the 1961 and 1971 
conventions, cannabis ‘is defined as one of the 
‘narcotic’ agricultural products whose control 
undoubtedly represents the weakest point of the 
international regime.’36 

As Neil Boister wrote in his handbook, Penal 
aspects of the UN drug conventions, the 1961 
Single Convention ‘embodies the general 
strategy of the developed drug consumer states to 
curtail and eventually eliminate the cultivation of 
drug producing plants, objectives that could only be 
achieved at some cost to the developing countries 
where these plants were grown’.37 In the case of 
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opium, legal regimes for medical and non-
medical uses persisted until the mid-1970s 
before being completely abolished in countries 
such as Burma, Iran and Pakistan, or brought 
under a strictly state-controlled regime for 
medicinal purposes only. In India and Turkey, 
the transformation was done in such a way 
that many small farmers were allowed to 
continue cultivating with a state license. In 
the case of coca, the significant international 
demand for medical cocaine that had existed 
until the early twentieth century had all 
but disappeared, but a legal framework was 
established in Bolivia and Peru to sustain the 
supply of coca leaf for the traditional domestic 
market and for export as a flavouring agent 
in the production of Coca Cola. Abolishing the 
widespread traditional cultural and ceremonial 
uses in the Andean region proved impossible, 
a reality that Bolivia, Colombia and Peru have 
tried to justify under the 1961 and/or 1988 
Convention by means of reservations.

In the case of cannabis, however, given 
the particularly strict classification and 
prohibition under the Single Convention, no 
new legal regime was established. What was 

left of the already dwindling global medical 
market collapsed, and under significant 
pressure traditional practices either 
disappeared or survived underground in places 
where law enforcement was more tolerant of 
local cultures. The surviving pockets of illicit 
cultivation in traditional cannabis-producing 
countries became major sources of production 
and export for the global illicit cannabis 
market when consumption started to explode 
in Europe and North America at the end of the 
1960s.

1.3 The extent of the current cannabis 
subsistence economy 

It is impossible to estimate how many small-
scale farmers still depend on illicit cannabis 
cultivation. Rough calculations of global 
cannabis cultivation made by the United 
Nations Office on Drugs and Crime (UNODC) 
have produced vastly different ranges. An 
initial attempt in 1999, estimated that the 
‘total global areas where cannabis plant is 
cultivated and/or grows wild may range from 
670,000 ha to 1,800,000 ha’.38 In 2004, the 
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Figure 3 Map: Major traditional producer countries.39                 < 10,000 hectares     > 10,000 hectares

Notes: Significant producer countries with less than 10,000 ha: Brazil, Colombia, Ghana, Kenya, 
Kyrgyzstan, Lebanon, Lesotho, Nepal, Nigeria, Pakistan, Paraguay, St. Vincent and the Grenadines, South 
Africa, eSwatini (Swaziland), Thailand. 

Producer countries with more than 10,000 ha: Afghanistan, India, Jamaica, Kazakhstan, Mongolia, 
Morocco, and Mexico.
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General Assembly requested UNODC to prepare 
a global market survey of cannabis,40 leading 
to a special issue of the Bulletin on Narcotics 
and a summary in the 2006 World Drug 
Report. The preliminary analysis ‘suggests 
that the bulk of global cannabis production 
occurs in an area of about 231,000 hectares, 
of which more than half are in Morocco’,41 
no doubt influenced by the fact that Morocco 
was the only country where UNODC had done 
a crop survey. The publication spells out the 
many methodological difficulties in producing 
reliable estimates, including the lack of basic 
data. The Annual Reports Questionnaire 
(ARQ), for example, asks Member States to 
estimate the number of hectares (ha) under 
cannabis cultivation, but ‘most respondents 
do not fill out this section’. ‘In fairness’, 
according to UNODC, ‘most States would 
have little knowledge of how to make such 
an estimate. Given that most consumption is 
domestic and many societies do not regard 
cannabis as particularly problematic, most 
would have little incentive to invest much 
time in making such a calculation.’42 A 
few years later, the 2009 World Drug Report 
mentioned a range of 200,000–641,800 
ha, based on global production estimates 
of cannabis herb in the range of 13,300–
66,100 tonnes and of cannabis resin from 
2,200–9,900 tonnes.43 Since then, UNODC 
has avoided global production estimates 
and merely points out the high levels of 
uncertainty as cannabis can be grown – 
indoors or outdoors – in almost every country 
in the world, and provides only selected 
examples of cultivation estimates and data 
on eradication and seizures to illustrate the 
magnitude of the market.

Since 2000, UNODC has published annual 
crop-monitoring surveys for opium poppy and 
coca.44 Cannabis crop surveys, however, were 
undertaken only in the period 2003–2005 for 
Morocco, and 2009–2012 for Afghanistan. 
In 2003, the Moroccan survey estimated 
that 134,000 ha of cannabis were cultivated 
in the northern Rif region by some 96,600 
households, with the following year showing 
a 10% decline to 120,500 ha.45 In 2005, 
cultivation had declined further to 72,500 

ha, involving about 90,000 households.46 
Other observers have estimated the number 
of Moroccan households depending on kif 
and hashish production at around 140,000, 
representing more than a million people.47 
For Afghanistan, UNODC’s latest cannabis 
survey estimated a range of 8,000–17,000 ha 
involving some 65,000 households.48 

Other significant traditional supply sources 
for international markets, apart from Morocco 
and Afghanistan, include Albania, Cambodia, 
Colombia, Jamaica, Kazakhstan, Lebanon, 
Mexico, Nepal, Nigeria, Pakistan, Paraguay, 
South Africa, St Vincent and the Grenadines, 
and Thailand, but there are hardly any reliable 
data about the extent of cultivation or volumes 
of export. Kazakhstan, one of the alleged 
birthplaces of cannabis more than 10,000 
years ago – where there is still a vibrant local 
cannabis culture, including the use of fibre in 
textiles and traditional medicinal and social 
uses – is a rarely reported example. In 2014 
government authorities estimated the amount 
of wild and cultivated cannabis in the Chui 
valley, the country’s main production area, at 
140,000 ha.49 Up to two-thirds of the valley’s 
inhabitants may be involved in the cannabis 
trade for local uses and export to the rest of 
Central Asia and Russia. 

The number of farming households in 
Afghanistan and Morocco, combined with the 
unknowns of other major producing countries 
in Africa, Latin America and the Caribbean, 
and Asia, and the many day labourers required 
for cultivation and harvesting, make clear 
that illicit cannabis cultivation provides an 
essential subsistence economy for many 
millions of small farmers and rural workers 
around the world. The expansion of domestic 
production in North American and European 
markets (including indoor cultivation and 
home growing for personal use) has replaced 
a significant part of the imports from the 
traditional producing countries. Despite this 
decline in the reliance on imported cannabis, 
there are still important development 
considerations to address in policies on 
cannabis.
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2.1 	From Technical Assistance to 
Alternative Development

In the early 1990s, the United Nations Drugs 
Control Programme (UNDCP) concluded that 
cannabis cultivation was not appropriate 
for alternative development projects. 
‘Its elimination is largely a matter of law 
enforcement’, a UNDCP technical information 
paper said,1 ‘and does not justify, aside from 
exceptional cases, assistance in the form of 
investments in crop substitution or rural develop
ment’. The prospect of effective measures 
against cannabis cultivation had always been 
limited, according to the paper, ‘because of the 
dispersed nature of the cultivation, which occurs in 
a wild state in many countries. Furthermore, the 
perception by public opinion and by governments 
of the threat posed by cannabis has been relatively 
weak’.

Nevertheless, in the early stage of negotiations 
leading to the 1961 Single Convention, 
offering economically viable alternatives 
and technical assistance in the form of crop 
substitution was seen as the logical step to 
limit drug production at the source, which 
was considered to be the most effective way 
to control drug-bearing crops.2 Cannabis was 
certainly seen as a possible candidate. The 
issue of crop substitution gained prominence 
in the agenda of the Commission on Narcotic 
Drugs (CND), the annual UN gathering of 
national and international drug-control 
officials, when Iran decided to restrict poppy 
cultivation to certain provinces following 
the adoption of the 1953 Opium Protocol.3 
From 1956 onwards, the issue of ‘technical 
assistance in the field of narcotics control’ 
– or since 1962, ‘technical co-operation in 
narcotics control’ – would be a regular item 
on the CND agenda. 

At the time, the CND did not have its own 
specialised UN agency, and depended on 
existing ones, such as the World Health 
Organization (WHO) and the Food and 

2.  	Cannabis and Alternative 
Development
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Agriculture Organization (FAO) to implement 
programmes. At the higher level, technical 
assistance was managed by the Extended 
Programme of Technical Assistance (EPTA) 
for economic development of underdeveloped 
countries, established in 1949, to comply 
with Article 55 of the 1945 UN Charter 
to work for ‘higher standards of living, full 
employment and conditions of economic and 
social progress and development’.4 In 1958 the 
UN Special Fund (SF) was established in order 
to enlarge the scope of its programme of 
technical assistance.5 In 1966, EPTA and the 
SF were merged to form the United Nations 
Development Programme (UNDP), but were 
maintained as two separate funds by UNDP 
until 1970.

At the 1956 session of the CND, Iran proposed 
a resolution on ‘technical assistance’ that 
recognised that the effort required ‘increased 
technical assistance in enabling its cultivators 
to introduce other agricultural crops to replace 
opium poppy plantation’, which could not 
be accomplished ‘without international co-
operation’. The Iranian resolution was adopted, 
as was another resolution, sponsored by 
Canada and the US, to limit assistance in the 
field of narcotics control to ‘advisory services 
of experts, fellowships, seminars, and laboratory 
services in connexion with the determination of the 
origin of narcotics found in the illicit traffic’.6 

Although at that time the issue of opium was 
deemed more urgent, cannabis soon followed 
when in 1957 Morocco, which had gained 
independence from French and Spanish rule 
the year before (though Spain retains control 
over the enclaves Ceuta and Melilla, and 
the status of the Western Sahara remains 
unresolved), also took up the issue of technical 
assistance regarding cannabis cultivation. The 
country had adhered to the existing drug-
control regime and cannabis prohibition was 
extended from the former French (since 1954) 
to include the former Spanish zone where 
most of the once licit cultivation took place. 
The Moroccan government drew the attention 
of the CND to the importance of ‘finding alter
nate crops for cannabis’, for which it required 
‘technical assistance in the form of agronomists 

specializing in crop substitution’.7 The problem, 
according to the Moroccan representative, 
‘was that thousands of people had for years 
been living on the cultivation of kif, and it was 
their main source of livelihood’.8 

At the 1959 CND session, there was special 
reference to the problem of the prohibition 
of cannabis in areas of North Africa and the 
Indian sub-continent, in which it still is, or 
until recently was, allowed. Those countries, 
it was noted, generally have ‘not sufficient 
resources of their own to cope fully with the 
difficulties which arise from their policy of 
prohibition and would consequently need 
considerable outside aid’. Although at the 
same session considerable scepticism was 
voiced about the appropriateness of technical 
assistance, once again the magical formula 
was applied: ‘Technical assistance was in 
particular needed for the introduction of 
substitute crops and for the solution of the 
medical aspects of the problem of cannabis 
“addiction”’.9

The observer for Morocco informed the 
Commission that cultivation of cannabis, 
or kif, had already been reduced by almost 
half and the Ministry of Agriculture was 
experimenting with substitute crops.10 
The year before, Morocco had announced 
preparatory steps to request technical 
assistance. The Ministry of Agriculture had 
embarked on a thorough survey of cannabis 
cultivation in the rather inaccessible northern 
part of Morocco, the Rif, with the intention 
that when the survey had been completed, 
assistance of FAO experts would be requested 
to convert the land under cannabis cultivation 
to other crops.11 

The Moroccan government decided to move 
ahead; growers were compensated (US$ 
0.40 per pound)12 for the cannabis they 
surrendered, and in 1960 nearly 50 tons 
were purchased and destroyed under this 
programme.13 Employment had to be found 
for approximately 15,000 growers. In Ketama, 
the Ministry of Agriculture distributed seeds 
and fertilisers to assist farmers to switch 
from kif cultivation to other crops. One of the 
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schemes was to convert cannabis fields to 
tobacco cultivation,14 which made sense as the 
monopoly that used to buy the licit cannabis 
in the recent past, the Régie des kifs et tabac, 
also had the monopoly on tobacco trading in 
the country. 

The FAO undertook a survey of the Rif region 
‘to facilitate the replacement of the former 
“kif” (cannabis) cultivation in the region 
as part of the general re-development of 
agriculture and of re-afforestation’.15 In 
1961, the UN and the FAO initiated a rural 
development programme, Développement 
Economique et Rural du Rif Occidental (DERRO), 
which, although not specifically aimed at can
nabis cultivation, which the FAO was reluctant 
to do directly, was intended to develop the 
area and counter deforestation, erosion and 
migration.16 In 1962, a significant increase in 
the quantities of cannabis seized in Morocco 
was reported, almost double the 1961 figure. 
In addition, some 400,000 cannabis plants 
had been destroyed. Apart from the quantities 
involved, the situation had undergone no 
particular change. Clandestine cultivation in 
the north still continued despite repressive 
government measures.17

Financial assistance for crop substitution 
for drug-bearing crops was not really 
forthcoming, however, even for opium, 
considered to be more urgent. In Iran, 
an increased influx of illicit opium from 
Afghanistan and Turkey, and a drain on 
Iran’s gold reserves, ‘were creating a critical 
situation; and unless more positive assistance 
could be provided by the United Nations, the 
Iranian Government might be obliged to revert to 
opium cultivation and to re-establish an opium 
monopoly’,18 which effectively happened in 
1969.19 The issue in Morocco gradually faded 
from the debate at the CND and attention 
shifted to Lebanon, another major producer of 
cannabis and main supplier of the substantial 
market in Egypt. Lebanon was using 
‘preventive and punitive measures to remedy the 
situation, and in particular it was endeavouring 
to promote new crops.’20 In 1963, growers in 
the cannabis-producing regions had been 
authorised to plant tobacco, which was bought 

by the government. Furthermore, ‘prospecting 
was in progress to discover land suitable for 
cultivating sunflower and industrial cannabis’. 21  

The sunflower project (the ‘Green Plan’) 
to replace cannabis cultivation in the 
Baalbek/Hermel district, initially had some 
impact. The provision of seeds, fertilisers 
and the purchase of the sunflower crop at 
encouraging prices led to a considerable 
drop in cannabis production. But a few years 
later, the government was unable to provide 
the inputs, and the highly bureaucratic 
administrative procedures delayed payment 
for the harvest. Consequently, farmers went 
back to cultivating cannabis.22 At the CND in 
1973, the representative of Lebanon, reviewing 
the measures taken since 1966 to eliminate 
the production of cannabis resin in the 
country, ‘said that although those measures had 
been strenuously pursued and had entailed heavy 
expenditure, they had proved inadequate’.23 

It was increasingly clear that the UN’s efforts 
in the crop-substitution field were, at best, 
modest. What was said in a report for the 
1967 CND, prepared by the Secretariat and 
based on information gathered by a member 
of the Division of Narcotic Drugs on the role 
of crop substitution in the Lebanese sunflower 
operation in cannabis-growing areas might 
equally be said of its role in general, that 
its assistance is ‘by expert advice, by liaison or 
co-ordination, but most important, by creating 
the international atmosphere in which other 
forms of assistance might begin to flow’.24 While 
the sunflower project was supported by US 
development aid, the outbreak of the civil 
was in Lebanon (1975-1990) sealed its fate. 
Cannabis cultivation increased substantially 
while opium was also introduced. 

In the following years, both Lebanon 
and Morocco, among the most important 
producers of hashish for export over the 
previous 50 years, were involved in crop-
substitution projects. None of these projects 
had a substantial and lasting impact on 
cannabis cultivation.25 The subsidy paid 
to cannabis farmers in Lebanon to make 
cannabis less profitable than sunflower 
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initially worked, but also resulted in a rise in 
the price for illicit hashish, ‘there was a risk 
– if the Lebanese government were to keep on 
increasing the sunflower subsidies – of entering 
into a “race with the traffickers”. This would 
involve Lebanon in staggering costs, even if there 
was the remotest chance of its winning the race’.26

Since 2003, Morocco has received at least 
€28 million from the European Union (EU) 
to eradicate the cultivation of cannabis. In 
addition, the US donated $43 million between 
2005 and 2012 to help farmers find new 
crops to replace cannabis.27 According to 
Khalid Benomar, former head of strategy and 
planning of the Agency for the Promotion and 
Development of the North (APDN), ‘Everything 
the Agency did in terms of reconversion [crop 
substitution] was doomed to fail, because there 
was not a favourable development environment, 
especially the inadequacy of basic infrastructure’.28 
The APDN promoted cooperatives to develop 
new income-generating activities, along with 
complementary activities such as beekeeping, 
sheep or goat breeding, or arboriculture. 
‘There have been successful experiences, but we 
have seen many constraints, including resistance 
from the people who boycotted training and col
laboration’, Benomar explains. Successful 

crops such as olives need at least 10 years to 
become profitable, while the cannabis cycle 
is at most five months. The sheep and goat 
breeding projects were unsuccessful.

2.2	 Cannabis and Alternative 
Development: the shared 
responsibility

The Permanent Central Narcotics Board 
(predecessor of the INCB) had pointed out 
in 1968, that ‘the only means of ultimately 
eliminating illicit traffic in opium, coca leaves 
and cannabis would be to launch a campaign 
of socio-economic reform on a world-wide 
scale in the areas concerned, and to replace the 
opium, coca leaves and cannabis by other crops. 
Such an undertaking would require extensive 
international cooperation and enormous financial 
and administrative resources, and might at first 
appear impracticable’.29 In the case of cannabis, 
however, the challenges were both financial 
and political. 

‘Ironically enough’, according to the Board’s 
President, Sir Harry Greenfield, ‘at a time 
when countries such as India, with centuries 
of experience of cannabis, are progressively 
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eliminating consumption, libertarians in 
industrially advanced countries are arguing that 
it is no worse than alcohol, that its consumption 
is not dangerous, or that it is, at any rate, not 
sufficiently dangerous to justify prohibition’.30 
That year—shortly after the ‘Summer of 
Love’—an ECOSOC resolution indeed noted 
‘that considerable publicity has been given to 
unauthoritative statements minimizing the 
harmful effects of cannabis and advocating that 
its use be permitted for non-medical purposes’ 
and recommended that governments should 
‘effectively deal with publicity which advocates 
legalization or tolerance of the non-medical use of 
cannabis as a harmless drug’.31 

‘Cannabis’, Greenfield correctly predicted, ‘is 
a subject of neverending debate: it has been so for 
several years now, and it seems likely to continue 
so for a number of years more’.32 Indeed, the 
debate went on, and 30 years later the issue 
returned in full force after the 1998 UNGASS 
had set the 10-year target of ‘eliminating or 
reducing significantly the illicit cultivation of 

the coca bush, the cannabis plant and the opium 
poppy’ by 2008, and – in order to accomplish 
that ambitious goal – had adopted the 
Action Plan on International Cooperation on the 
Eradication of Illicit Drug Crops and on Alternative 
Development. The 1998 Political Declaration 
furthermore enshrined the principles of a bal
anced approach [between supply and demand 
reduction] and shared responsibility [between 
importing and producing countries]: ‘The 
universal recognition that both consumer and 
drug producing countries share the same amount 
of responsibility has since then been confirmed 
by countless resolutions, action plans and policy 
framework documents’.33

In the case of cannabis, however, those 
principles were never seriously applied. 
In a special report section on the ‘Control 
of Cannabis’, the INCB repeated in 2001 
Greenfield’s earlier irony: ‘It is disturbing 
that, while many developing countries have been 
devoting resources to the eradication of cannabis 
and to fighting illicit trafficking in the drug, 
certain developed countries have, at the same 
time, decided to tolerate the cultivation of, trade 
in and abuse of cannabis’.34 The Board indicted 
European leniency in particular as having 
relinquished responsibility for cannabis 
consumption in the face of concerted efforts 
to eliminate the cultivation of cannabis by the 
traditional producing countries. This INCB-
inspired discourse on ‘the diligent producer 
versus the ‘lenient’ consumer state dichotomy’ led 
to a number of resolutions, mostly sponsored 
by African and Arab CND member states.35 

The first of these appeared on the CND agenda 
in 2002 entitled ‘Control of cannabis in Africa’, 
requesting the UN International Drug Control 
Programme (UNDCP, a predecessor of today’s 
UNODC) ‘to consider developing and implementing 
appropriate alternative development programmes, 
subject to availability of voluntary resources, and, 
where possible, to integrate them into programmes 
already being implemented in African countries by 
other United Nations entities’.36 Subsequently, 
in 2004, the General Assembly adopted a 
resolution on ‘Control of cultivation of and 
trafficking in cannabis’ which expressed 
concern that ‘cultivation of and trafficking in C
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cannabis are on the increase in Africa partly as a 
result of extreme poverty and the absence of any 
viable alternative crop and partly because of the 
profitability of such activity and the high demand 
for cannabis in other regions of the world’ and 
that ‘increased cultivation of cannabis in Africa is 
extremely dangerous for the ecosystem because it 
leads to extensive use of fertilizers, overexploitation 
of the soil and destruction of forests to make room 
for new cannabis fields, thus accelerating soil 
erosion’.37 

The General Assembly resolution called upon 
all States ‘to ensure strict compliance with all the 
provisions’ of the UN drug control conventions 
and urged them, ‘in accordance with the principle 
of shared responsibility and as a sign of their 
commitment to the fight against illicit drugs, to 
extend cooperation to affected States, particularly 
in Africa, in the area of alternative development, 
including funding for research into crops offering 
viable alternatives to cannabis, environmental 
protection and technical assistance’; and 
encouraged those countries ‘with experience 
and expertise in the eradication of illicit drug crops 
and alternative development programmes to share 
their experience and expertise with affected States, 
particularly in Africa’.38 

The resolution also welcomed the first 
survey of cannabis cultivation conducted by 
Morocco in cooperation with UNODC in 2003, 
and requested the agency ‘to begin a global 
survey of cannabis’. The first Moroccan crop 
survey revealed the full extent of cannabis 
cultivation in the country, estimated to have 
reached 134,000 ha from which over 3,000 
tonnes of hashish could be produced, mostly 
destined for the European market. One of the 
main reasons, according to UNODC Executive 
Director Antonio María Costa in his preface 
to the report, was ‘the spectacular expansion of 
drug use in general, and cannabis use in particular, 
in European countries from the 1970s onwards’.39 
Though the bulk of the profits from the 
estimated €10 billion industry remained in 
the hands of trafficking networks operating 
in Europe, according to Costa, some 800,000 
people, or two-thirds of the rural population 
of the Rif region, depended on cannabis 
for half of their income: ‘The international 

community - multilateral organizations, countries 
of production, trafficking, and consumption 
together - must assume this shared responsibility 
and commit to addressing the problem with 
a determination and spirit of cooperation 
commensurate with those of the Moroccan 
government’.40

A year later, the second survey showed 
declining prices and a 10% reduction in the 
area under cannabis production, prompting 
Costa to express optimism in his foreword. 
Farm-gate income from cannabis, estimated 
at US$325 million in 2004, represented only 
0.7% of Moroccan national income. ‘This 
problem can, therefore, be addressed’, according 
to Costa, while stressing that the ‘commitment 
of the international community, in terms of 
technical and financial means, will be essential 
to maintain the downward trend in production’.41  
The decline ‘opens up promising prospects for 
the implementation of sustainable development 
programmes. This opportunity must be seized in 
a spirit of multilateral cooperation’. The 2004 
survey included a section on the socio-
economic and cultural factors influencing the 
decisions of cannabis farmers, ‘the missing 
piece of the puzzle for the implementation of 
adequate action programmes in the search 
for alternative income’, according to Driss 
Benhima, Director of the APDN.42 The results 
of the sociological study demonstrated ‘the 
particular importance of upgrading collective social 
organisation, particularly in the central Rif area’, 
without which ‘the success and sustainability 
of alternative development programmes cannot 
be guaranteed’. The other determining 
factor would be international development 
cooperation, according to Benhima, 
announcing a round table jointly organised 
with UNODC to bring together potential 
donors and mobilise the necessary funding.

That same year, in 2004, a European 
resolution called ‘to enhance the dialogue and 
cooperation between the Union and cannabis 
producing regions, in order to strengthen the 
Union’s efforts to support alternative development 
and to facilitate the cooperation on combating the 
trafficking of cannabis from those regions into the 
Union’.43 And in its report for 2005, the INCB 



22  |  A sustainable future for cannabis farmers transnationalinstitute

devoted a thematic chapter to ‘Alternative 
development and legitimate livelihoods’ 
calling attention to the reality that the ‘vast 
majority of illicit crop growers, particularly 
the large number of cannabis plant growers in 
developing countries, have unfortunately never 
received direct alternative development assistance’ 
and that ‘[r]egrettably, there are virtually no 
alternative development projects or programmes 
in Africa, despite the large amount of cannabis 
produced in that region’.44 

In response, another resolution was adopted 
by the CND and ECOSOC in 2006, on ‘Using 
alternative development programmes to 
reduce the cultivation of cannabis plants’. 
‘Desiring that the successful application of 
alternative development programmes in efforts 
to sustain the reduction of coca bush and opium 
poppy cultivation be replicated, as appropriate 
and possible, in efforts to reduce the cultivation of 
cannabis plants’, the resolution urged Member 
States, ‘in accordance with the principle of 
shared responsibility [..]  to extend cooperation to 
affected States, especially in Africa, in the area of 
alternative development, including research into 
crops offering viable alternatives to cannabis, and 
technical assistance’.45 The resolution mandated 
UNODC, ‘when requested by States reporting 
the large-scale cultivation of cannabis plants, to 
conduct a study with development partners [..] 
on the feasibility of implementing alternative 
development programmes in those countries’.46 

UNODC had already implemented a global 
market survey of cannabis, pursuant to the 
2004 General Assembly resolution, the results 
of which were published in a special double 
issue of the Bulletin on Narcotics in 2006, 
characterising the political context as follows: 

International law treats cannabis as it does 
other illicit drugs; but in practice, several 
States have reduced the priority afforded to 
enforcement of laws on cannabis relative to 
other drug issues. Signatories to a range of 
international drug control treaties have agreed 
that cannabis should be deemed an illicit 
drug. Despite these agreements, many States 
have, in various ways, relaxed their controls 
over cannabis. Even where these changes do 

not amount to a breach of the treaties, there 
appears to be a divergence in spirit between 
international agreements and individual 
State action. This discontinuity has not been 
addressed at an international level and thus 
international efforts to address cannabis have 
also fallen by the wayside.47

The ambivalence also translates into obstacles 
for data gathering: ‘UNODC annual reports 
questionnaire asks Member States to estimate the 
number of hectares under cannabis cultivation in 
their respective countries, but most respondents 
do not fill out this section. In fairness, most States 
would have little knowledge of how to make 
such an estimate. Given that most consumption 
is domestic and many societies do not regard 
cannabis as particularly problematic, most would 
have little incentive to invest much time in making 
such a calculation’.48

In 2008, reporting to the CND on the 
implementation of the resolution on AD and 
cannabis, ‘Morocco indicated that it needed 
assistance from the international community and 
requested the European Union, where demand for 
cannabis continued to increase, to provide such 
assistance. Furthermore, Morocco indicated that 
the absence of a common policy on cannabis in 
the European Union, exacerbated by ambiguous 
drug laws in some States, undermined the efforts 
of Morocco in that regard.’49Again in 2008, 
the target year set by the 1998 UNGASS, the 
INCB concluded: ‘Developing countries that 
struggle to eliminate illicit cannabis cultivation 
are discouraged by the tolerant policies of their 
wealthier neighbouring countries and, perhaps 
as a consequence, receive little alternative 
development assistance’.50 An evaluation of the 
policy coherence of the EU’s development and 
poverty-reduction programmes in Northern 
Africa confirmed the ambivalent attitude: 

‘There is an incoherence between the de facto 
demand on the European drugs market for 
Moroccan cannabis (which is partly tolerated) 
and the EU’s efforts to eradicate this crop in 
the northern provinces and to replace it with 
other crops, which economic actors judge 
bound to fail as long as demand persists – and 
as long as other crops cannot be exported – 
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and as long as profits remain high: ‘The only 
way to eradicate cannabis, is to convince the 
Europeans to smoke carrots’. The official ban 
has in fact encouraged criminalisation of 
the growing and trade of cannabis and the 
creation of mafias in northern Morocco. In 
pre-colonial times, cannabis was a legal and 
even taxed commodity in northern Morocco. 
Legalising cannabis would circumvent mafias 
and increase farmers ‘profits’.51

2.3	 Cannabis and Alternative 
Development: the Practice

The request to UNODC made in the 2006 
ECOSOC resolution to undertake a more 
thorough global cannabis cultivation 
survey was ‘subject to the availability of 
extrabudgetary resources’, and in 2007 the 
office budgeted the three-year effort to cost 
US$ 9.1 million: ‘So far, UNODC has not received 
any expression of interest from Member States 
to contribute to this activity’, stressing that, 
‘prior to formulating or designing alternative 
development interventions in any geographical 
area, a thorough analysis of the situation and a 
technical assessment of the extent of the cannabis 
plant cultivation are required’.52 In other words, 
AD interventions for cannabis would make 
sense only after a thorough study, for which 
no donor was willing to pay. In this way 
UNODC effectively – and deliberately – put an 
end to the illusion that international funding 
would ever be available to implement AD 
projects aimed at illicit cannabis cultivation.

For opium poppy and coca, there have 
been significant AD investments especially 
in Afghanistan, Thailand and the Andean 
region, but very few AD projects aiming to 
reduce cannabis cultivation. According to the 
INCB, ‘only two donor-supported alternative 
development projects have been implemented in 
areas affected by cannabis plant cultivation – one 
in the Rif valley in Morocco and the other in the 
Bekaa valley in Lebanon (where opium poppy 
was also being cultivated). Thus, there is limited 
experience with donor-supported alternative 
development programmes in cannabis plant 
cultivation areas’.53 

Some governments did mention to INCB 
or UNODC in the mid-2000s that they had 
undertaken or at least explored their own 
AD efforts without external funding. Ghana, 
for example, conducted a small project in 
support of alternative livelihoods for cannabis 
growers;54 Jamaica had explored the possibility 
of hemp cultivation as part of its AD 
programme; and the Philippines had done a 
rapid assessment of cannabis cultivation sites 
to identify areas for AD pilot projects and had 
studied the possibility of using yakon (a root 
vegetable) and jathropha (the seeds of which 
can be used for making biodiesel) as substitute 
crops.55

The lack of current development projects 
that aim to reduce illicit cannabis cultivation 
clearly demonstrates the loss of confidence 
and political interest among the donors and 
UN agencies. Today, most UN reports and 
resolutions on AD avoid the cannabis issue 
altogether. UNODC’s 2019 ‘Global Overview 
of Alternative Development’, for example, 
makes no mention of cannabis.56 This creates 
difficulties for the global discourse on drug 
control and AD, because the aims, targets and 
treaty provisions are the same with regard to 
reducing illicit cultivation of opium poppy, 
coca and cannabis. The basic premise of 
AD is that reduction of illicit cultivation is 
sustainable only if alternative livelihoods are 
created through rural development. Rather 
than meaningless political declarations 
and CND resolutions, it is time to openly 
acknowledge that ‘eliminating or significantly 
reducing’ the cannabis market is no longer 
considered to be a feasible target, and that the 
focus needs to shift to other, more realistic, 
policy options.
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3.1 	The Doi Tung Alternative 
Development model in Thailand 
and Aceh, Indonesia

The Doi Tung Development Project in 
Northern Thailand, led by the Mae Fah Luang 
Foundation (MFLF) has been praised and 
studied by scholars, advocates, and policy-
makers from around the globe. Over the past 
30 years, the Doi Tung project has helped 
rural communities in Northern Thailand 
– particularly in the Golden Triangle – to 
reduce economic dependency on illegal opium 
poppy cultivation through a wide array of 
development programmes. The Doi Tung 
model relies on four key principles: ‘proper 
sequencing of viable livelihood alternatives 
and eradication; integrated and holistic 
alternative livelihoods rather than a limited 
crop substitution approach; long-term 
solutions for development instead of “quick-
fix”; and integration of stakeholders and 
involvement of local communities’.1 

The Doi Tung project area covers around 
15,000 ha in Chiang Rai province, benefiting 
approximately 11,000 people living in 29 
villages. The project counted from the start 
on strong support from the royal family, 
which was instrumental for its reputation 
and to secure long-term funding. The first 
five years (1988–1993) focused on immediate 
health issues and the provision of other 
basic life necessities. In the second phase 
(1994–2002) income generation became 
the main focus, introducing the concept in 
rural development of moving up the value 
chain. ‘This involves moving beyond the 
cultivation of agricultural commodities, by 
actively planning and implementing how 
one can move into the processing steps 
that add value locally to the base product.’2 
The final 15-year phase intends to make 
the project sustainable by strengthening 
the local business units and product brand. 
‘It is during this final phase that capacity 
building, empowerment, and education take 
place, so that the people are equipped to take 
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over the project in 2017, when the project 
phases out. Our ultimate goal is to leave 
the administration and management of the 
development of the area and the businesses 
in the hands of a new generation of local 
leaders.’3

Importantly, the Thai authorities also 
‘distinguished between commercial cultivation 
and conceded to a level of households’ 
production commensurate with the level 
of local consumption. Recognising that 
even if opium was to be abandoned as a 
source of income there would be medical, 
social and cultural reasons for household 
cultivation to continue on a small scale’.4 
Illicit poppy cultivation in northern Thailand 
gradually declined as more alternative and 
sustainable livelihoods were introduced to 
local populations with no coercion or moral 
judgement. As much of the opium was also 
consumed locally, the reduction was also 
facilitated by a process of cultural assimilation 
of the ethnic minority and the gradual 
abandonment of traditional opium uses. The 
part of the Thai opium cultivation that had 
been destined for the international heroin 

market was, however, subsequently replaced 
by increased production in other parts of the 
Golden Triangle, most notably across the 
border in Myanmar.5

In Thailand, the successful AD model was 
applied only to opium poppy and not to 
the also vibrant cannabis cultivation and 
culture in other parts of the country. In 
2006, however, the Indonesian government 
requested the MFLF to use its model to 
develop an AD pilot project for reducing the 
widespread illicit cannabis cultivation in 
Aceh. This request was part of its broader 
approach to address the issue of cannabis 
production in Aceh, institutionalised in the 
2006–2020 strategy of the National Narcotics 
Board (Badan Narkotika Nasional or BNN). 
Illicit cannabis cultivation in Indonesia is 
most commonly found in the northern part of 
Sumatra, especially in Aceh province, where 
cannabis has long been used for culinary 
and therapeutic purposes. Cannabis, placed 
under Indonesia’s strictest category of drugs, 
is also the country’s most widely used illicit 
substance.6 
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For decades, cannabis cultivation in Aceh was 
associated with the armed conflict between 
the state and the separatist group Free Aceh 
Movement (Gerakan Aceh Merdeka or GAM), 
which emerged in the late 1970s in pursuit of 
an independent Aceh. Cannabis, along with 
other illegally obtained yet lucrative resources 
such as timber, reportedly served as an 
important source of income for the separatist 
group, although state institutions – such as 
the police and the military – were allegedly 
also involved in these activities.7 In this 
context, cannabis was grown by small-scale 
farmers in high-altitude and mountainous 
regions of Aceh, with each plantation typically 
not exceeding an area of 1 ha.8 In 2004, or 
one year before the official end of the 30-
year conflict, some sources believed that an 
estimated 30% of cannabis in Southeast Asia 
came from Aceh.9 In December 2004, Aceh 
was among the regions heavily hit by the 
Indian Ocean earthquake and tsunami. The 
severe aftermath of the tsunami magnified the 

precarity and insecurity of local populations 
whose livelihood options had been severely 
affected by the longstanding conflict, hence 
the significance of cannabis cultivation – 
albeit illicit – as a means of survival.

Relevant national and local government 
institutions, but also community and religious 
leaders, were involved in the design and 
implementation of the MFLF’s AD pilot 
project. This effectively started in 2007, and 
focused on two main areas in Aceh Besar 
district, covering Lamteuba and Maheng 
villages. These villages had notoriously been 
an insurgent stronghold and also associated 
with high levels of illicit cannabis cultivation. 
Through its initial survey conducted in 2006, 
the MFLF and its local partners identified 
a number of pressing issues in the area, 
notably with regard to health, food security, 
and livelihoods. Two health programmes 
– malaria eradication and a prosthesis 
programme – were implemented in Lamteuba, 
both tackling some of the most urgent health 
concerns and also building rapport and mutual 
trust with local people, who were recruited as 
volunteers on the programme. This process 
also facilitated closer engagement between the 
Acehnese and various Indonesian government 
officials – a dynamic which had to be 
revitalised gradually following the 30-year 
conflict.

Later on, projects to promote livelihoods were 
launched in Maheng and Lamteuba, concretely 
aiming to increase local income from US$ 
1 to US$ 2 a day per person. A variety of 
agricultural projects and assistance were 
developed, alongside the introduction of new 
and higher-value crops, educational sessions 
to breed fish and ducks (to produce salted 
eggs), goat-breeding projects, and assistance 
in processing technology such as using a rice 
mill. In addition, local people were offered 
support in forming cooperatives to enable 
them to be more self-sufficient in the long 
run.

The AD programme did not specifically 
address, let alone problematise, the issue 
of cannabis cultivation. In the spirit of C
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inclusiveness, as well as produce benefits 
for all regardless of their background, local 
people were never asked about their (current 
or previous) involvement in illegal activities. 
There were no criteria for participation, 
with the exception of certain sub-projects 
requiring participants’ prior commitment 
and continuous engagement. For example, 
there was an application process for a training 
session on goat raising, and those accepted 
were invited to prepare land plots and 
assume various responsibilities throughout 
the training period. The system was based 
on the principle of two-way interaction 
and cooperation deemed as necessary in 
development programmes.

True to the basic Doi Tung principles, there 
was no forced eradication of cannabis in 
Maheng and Lamteuba during the AD pilot 
project, which ended in 2011. Nevertheless, a 
number of BNN reports show that some of its 
largest and militarised eradication operations, 
known as the Nila Rencong Operations, were 
carried out in many parts of Aceh (including 
in Lamteuba) between April and September 
2006, just before the formal start of the 
project. A total of 250 ha of cannabis fields 
were forcibly eradicated at the time.10

In the end, the pilot project’s primary 
quantitative goals to improve health, food 
security, and income were met: average 
per capita income rose from US$0.75 to 
over US$2.60 a day. The population of 
Maheng moved from the primary stage of 
basic sickness prevention and survival in 
the beginning of the pilot project, to the 
secondary phase of community sufficiency – 
with some residents beginning to look into 
forming small enterprises and cooperatives 
to sell value-added goods produced in the 
village. The local economy was boosted by 
greater spending. For instance, sales at 
local grocery stories and cafés increased by 
approximately 80%. Residents who were not 
originally farmers also had other means of 
earning a living, for instance as intermediaries 
selling agricultural produce to nearby 
markets or as labourers in post-tsunami 
infrastructure-building projects. 

By the end of the pilot project, reports 
showed that households in Maheng and 
Lamteuba were no longer involved in cannabis 
cultivation, which can be attributed to the 
creation of viable livelihood alternatives, 
although it is not clear whether it had a 
broader impact in the province. MFLF’s 
successful participatory malaria-management 
programme in Lamteuba was integrated 
into similar health projects throughout Aceh 
province. Eventually, the model became an 
important component of Indonesia’s national 
health plan and strategy. Nonetheless, other 
elements of the AD pilot project – namely its 
well-coordinated and participatory livelihood 
diversification efforts, and the principle 
that such efforts should precede eradication 
measures – were not replicated in other 
cannabis-growing areas in Indonesia, nor 
was it sustained in Aceh following MFLF’s 
departure. 

Today’s AD programmes in Indonesia, 
including Aceh, remain officially guided by 
the same BNN-administered 2006–2020 
strategy which had prompted the MFLF’s 
involvement in the first place. As expressed 
by BNN representatives at the 63rd Session 
of the Commission on Narcotic Drugs in 
March 2020, current AD programmes are still 
largely inspired by the Doi Tung model. These 
include training programmes in agriculture, 
manufacturing food and herbal products, and 
handicrafts. Some of the programmes are 
run in partnership with the private sector in 
order to facilitate the marketing and sales 
of goods the communities produce, but 
cannabis eradication remains one of BNN’s 
key priorities. More importantly, unlike the 
MFLF-assisted AD pilot project in Maheng 
and Lamteuba (which treated the drugs issue 
separately from development), the BNN’s AD 
programmes are mainly part of a strategy of 
drug control rather than development.

In late 2019, the BNN still administered AD 
programmes on a small scale in Aceh – in 
Aceh Besar, Bireun, and Gayo Lues – where 
cannabis-substitution projects involving 
maize and cattle were implemented across an 
area of 100 ha.11 According to the BNN, in 2019 
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a total of 12.1 ha of cannabis fields containing 
484,000 cannabis plants (or around 103 
tonnes) were eradicated in the Aceh province.12

While eradication is the main policy regarding 
illicit cannabis cultivation, cannabis farmers 
– who are most affected by policies aimed 
at stemming supply – are seldom heard in 
public and policymaking spheres. Only in 
recent years – as cannabis policy reform 
gained visible public support – did farmers’ 
experiences begin to appear in news outlets. 
Some former cannabis farmers said that 
many had resorted to cannabis cultivation 
because of the lack of access to jobs. These 
former farmers, who shared their testimonies 
anonymously, felt that they had earned more 
through illegal cannabis cultivation than other 
livelihoods but had also repeatedly lost their 
harvests (and thus income) either due to fraud 
(by investors and/or investment partners)13or 
eradication led by the Indonesian military.14 
According to one of these former farmers, 
cannabis cultivation has now moved into more 
remote mountainous areas, but ‘we simply do 
not know who plants it, even though we live 
nearby.’15

3.2 	Thailand’s medical cannabis 
framework

Thailand is world famous for its special 
cannabis sativa landrace from Northeast 
Thailand with unique properties, a variety 
often referred to and sold as ‘Thai sticks’ 
because of the centuries-old tradition of 
drying and tying the buds onto long sticks. As 
in other Asian countries, traditional cultural 
and medicinal uses have existed for centuries 
and have never completely disappeared, 
despite the formal prohibition. Varying forms 
of de facto tolerance have kept them alive, 
albeit to hugely different degrees between 
countries and between sub-national states 
or provinces. In 2019, Thailand became the 
first country in Asia to regulate cannabis for 
medicinal purposes, joining over 30 other 
countries which have implemented various 
types of regulation for medicinal cannabis 
in the Americas, Europe, and Africa. Signs of 

change, or at least growing public support 
to reform cannabis policy, can also be found 
in other Asian countries, including in India, 
Indonesia, Malaysia, Nepal, South Korea, 
and even the Philippines16 – as an increasing 
number of governments, entrepreneurs and 
civil society organisations (CSOs) are attracted 
by the socioeconomic potential of stimulating 
a legally regulated cannabis industry catering 
to domestic and international demand.

Given the achievements and valuable 
lessons inspired by the Doi Tung project in 
Thailand, might legal medicinal cannabis be 
incorporated into existing and/or emerging 
(alternative) development projects in Asia? 
Could the legal medical cannabis market serve 
as a source of sustainable livelihoods for 
farmers and rural workers currently operating 
in the illicit market? 

Thailand has been one of the few countries 
– if not the only one – whose framework 
of legal medicinal cannabis is officially tied 
with its traditional medicine and healing 
systems. The regulatory system for medical 
cannabis in Thailand is considered fairly 
restrictive and is predominantly controlled by 
government institutions. Only government-
sanctioned institutions can apply for 
cultivation, manufacturing, and trading 
licenses for medicinal cannabis – though 
these could also include practitioners of Thai 
folk and traditional medicine, hospitals, and 
agricultural groups categorised as ‘community 
or social enterprise’.17 Regardless, it is clear 
that the current model does not include 
small cannabis farmers currently operating 
in the illicit market, nor is it linked with the 
existing AD policy framework as developed 
around the Doi Tung project. There have also 
been concerns about the possible corporate 
capture of Thailand’s medical cannabis sector, 
particularly in relation to patents.18

In late 2019, Thailand’s Public Health 
Minister, Anutin Charnvirakul, initiated 
a draft regulation which would allow the 
registration of individual farmers to legally 
grow limited amounts of cannabis and to 
sell their produce to hospitals and clinics.19 
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Around the same time, a draft law to allow 
small-scale personal cultivation (up to six 
plants) was introduced by the Bhumjaithai 
Party, part of Thailand’s ruling coalition.20 
A new narcotics bill is being reviewed by the 
Council of State. If subsequently approved, the 
bill ‘would allow anyone to plant cannabis at 
home, both for medical purposes or as a cash 
crop’, including by patients and investors.21

3.3 	Overview of other recent 
developments in Asia

On 1 February 2020, the first medical cannabis 
clinic in India opened its doors in Bengaluru. 
Vedi Wellness Centre offers Ayurveda-inspired 
and medicinal products made of cannabis, 
including whole cannabis extracts prescribed 
to treat conditions like pain and inflammation. 
These medicines are manufactured by a 
private company called HempCann Solutions, 
using hemp and/or the leaves and seeds of 
cannabis plants – which are not exempt 
from India’s drug laws. The company has 
reportedly sold more than 30,000 units of 
cannabis-based medicines to over 5,000 
patients across India.22 Other products made 
of hemp and/or the leaves of seeds of cannabis 
plants, especially topical and other health 
products, have also gained visibility in India. 
This emerging sector has been dominated by 
private investors and companies.23 

The fight to reform cannabis policy 
continues in India, and signs of progress 
include the Delhi High Court’s issuance 
of plea challenging the criminalisation of 
cannabis in the country.24 Several states in 
India, including Uttarakhand and Madhya 
Pradesh, have also taken legal steps to 
regulate cannabis cultivation for medical and 
industrial purposes, yet the (future) role of 
small producers to transition out of illegality 
remains to be seen.

In neighbouring Nepal, a group of legislators 
are pushing for the legalisation of medical 
cannabis markets. One of the proposed bills 
would enable cannabis growers to apply for 
licenses to grow cannabis for the commercial 

market, and allow households to cultivate 
small amounts of cannabis.25 

In February 2020, Indonesia’s Ministry 
of Agriculture issued a ministerial decree 
concerning various agricultural commodities. 
Cannabis sativa was added into the list of 
medicinal plants as agricultural commodities. 
Despite its political significance, the 
ministerial decree was made widely accessible 
only via an Instagram post published months 
later. This went viral within hours, and the 
following day, the Minister of Agriculture 
said that he would revoke the inclusion of 
cannabis as a medicinal plant and revise the 
decree accordingly, given his commitment to 
‘eradicate drug abuse’.26

The Ministry’s initial decision to include 
cannabis in the decree might have coincided 
with the growing (visibility of) support 
for and interest in cannabis policy reform 
in Indonesia, especially with regard to the 
substance’s medicinal potential.27 Policy-
makers and public figures have spoken about 
the socioeconomic potential of stimulating 
a legal cannabis industry – from national 
legislators promoting legal cannabis exports28 
to local authorities and prominent historians 
speaking favourably about a possible cannabis 
cultivation pilot project in Aceh.29

In Malaysia, several government officials 
have sought ways to stimulate its hemp and 
CBD industry. Similar to Indonesia, medicinal 
cannabis has been central to discussions 
on cannabis policy reform in Malaysia. 
Regardless, there has been no concrete draft 
bill or regulatory initiatives officially tabled 
at the government level in Indonesia or 
Malaysia.
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4.1	 The Caribbean: small farmers in 
Jamaica and St Vincent and the 
Grenadines

The Caribbean has a long history of 
cultivation, trade and use of cannabis – 
known locally as ‘ganja’ – which is widely 
used recreationally, as a folk medicine, and as 
a sacrament by the Rastafarian community. 

Despite being one of the earliest countries 
to prohibit cannabis back in the early 1900s, 
Jamaica was the first country in the region to 
move openly towards creating a licit medical 
cannabis market, reforming its legislation 
and practice from 2015 onwards. This is 
the result of changing social attitudes, the 
assertion of cultural minority rights (notably 
by the Rastafarian community), and political 
sensitivity in response to growing pressure 
and social agitation by the cannabis reform 
movement.1 St. Vincent and the Grenadines 
followed suit, approving legislation in 2018 
focused on including traditional cannabis 
growers into a medicinal cannabis market. 
This is a significant step as these two 
countries produce most of the cannabis 
illegally traded in the Caribbean. The 
CARICOM Regional Commission on Marijuana 
contributed to the push for a regional 
approach to a regulated market for cannabis. 
It presented a report in 2018,2 making a 
regional analysis of the consequences of 
cannabis prohibition, and recommending 
reforms with future social and economic 
benefits. Other countries in the region have 
taken cautious steps in the same direction, but 
none has opted for full legalisation. 

As the first country in the region to adapt its 
cannabis legislation, Jamaica’s much-debated 
legal reform was intended mainly to redress 
the injustices that surrounded cannabis as a 
criminal offence and to gradually stop treating 
its cultivation and use for both cultural and 
medical uses as such.  The amendments to 
the Dangerous Drug Act (DDA) implied that 
‘new provisions will be in place regarding the 
possession and smoking of ganja, use of ganja 
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by persons of the Rastafarian faith, and use of 
ganja for medical, therapeutic and scientific 
purposes’.3 

Approved by parliament in February 2015, 
politicians and other stakeholders were 
eager to perceive the reforms as an economic 
opportunity, while the amended law was 
not actually intended to lay a solid basis for 
the development of a medicinal cannabis 
industry. After so many years of stalled 

reforms, everyone involved rushed to demand 
a ‘piece of the cannabis pie’, while there is 
still a need for many regulations to build the 
basic infrastructure for the medical cannabis 
industry.  Since then, the Jamaican government 
has moved ahead with the establishment of 
a medical cannabis framework based on a 
‘closed loop’ licensing system (licensees trade 
with licensees) as well as a modest Alternative 
Development project to support small and 
traditional ganja growers (see Box). 

BOX: Jamaica’s Alternative Development Project 

The Jamaican government created a Cannabis Licencing Authority (CLA), which in 2016 
introduced a tiered licensing system for medicinal ganja, meant to  protect the small 
farmers who previously had risked significant criminal charges. Since then it has issued 
67 ganja licences to local companies and individuals, including 28 for cultivation, 23 
for retail, 11 for processing, 4 for research and development (R&D) and 1 for transport.4 
Unfortunately, few if any have been extended to the traditional farmers, which can be 
explained by several reasons: the costs involved in the licensing procedure; the lack 
of land titles required for a license; and that the revised legislation made no specific 
mention on the issue of cannabis cultivation, even omitting the act of cultivation in 
expunging criminal records, a fundamental element of the reform. It is still impossible 
for a farmer previously convicted for illicit cultivation to obtain a license. 

In response to concerns that the new legal framework leaves out small and traditional 
ganja growers, the CLA developed an Alternative Development Project (ADP) aimed 
to assist their transition to the legal market.  As the former AD director explains: ‘At 
the time we were attempting to put in an alternative development project that was geared 
towards the traditional ganja growers and transitioning them from that illicit market space 
into the legal market space. So our AD or alternative development project was more based on 
community development and development of the traditional farmers and getting them into an 
alternate market and not necessarily an alternate crop. So we took the old concept of alternative 
development that initially started out as crop substitution and instead we had them cultivating 
the same crop that they would cultivate under the illicit framework but instead of selling it within 
the illicit market and the illicit framework, they would now become suppliers to the legal regimes, 
the medicinal regime’.5 

The initiative was addressed by the MP Andrew Holness, announcing on 6 January 2019 
that in March that year the government would ‘unveil a development programme for 
farmers in the ganja sector […] to ensure the small farmers in the sector are protected 
as the global marijuana industry expands.  […]  because it is a real fear that as that 
industry emerges, becomes more corporatized, that the original ganja man, the original 
farmer, could very well be left out of the gains and the benefits’.6 The CLA ‘Alternative 
Development Project’ is being developed in collaboration with the Westmoreland Hemp 
& Ganja Farmers Association and the St Elizabeth Maroon community and is  ‘geared 
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Analysts have described the inconsistencies 
in the Jamaican model and the lack of 
coordination among the relevant ministries, 
departments and agencies.12 There remain 
problems in the government’s AD project 
with turnaround times and objectives related 
to long-standing tensions between drug-
control and development priorities.13 There 
has also been little support from the medical 
profession and health authorities for the 
medical use of cannabis. Widely considered 
a folk medicine, the authorities have been 
hesitant to embark on R&D, and develop a 
local medical cannabis sector, even though 
highly relevant research is conducted on 
glaucoma at the University of the West Indies 
(UWI). From the economic perspective, most 
if not all of the newly developed produce goes 
abroad, and the sale of medical cannabis to 
tourists has become mainstream. Domestic 
consumption could be stimulated through the 

system of retail herb houses (and potentially 
outside of this) if it were permitted for a 
nutraceutical industry to be developed based 
on traditional medicines.14 This would, 
however, probably require a new examination 
of the country’s Food and Drug Act. 

The government of St Vincent and the 
Grenadines (SVG) closely watched the 
Jamaican approach in order to learn 
from experiences there, and since 2018 
has developed legislation and regulation 
to create a medical cannabis industry 
intended to encompass traditional farmers, 
drafting and approving an amnesty law for 
cannabis producers and creating a medicinal 
cannabis agency (MCA), as prescribed by 
the international drug treaties. The MCA 
‘is committed to developing a viable and 
sustainable medicinal cannabis industry, 
focused on the production of quality cannabis 

towards transitioning current illicit ganja farmers into the legal regulated industry’.7 This 
goal was emphasised in April 2019 by J.C. Hutchinson, minister without portfolio at the 
Ministry of Industry, Commerce, Agriculture and Fisheries. Referring to the introduction 
of the pilot project, he stressed that ‘cannabis is one of the crops which the government is 
making sure that the small farmers are involved in growing legally’.8  

Despite these promises, the AD pilot project has been launched in only one of the two 
communities two years after it was first announced, and has encountered a number of 
difficulties. Many of these relate to long-standing structural problems faced by small 
farmers including landlessness and lack of capital and access to credit. Others relate to 
the high compliance costs associated with the legal framework and efforts to prevent 
diversion (including the installation of high-perimeter fencing, security cameras, and 
the hiring of private security companies). A lack of training in the growing techniques 
required to meet the standards associated with the medical cannabis industry has also 
been a hindrance. While the authorities are aware of these issues and have made some 
efforts to alleviate problems, these have had little impact to date. As some authors argue, 
‘The AD programme has stalled and needs to be better funded and supported if obstacles 
faced by poor farmers are to be overcome’.9

Given its slow start, a ‘special transitional permit’ has been proposed ‘to provide the 
traditional small-scale farmers with an additional avenue to enter the licit market, as well 
an opportunity to transition from being the holder of a special permit to holding a license’.10 
According to the Caribbean Fair Trade Cannabis Working Group, ‘the proposed new permit 
would be valid for two years and that the process would cut fees for those farmers and allow for 
variations to strict infrastructure and security requirements’.11
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for export where no traditional cultivator 
is left behind’.15 It provides training for 
traditional farmers and includes them in 
decision-making and policy development. The 
six liaison officers, all growers themselves, act 
as a bridge between growers from different 
regions and the government, to discuss 
relevant concerns with the MCA. Technical 
support is provided to help the growers to 
form cooperatives, and even some land titles 
have been assigned to former illicit growers. 
Farmers are also exempt in the first two years 
after obtaining the license from the high-cost 
security and fencing requirements.  

The role of small and traditional cultivators 
is hotly debated in the transition to a licit 
cannabis market. According to one of them, 
‘the voice of the small cultivator is critical if these 
processes are to go forward. If we look at the 
medical cannabis industry, we see principally three 
main stakeholders: there’s the investor; there’s 
the state or the government; and there’s the small, 
traditional cultivators, one cannot go without the 
other. The government has to regulate it, the small 
cultivators [don’t] have the money so we depend 
on the investors to bring the finance. Because we 
have to remember it is an export-oriented industry 
and it’s in that area that we make our money 
principally. But without that traditional knowledge 

that the small growers have, it wouldn’t work. 
We’re not saying “no” to the scientific knowledge 
because the investors… you know the international 
community, there’s certain standards, there’s 
requirements, certain compliances. So, you 
bring the scientific knowledge and let us merge 
it with the traditional knowledge because one 
complements the other. And I believe that St. 
Vincent, guided by the climatic conditions here, 
guided by our soil, our sunlight, our volcano (you 
know, because as a result we have excellent soil), 
we have the potential for producing one of the best 
cannabis in the world’.16

The Ministry of Agriculture is responsible 
for implementing and organising the new 
sector, claiming to treat cannabis as just 
another agricultural crop, but setting different 
parameters on security and processing 
controls. Growers have formed cooperatives, 
strengthening their capacities to negotiate 
and develop the business skills needed to 
operate in the new industry. Almost all 
the investment capital comes from foreign 
companies, and several have gained a license 
to produce cannabis for export, mainly to 
Canada and the UK. Unlike Jamaica, SVG is 
not a major consumption market.  This means 
that while supplying the local market is an 
important element of the new regulation, to 
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make it work economically for the majority 
of traditional farmers the model hinges on 
export with much of its success depending on 
access to international market opportunities. 
As the Chief Licensing Officer of the MCA 
explains:

‘Cause that’s one thing that we don’t want to 
encourage persons to plant and they don’t have 
nowhere to send the product because the majority 
of Vincentians don’t smoke cannabis and with 
a population of about 110,000 persons, even if 
10,000 persons were smoking every day, you know, 
like five times a day, it would be hard for all of the 
product that’s actually grown here because illegally 
– the product that’s grown illegally - about 90% is 
exported anyway’.17

To secure market outlets and attract 
responsible investors, the MCA carries out 
due diligence in the form of comprehensive 
background checks, subjecting investors to 
a set of evaluation criteria, and conducting 
on-site inspections, including regular 
scheduled visits as well as unannounced spot 
checks on the advice of the Chief Licensing 
Officer. The government is attuned to some 
of the development opportunities that may 
be harnessed through the licit medicinal 
cannabis market, and has initiated a number 
of projects under an alternative livelihoods 
programme. It is enshrined in law, for 
example, that foreign companies must include 
in their business plan a diversification project 
alongside their cannabis operation. These 
diversification projects are listed under 
the guidance of the Ministry of Agriculture 
and have included projects related to, inter 
alia, research into the medicinal properties 
and extraction techniques of plants such as 
turmeric, soursop, and moringa. In addition 
to this, foreign companies are required 
within the first of year of licensing to pay 
a 250,000 XCD food-security fee, which is 
channelled into alternative livelihood projects. 
This complements other revenues that the 
authorities collect from license fees that 
the Ministry of Finance can allocate to meet 
other needs such as education, treatment 
programmes for substance abuse, or further 
support to traditional cultivators.

4.2 	Towards a regional Caribbean 
cannabis policy

The CARICOM Conference of Heads of 
Government agreed at its 25th Inter-Sessional 
Meeting in 2014 to establish a Commission 
to ‘interrogate the issue of possible reform to the 
legal regimes regulating cannabis/marijuana in 
CARICOM countries’ on the basis that this is 
‘an issue of deep social significance to Caribbean 
people’.18 The resulting report ‘Waiting to 
Exhale – Safeguarding our future through 
responsible socio-legal policy on marijuana’, 
published in 2018, responded to this mandate, 
aiming to bring a level of serious discussion of 
and purpose to the cannabis question. Based 
on survey data, independent documentary 
research, national consultations with the 
general public, and focus group discussions 
(FGDs) with users, cultivators, youth, and 
health practitioners across 14 countries, it 
brings a multi-disciplinary perspective to the 
issue of cannabis law reform, drawing from 
the fields of public health, human rights, 
social work, law enforcement, academia, 
pastoral care and community organising. The 
report makes the case for ‘moving away from 
the narrow constraints of medical marijuana, to 
embrace notions of social justice, human rights, 
economics, regional hegemony and their right to 
health’.19

This does not necessarily mean that all 
Caribbean countries will or should adopt 
harmonised policies, but the report makes 
a strong case that all of them should 
engage in a process of reforming legislation 
on cannabis, noting that the status quo 
cannot be justified from the perspectives of 
human rights and social justice in view of 
the ongoing impact of current policies on 
marginalised and vulnerable populations. As 
the Chair of the Commission comments, ‘We 
felt that decriminalization was the bottom 
line that should be the minimum standard. 
And of course as we were completing 
our exercise, the whole medical cannabis 
industry kind of began to blow up. We did 
say very clearly in the report that we did not 
want it to be only law reform for medicinal 
purposes’.20
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Since its publication, in addition to Jamaica 
and SVG, many other Caribbean countries have 
embarked on reforms, albeit cautiously. Steps 
to decriminalise possession for personal use 
were already, or have since been legalised, in 
Antigua and Barbuda, the Bahamas, Barbados, 
Belize, Bermuda, Dominica, St Lucia, St Kitts 
and Nevis, Trinidad and Tobago, and the 
Virgin Islands, while several countries are 
considering doing so, including the Cayman 
Islands and Grenada. A number of countries 
recognise the right of the Rastafarian 
community to ceremonial use and all refer 
to the potential economic benefits of ‘the 
industry’. 

Some Caribbean countries would like to 
see the development of a regional medical 
cannabis market, being specific to the 
possibilities and needs of the Caribbean 
population.21 For now, most of the 
investments in the nascent Caribbean industry 
have come from foreign companies (Canada, 
UK, US) keen to export to their own domestic 
markets and supply the emerging global 
markets. Alerted to this, and wanting to 
ensure that any gains would serve the needs of 
local economic development, while taking to 
heart the recommendations of the CARICOM 
commission, a group of local farmers, activists 
and academics have called on governments 
to take the position of traditional cannabis 
farmers into account in designing and 
expanding the industry.22 As one long standing 
cannabis activist and organiser proclaims: 
‘we must forge a tight, a close alliance and take 
a coordinated approach so that our traditional 
growers in our respective territories can benefit 
and that our region as a whole can benefit 
by preventing on the one hand, a new kind of 
colonialism and on the other hand, by allowing us 
to take real control of our destiny, economically 
and otherwise’.23

4.3	 Medicinal cannabis and the 
Colombian peace process 

The cannabis industry has found fertile 
ground for its regulation in Latin America. 
Cannabis is, as elsewhere, the preferred 

controlled substance. Currently, seven 
Latin American countries have regulated 
medicinal cannabis, varying from highly 
sophisticated pharmaceutical models of 
cultivation, production and distribution, to 
focusing on controlling access to imports of 
medicines or medicinal preparations.24 Low 
production costs, climate conditions, cannabis 
plant varieties, and domestic and external 
market possibilities have attracted local and 
multinational investors, which have welcomed 
the legislative changes in traditional producer 
countries.25

After Uruguay regulated the production, sale 
and consumption of medicinal and recreational 
cannabis in 2013, several Latin American 
countries have decided to some degree to 
join an emerging market, portraying it as an 
alternative to the longstanding prohibitionist 
model. Repressive drug policies have been a 
political priority in Latin America, causing 
collateral damage in communities that depend 
on these crops to sustain a livelihood, caught 
in the crossfire of a war between public 
forces and trafficking organisations.26 In 
Colombia and Mexico, countries in which illicit 
drug production and trade have permeated 
almost all spheres of society and weakened 
their institutions, medicinal cannabis has 
been promoted as a form of alternative 
development. To date, however, the legal 
adjustments have failed to address the 
underlying problems, and the communities 
most affected by punitive policies have been 
omitted from the regulatory models.

Colombia is one such example. In 2016, 
the government approved Law 1787, which 
together with Decree 613, established a 
regulatory framework for cannabis for 
medicinal and scientific purposes, providing 
four types of licenses: seed propagation, 
cultivation (psychoactive and non-
psychoactive cannabis) and manufacture of 
derivatives. The plan was underpinned by 
addressing the needs of rural communities, 
patients and small enterprises, within 
within the framework of the national peace 
process. By introducing the category of 
small and medium growers, the law included 
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producers and vendors with a ​​cultivation area 
of less than 0.5 ha, to give small producers 
certain advantages. It also allowed specific 
security control mechanisms, relevant for 
indigenous communities that operate with 
legal autonomy, and gave priority to small 
and medium growers in allocating quotas 
for the production of cannabis, requiring 
manufacturing licensees to purchase at least 
10% of the raw material from them.27

This promising business generated a ‘green 
fever’. By April 2020, the Ministry of Justice 
had issued 656 licences (seed propagation 
and cultivation), while the Health Ministry 
approved 465 manufacturing licenses. 
Most of these licenses were granted to local 
entrepreneurs or multinationals, and soon 
Canadian and US companies took over and 
bought out local initiatives. As much as 
70% of investment in medicinal cannabis is 
foreign, and 71% of licenses are allocated in 
urban or intermediate regions, while 21% 
are in rural areas and the remaining 8% 
in remote rural areas.28 Most of the large 
companies and multinationals have their 
own crops, extraction plants and derivatives 
manufacturing, and simply hire local farmers 
to work for them, as opposed to obtaining the 
agreed 10% of the cannabis production from 
small farmers.29

Before the law was approved, two licenses 
were granted to Canadian multinationals 

through Decree 2467, issued by the national 
government in 2015, an early warning of what 
was to come. The words of Senator Benedetti, 
‘Once more we are going to be prisoners of 
the gringos’30, clearly refer to a risk that the 
regulation would favour foreign companies to 
the detriment of local producers.

Although Decree 613 included preferential 
mechanisms for small and medium-sized 
growers, this was counteracted by the fact that 
Colombia adopted a pharmaceutical regulatory 
model, requiring large capital investments 
and the obligation to comply with certain 
standards for manufacturing and production, 
leaving small growers out of competition, a 
former official explained.31In similar terms, 
the legislation states that illicit crops cannot 
be used in transitioning to plantations for 
medicinal purposes, thus requiring peasants 
to destroy their crops as a condition to apply 
for a license. This clear obstacle to make 
the transition from illegality undermines 
the viability of medicinal cannabis as an 
alternative development option.

In the same year as Law 1787 was approved, 
the national government signed a peace 
agreement with the FARC guerrillas to end 
over 50 years of armed conflict. One of the 
points of the Final Agreement to End the 
Armed Conflict and Build a Stable and Lasting 
Peace focused precisely on a ‘solution to the 
illicit drugs problem’, introducing a ‘voluntary 
substitution’ scheme under a new National 
Comprehensive Crop Substitution Programme 
(PNIS). While a definition of small and 
medium peasant farmers in Decree 613 sought 
to link medicinal cannabis to the PNIS, the 
programme focused more on reducing coca 
crops, the main income source for the drugs 
trade since the 1970s. Furthermore, unlike 
coca or opium poppy, with existing – albeit 
often inaccurate – estimates of crops and 
families that depend on them, there is no such 
data on cannabis crops.32

A recent report questions the scope of 
medicinal cannabis as a stabilisation or 
substitution mechanism for municipalities 
in Colombia. For this, the report evaluated G
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the Development Programmes with a 
Territorial Approach (PDET), an instrument 
created with the Peace Agreement and whose 
purpose is ‘the structural transformation of 
the countryside and the rural environment, 
and an equitable relationship between 
the countryside and the city’.33 The report 
concludes, that as of August 2019 only four 
PDET municipalities had medicinal cannabis 
plantations, and emphasises that the 
medicinal cannabis industry is not located in 
municipalities with strong presence of illicit 
crops, such as Cauca: ‘[...] the space for small 
producers is limited and also its potential for 
productive and territorial transformation in 
PDET municipalities, or as a tool for replacing 
crops’.34

Lastly, one of the government’s 
commitments in the peace agreement was 
to create differentiated criminal pursuit of 
small-scale farmers of crops for illicit use. 
The idea was to characterise small coca, 
cannabis and poppy growers and offer 
them an alternative criminal mechanism, 
encouraging them to join the crop-
substitution process. However, this initiative 
was defeated in congress by strong political 
opposition, especially by the attorney general 
at the time, Néstor Humberto Martínez, and 
remains pending.35

Colombia’s experience has served as an 
example for other countries in the process of 
regulating cannabis. Mexico is an important 
case as a large cannabis producer where 
regulation addresses both medicinal cannabis 
and recreational use.

4.4 Mexico

The Mexican government was obliged to 
legislate on the issue of cannabis, after 
the Supreme Court of Justice decreed on 
five separate occasions that prohibiting 
the recreational use of cannabis should be 
considered unconstitutional.36 After many 
debates and delays, in March 2020 the 
Senate Justice, Health and Legislative Studies 
commissions approved the decree to create 

a Law for Cannabis Regulation, which was 
slightly modified and approved by the Senate 
in December 2020, and by parliament on 10 
March by a two thirds majority. The new 
legislation is now awaiting the Senate’s 
approval, due before the end of April, and be 
signed into law by the President. 

This law regulates all cannabis use: its – 
commercial – use for recreational, industrial, 
medicinal, palliative, pharmaceutical, and 
research purposes. It includes the creation of 
the Mexican Cannabis Institute, a national 
agency that coordinates government 
institutions involved in public cannabis 
policies, as prescribed by the international 
treaties. Similar to Colombia, it creates a 
licensing system for the cannabis industry, 
covering cultivation, transformation, 
commercialisation, export or import, 
and research.37 The new law permits the 
cultivation of up to six plants per household, 
and possession for personal use increased 
from 5 grams to 28 grams.

In the legislative process, different 
sectors of civil society, patients, doctors, 
specialists and activists formulated 
various recommendations, although these 
were drowned out by the enthusiasm of 
parliamentarians and the business sector 
that approved of this reform.38 Much like in 
Colombia, critics of this regulatory framework 
argue that it benefits only foreign industry 
and big companies. ‘The decree […] lacks 
a vision of social justice, public health and 
human rights. This ruling overregulates, 
accentuates criminalization and creates 
entry barriers that only large pharmaceutical 
companies and foreign industries could 
overcome’, according to one statement.39

Some senators also opposed the measures; 
Patricia Mercado argued that the ruling does 
not serve the poorest, who have most suffered 
from the prohibitionist policy.40 Senator 
Claudia Ruíz Massieu, from the Institutional 
Revolutionary Party (PRI), also said: ‘We do 
not see a balanced approach between the 
perspective of health, security, human rights 
and prevention’.41
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While the government of Andrés Manuel 
López Obrador (known as AMLO) presented 
cannabis regulation as a way to remove 
organised crime from the marijuana 
business, critics say this regulation excludes 
smaller operators in the production chain 
by imposing high standards and conditions, 
making it impossible for small and medium 
actors to enter the market. The decree, for 
example, calls for testing and traceability 
tests, and imposes expensive packaging 
requirements, making it extremely difficult 
for farming communities to get involved. It 
also overregulates some processes, such as 
requiring a license and verification process 
to cultivate cannabis for personal use, and 
criminalises minor infringements such as 
exceeding the allowed amounts for personal 
consumption.42

In a webinar organised by various NGOs, 
Alejandro Madrazo, director of the Centre 
for Economic Research and Teaching (CIDE), 
said that far from representing an alternative 
development option for peasant farmers, the 
decree implies very high investment costs 
for cultivation of cannabis which reduces 
them to the status of being employed by a 
transnational company: ‘The proposal is 
designed for the emerging international 
markets, at the cost of the security and rights 
of Mexican society’.43

In both the Colombian and Mexican cases, 
the regulatory model responds more to 
the demands of the export market, which 
benefits mainly the corporate sector, than to 
the domestic needs in terms of public health 
and supporting vulnerable populations. The 
former Colombian health minister, Alejandro 
Gaviria, is emphatic that ‘medical cannabis 
is not the solution to the challenges of 
neither the country’s legality nor alternative 
development’.44

4.5 Paraguay:  just paying lip service?

Paraguay, referred to as the cannabis 
bread basket of the Southern Cone,45 
enacted legislation in 2019 allowing for the 

development of a cannabis industry with low 
THC content. Decree 2725/2019 was approved 
by the government in October 2019, but failed 
to discuss its proposals with the cannabis-
producing communities it claims to benefit. 

Cannabis producers from San Pedro, one of 
the main producing regions, are said to have 
been happily surprised to learn the decree 
will benefit 25,000 small-scale community 
producers, allowing each family to grow 2 
ha of cannabis for industrial hemp, aiming 
at reaching 50,000 ha in 2020.  The Ministry 
of Agriculture went as far as to project cost 
effectiveness of US$ 1,500 per hectare, and 
two harvests per year. After so many years of 
being ignored, the communities are eager to 
become associated with such a plan.

On 15 November 2017, the parliament 
approved legislation that created a national 
medical and scientific research programme 
on the medicinal use of cannabis and 
its derivatives. Its regulation allows for 
the production of cannabis for medicinal 
purposes, under a system of licenses and 
requirements that imply restrictions on the 
participation of small farmers. Possessing a 
pharmaceutical laboratory is just one of these 
unrealistic obligations.   

The Paraguayan government has for some 
years been involved in policy debates on AD, 
particularly in cooperation with the EU-
sponsored programme COPOLAD, hosting 
workshops in 2017 on AD and value chains. At 
one workshop, the Executive Secretary of the 
Paraguayan anti-drug unit SENAD, Hugo Vera, 
said: ‘As [the person] responsible for the national 
policy against drugs, I have first-hand experience 
of my compatriots’ situation, because this is one 
of the human sides of SENAD, a body not only in 
charge of the suppression of drug trafficking but 
also to develop alternative policies to those who, 
under dire circumstances, have to move to illicit 
crops’. 46

TNI consulted the community of San Pedro 
to ask whether they were aware of these two 
recent pieces of legislation and whether they 
had been approached by any government 
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agency to discuss their role in these 
initiatives. They reacted as follows: 

‘The farmers, who should be a main part of 
the process, have not participated in decision-
making, at least with one of the authorities, 
the Ministry of Agriculture, to analyse working 
methods, production planning, financial policy, 
use of innovative technology, creation of an 
experimental field by zone, seed programme, 
provision of tools and machinery, installation of 
small laboratories, transformation of raw hemp 
material or to consolidate the organisation of 
small-scale agricultural producers in cooperatives.   
These issues must be clarified and systematised 
in a development plan that integrates the 
government institutions involved as well as the 
peasant organisations, to have a horizon towards 
which to fight, guide and defend legally. Moreover, 
this could dignify Paraguayan farmers’ labour, 
mainly sugarcane and marijuana growers. We 
know perfectly well what immense productive and 
industrial value hemp and cannabis represent, 
which historically has been the best economic 
option from their perspective. Therefore, we 
must write clear rules and turn the discourse of 
the government -that legalisation is intended 
to improve the living conditions of the cannabis 
farmer in Paraguay- into practice. Previously, the 
government used the same discourse and promises 
when it was announced that we would convert 
into producers of tomatoes, sesame and cassava, 
as an alternative to discourage the planting of 
marijuana. This programme turned out to be a 
fiasco; producers were paid very low prices for their 
crops and some of the produce was lost due to the 
lack of markets. This situation tends to happen 
often in the agricultural production chain, in which 
the interests of large supermarkets or corporations 
are imposed, ignoring the immense possibilities for 
small producers to benefit if it were opened to all, 
especially the most vulnerable.  Regarding medical 
cannabis, the law should be aimed at the patients, 
who are the main reason to create this new 
business, instead of benefiting the laboratories. 
If we have the right to produce cannabis, we 
must also have the right to produce the oil to cure 
diseases. We should not take advantage of the 
cannabis business only as a raw material, but we 
demand to be included ourselves as producers who 
could benefit from the imminent industrialisation, 

favouring our own market, controlling and 
improving the production quality, from the farm to 
the market, and thus avoiding the importation of 
cannabis products whose origin, value and quality 
remain unknown.’47

In February 2020, the Paraguayan government 
granted 12 licenses for the production of 
medicinal cannabis to companies that are 
already (Good Manufacturing Practice) 
GMP-certified pharmaceutical producers. 
This contradicts the declaration made by 
the current president of SENAD, Arnaldo 
Giuzzio, who tweeted that this represents ‘the 
insertion of this new item as it is a potential 
Alternative Development tool for peasant 
families conditioned by illegal activity’.48

Farming communities in Paraguay that 
survive by growing cannabis for the illicit 
market seem to have been left out of the 
emerging medicinal and industrial markets. 
While the government discourse uses 
politically correct language, very little of it has 
materialised in practice. 
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5.1	 A development opportunity for 
the Moroccan Rif 

After the initial attempts at crop substitution 
in Morocco in the late 1950s and early 1960s 
(see chapter II), attempts to tackle the issue 
through development programmes withered 
away. At the time of independence, the 
herbal kif market was largely domestic and 
regional (mainly Algeria). King Mohammed V 
had decided to condone cannabis cultivation 
around five douars (villages) in the Amazigh 
tribal areas of Ketama, Beni Seddat and Beni 
Khaled after quelling the 1958 insurrection in 
the Rif that was motivated by, among other 
grievances, the ban on cannabis cultivation.1 
Since the mid-1960s, observers already noted 
that the Moroccan government attempted 
to practise a policy of containment, not 
permitting new areas of cannabis cultivation 
but allowing those already in production to be 
maintained.2

Starting in the mid-1960s, Moroccan 
cannabis becomes an export product with 
the emergence of the counterculture in 
Europe and North America, which resulted in 
profound changes in the country’s cannabis 
industry. Most importantly, it shifted to 
hashish production for the illicit European 
market. Hashish is less bulky than herbal 
cannabis, can be stored longer and is easier 
to transport.3 In the 1980s, cultivation 
increased rapidly in response to growing 
European demand and a declining supply 
from other traditional producer countries like 
Afghanistan and Lebanon because of armed 
conflicts.4 Before this, cannabis cultivation in 
the Rif probably covered less than 10,000 ha.5 
In 1988, this had risen to an estimated 25,000 
ha; by 1994, it was 55,000–60,000 ha, and in 
1995 it reached 74,000 ha.6 

For the farmers in the Rif, cannabis 
represented an opportunity to move rapidly 
from a subsistence household-based economy 
to a cash economy: still precarious, but 
substantial.7 Production probably peaked 
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around 2003 when a crop-monitoring survey 
conducted by UNODC and the Moroccan 
government revealed that 134,000 ha were 
under cultivation, producing 3,080 tonnes 
of hashish, at a value of US$214 million, 
equivalent to 0.57% of Morocco’s gross 
domestic product (GDP).8 The country was 
considered to be the world’s largest hashish 
producer. 

At the time, cannabis was 12–46 times more 
profitable than cereal crops, 4–17 times more 
than wine grapes, 4–14 times more than olive 
trees, and 2–8 times more than the most 
lucrative alternative, figs;9 alternatives that, 
if not already cultivated, need considerable 
time to bear fruit. The 2003 UNODC study 
calculated that cannabis-cultivated land 
yielded 7–8 times more income than rain fed 
land producing barley, and 12–16 times more 
when irrigated.10 Cannabis income accounted 
for 62% of the total income from farming in 
the provinces of Chefchaouen and Al Hoceima, 
where cannabis cultivation is well established 

– including the traditional cannabis-
cultivating heartland – and where some 
villages are even characterised by cannabis 
monoculture.11

The results of the third Moroccan cultivation 
survey in 2005 showed a significant decline, 
from the 134,000 ha reported two years 
before, down to 72,500 ha with an estimated 
production of just over 1,000 tonnes. The 
drop in production was attributed in the 
survey report to a drought and to forced 
eradication campaigns by the Moroccan 
authorities. Discrepancies between the 
figures, however, led to tensions between 
the Moroccan government and UNODC. The 
authorities claimed to have eradicated 12,000 
ha – out of a total 15,160 eradicated ha – in 
Larache province, one of the newer cultivation 
areas far beyond the traditional areas in the 
Rif and where the crop survey had detected 
less than 4,000 ha prior to eradication. The 
UNODC office in Morocco closed in 2006, the 
2005 survey was still published in January 

Figure 1: Cannabis cultivation in the Northern Provinces of Morocco.12
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of household cannabis cultivation as existed 
in the High Rif, but had been commercially 
exploited lands relying on agricultural 
labourers.19 

The reduction in the area under cannabis 
cultivation has had only a limited effect on 
overall production of hashish. This is due 
both to the introduction of new agricultural 
methods, and a shift by Moroccan growers 
towards new, hybrid cannabis varieties that 
are more potent and have a significantly 
higher yield than the original landraces 
previously used.20 With two or even three 
crops a year, growers are able to produce 
about 35,000 tonnes of cannabis annually, 
which, after processing, accounts for 713–714 
tonnes of cannabis resin (hashish).21 This 
rapid increase in illicit cannabis cultivation 
in the Rif has taken a heavy toll on the 
region’s already threatened forests and fragile 
ecosystem.22 The switch from the mostly 
rainfed original local beldia landraces to 
systematically irrigated new hybrid varieties, 
imported from industrialised countries, 
jeopardises the region’s scarce water 
resources, as well as further damaging the 

2007 but without a preface by the Moroccan 
government or UNODC, and there have not 
been any further joint surveys.13 

Since then, owing to surplus production as 
well as international pressure, several years 
of repression ensued, with arrests of market 
operators and crop eradication – using 
slash-and-burn campaigns and herbicide 
spraying14– cannabis-producing areas have 
declined around a stable amount of 47,500 
ha since 2011,15 although that government 
figure remains controversial since it does 
not state how the data are collected. There is 
currently no reliable information on the exact 
areas under cultivation, the scale of cannabis 
cultivation, or the amounts of hashish 
produced.16,17 The reason that the authorities 
were able to reduce cannabis cultivation 
in Taounate and Larache was that those 
regions had only recently started to produce 
cannabis on lands that had previously been 
under commercial agriculture. In Larache, 
for instance, on average only 15% of total 
household income depended on cannabis, 
and in Taounate 33%, according the 2003 
UNODC study.18 Neither region had a history 
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quality of the soil, aggravated by the extensive 
use of non-organic fertilisers. 23 

The Rif is an environmentally fragile region 
and one of the poorest and most densely 
populated in Morocco. Deforestation, the 
fragile water and soil conditions as well as 
demographic pressure – due to the relative 
‘prosperity in poverty’ generated by the 
cannabis economy – were already mentioned 
in FAO reports in the 1960s and subsequent 
studies, and the ecologically destructive 
and increasingly intensive industrialised 
production methods have only worsened the 
situation.24,25,26 The Rifan economy has become 
addicted to cannabis cultivation and local 
people are inadvertently destroying their land 
in the process, a study concluded.27 Obviously, 
not all social and environmental problems are 
attributable to cannabis, but the current un
regulated and unsustainable cultivation meth
ods contribute significantly to a situation that 
was already precarious. 

While the government has been largely 
successful in containing traditional cultivation 
areas,28 in the last 50 years the remaining 
cannabis growers have shown remarkable 
resilience to government attempts to eradicate 
or reduce cultivation and to adapt to changes 
in the international market.29 According to 
figures cited by the interior ministry, based 
on the data from the UNODC studies in the 
mid-2000s, an estimated 90,000 households, 
or 760,000 Moroccans, depend on cannabis 
production, which is currently concentrated 
in the northern Rif regions of Al-Hoceima, 
Chefchaouen and Ouazzane.30 Other observers 
estimate that 140,000 households are involved 
in cannabis cultivation, meaning that more 
than a million people depend on the illicit 
economy.31 

Prosecution for cannabis-related offences in 
Morocco doubled from around 25,000 in the 
first half of the 2000s to more than 50,000 in 
2013.32 The resulting insecurity is a source of 
corruption and repression, and growers are at 
the mercy of local village authorities and law 
enforcement officials.33 Amnesty for cannabis 
growers was an important issue during 

recent election campaigns. Hamid Chabat, the 
secretary-general of the Istiqlal Party, said 
that nearly 80,000 cannabis growers were 
released on bail and risk returning to prison at 
any time if they are involved in the cultivation 
of cannabis, while the ‘corrupt and money 
launderers enjoy amnesty’. He added that 
most of these small growers being prosecuted 
lack identity documents and cannot exercise 
their voting rights.34  

The country’s revenues from the cultivation 
and trafficking of hashish are very significant, 
outstripping earnings from tourism, so it 
is difficult for substitution crops to become 
established, according to representatives 
of the mini-Dublin group of the Council of 
the European Union in 2016.35 There was 
consensus on the need to provide more 
assistance to Morocco in this field, but the few 
AD projects undertaken in the Rif have failed 
to reduce or even contain cannabis cultivation 
in the region and some reportedly even had 
counterproductive consequences: 

One such project, for example (PMH Nord 
project led by AFD between 1997 and 2002, 
at a cost of 4 million Euros), aimed at 
reducing cannabis cultivation in an area by 
extending an irrigation perimeter and by 
modernizing irrigation techniques. Although 
such a phenomenon had already happened 
with opium poppy cultivation in southern 
Afghanistan and in other countries, the project 
eventually led to an increase of cannabis 
cultivation after the farmers chose to irrigate 
cannabis fields rather than alternative crops. 
Coupled with a misunderstanding or ignorance 
of what is basically a new cannabis economy, 
a limited knowledge of the past failures 
and limitations of alternative development 
programmes is of course a real concern for the 
region.36 

While Moroccan hashish is mainly destined 
for the European market, there are major 
inconsistencies in the EU development 
strategy towards Morocco, or rather 
conflicting goals. Controlling migration 
from Morocco is high on the EU agenda and 
increasingly so given the current anti-migrant 
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of the Collectif marocain pour l’usage médical 
et industriel du kif (CMUMIK).41 Both the 
Parti authenticité et modernité (Modernity 
and Authenticity Party – PAM) and Rifian 
deputies of the Istiqlal party support the 
legalisation and regulation of cannabis for 
pharmaceutical, medicinal and industrial 
purposes. In 2013 proposals advocated by 
El Khayari were incorporated in legislation 
proposed by both parties.42 The PAM called 
for the establishment of a ‘national agency 
for the culture of cannabis’ in charge of 
selling cannabis crops to industrial and 
pharmaceutical companies. However, the 
question of legalising cannabis has since been 
the subject of rivalries between the PAM, 
with strong roots in the Bab Berred region, 
and the Istiqlal Party, in the Ketama region, 
as well as between various other regions of 
the country.43 Many promises are made to 
tackle the problem during election campaigns, 
quickly forgotten when the campaigns are 
over.44

The growers, however, are convinced that 
the proposed legislation will be inadequate 
since it makes no reference to hashish for 
the recreational market, their main source 
of income. Currently, the situation is 
characterised by tension and distrust between 
the different stakeholders, while the growers 
remain vulnerable and too disorganised 
to be properly represented in the political 
decision-making process. Moreover, among 
the cannabis-growing communities there is 
a tension between those in the traditional 
heartland in the Rif (Ketama-Bab Berred-
Chefchaouen in the High and Middle Rif) 
and more recent growing areas in Taounate 
(the Lower Rif to the south) and the most 
recent area around Larache. Growers from the 
traditional region, such as those represented 
by Abellatif Adebibe, president of the 
Association Amazighe de Sanhaja du Rif, claim 
their perceived historical right to cannabis 
cultivation, while dismissing the claims of 
other regions.

Nevertheless, in 2017, the Conseil Economique, 
Social et Environnemental (Economic, Social 
and Environmental Council – CESE), 

sentiment in many EU member states, but 
eradication of the cannabis economy will 
almost certainly increase migration.37 The EU 
strategy is to link development to migration 
policies, and economic development is aimed 
at generating employment in order to ‘fix 
populations in the main migrant sending 
regions’.38 These policies are inconsistent 
and the priority is given to the interests 
of EU member states; licit agricultural 
development has been severely impeded 
by EU protectionism, in particular by its 
Mediterranean member states regarding the 
export of citrus fruits, olives and wine.

‘The only way to eradicate cannabis is to 
convince the Europeans to smoke carrots’, 
an evaluation of the EU’s development and 
poverty-reduction programmes concluded.39 
‘The official ban has in fact encouraged the 
criminalisation of the growing and trade 
of cannabis and the creation of mafias 
in northern Morocco’, the report says. 
‘Legalising cannabis would circumvent mafias 
and increase farmer’s profits’, but the issue 
of a legal recreational cannabis market, and 
even more so the export of Moroccan cannabis 
to European markets, is a no-go area among 
EU member states and European Commission 
officials, given the widely diverging domestic 
policies in the EU, from zero-tolerance in 
Sweden and France to attempts to legally 
regulate the cannabis market, as announced 
in Luxembourg and experimented with in 
the Netherlands. That said, Luxembourg and 
the Netherlands exclude imported cannabis, 
which has to be supplied domestically. There 
is no expectation of a swift resolution of the 
issue, and EU and domestic policymakers will 
probably avoid even discussing it.  

Cannabis for medicinal and industrial use, 
however, might have a better chance of being 
legalised, although there is currently no such 
industry except for some limited production 
for domestic cosmetic products.40 Since 2008, 
the possible legalisation of cannabis for 
pharmaceutical and industrial use has been 
debated in Morocco, initially led by Chakib El 
Khayari, former president of the Association Rif 
des droits humains (ARDH) and spokesperson 
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an independent Moroccan consultative 
institution created in 2011 by Royal Decree to 
conduct studies and make proposals to the 
Moroccan government and the two chambers 
of parliament, recommended in a report 
on rural development in the mountainous 
areas ‘resolving the cannabis issue’, while 
recognising that the plant was one among the 
untapped ‘riches’ of the Rif and indicating 
that its potential ‘[has] not been sufficiently 
developed through the implementation of 
appropriate strategies to generate wealth 
for local populations’.45 The report did not 
elaborate on how to do this, however. 

A consensus seems to be gradually emerging. 
A few years later, another commission tasked 
with finding a new national development 
model, the Commission spéciale sur le modèle 
de développement (CSMD), also addressed 
the cannabis issue in its broad mandate. In 
February 2020, members of the commission 
travelled to the Rif to hear the views of the 
cannabis-growing communities. Community 
representatives told the commission in no 
uncertain terms that ‘either the new model 
clearly proposes the legalisation of canna
bis cultivation in the northern region of 
Morocco, or it prohibits it once and for all, 
on condition that an alternative be set up 
which would serve as a secure and sustainable 

source of income for the inhabitants of the 
region and which would enable them to 
emerge permanently from a perpetual state of 
precariousness’.46 In a subsequent hearing in 
July, experts in the field recognised that the 
repressive approach to cannabis growers is 
not working, and the meeting focused on how 
to better exploit the plant’s therapeutic and 
recreational virtues. ‘Faced with this problem, 
everything has been tried and nothing has 
worked. You can’t go against the tide. Now 
we have to make a choice’, one participant 
commented.47 By the end of January 2020 the 
CSMD presented its conclusions to the King, 
and although they have still not been made 
public, it is assumed their findings reflected 
what was to follow.  

The first sign that Morocco was preparing a 
policy change on cannabis was the vote cast 
at the UN Commission on Narcotic Drugs 
Reconvened in December 2020, in favour of a 
WHO rescheduling proposal, recognising some 
of its medicinal potential.48 Soon afterwards, 
towards the end of February 2021, a proposed 
law on cannabis production for medicinal, 
therapeutic and industrial purposes was 
presented to the government council, which 
approved the bill on 11 March. Although it 
has not yet been officially translated from 
Arabic, some of its content is known.49 Most 
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not be able to authorise more than 10% of the 
current areas. Their production will be more 
than enough to satisfy the market share to 
which the Kingdom could aspire initially’. The 
expert estimates that 5,000–8,000 ha could 
now be legally cultivated, of the estimated 
73,000 ha currently illicitly cultivated for 
recreational use. Morocco could produce some 
10,000 quintals (1,000 tonnes) of cannabis for 
medicinal and therapeutic use. ‘This is all that 
the market capacity currently allows, knowing 
that 95% of the world demand comes from 
North America, a market that has been locked 
up until now’, according to this source.51

The legalisation of medical and/or recreational 
cannabis in Morocco will certainly not be 
an economic panacea, as Pierre-Arnaud 
Chouvy, a long-term observer of the country’s 
cannabis industry, remarks.52 A legal cannabis 
market will not necessarily increase the scarce 
natural, material and economic resources of 
the Rif and its population, but it will have 
the undeniable advantage of ending the 
illegality, and alleviating the marginalisation 
of cannabis growers. With legalisation and 
the expungement of criminal records for 
non-violent cannabis-related crimes, there 
will be less corruption. Importantly, it could 
substantially increase the opportunities to 
preserve the region’s fragile ecosystem with 
better management of the forests, soil and 
water, provided the right complementary 
policies are included in the legal regulation 
of cannabis. Ultimately, the legalisation of 
cannabis would contribute to integrating the 
Rif with the rest of Morocco and promote its 
economic, social and political stability, as well 
as in Morocco as a whole, and even in the EU.

5.2	 Lebanon – Cannabis and 
development in the Bekaa valley 

Confronted with skyrocketing unemployment 
and slow growth since 2011, when civil war 
broke out in neighbouring Syria, Lebanon 
contracted the consulting firm McKinsey & Co. 
on how to revive the country’s economy. With 
public debt at more than 150% of GDP at the 
end of 2017, Lebanon’s debt-to-GDP ratio is 

importantly, Bill 13-21 will not allow any 
activity related to recreational cannabis, but 
seems to take into consideration the situation 
of the traditional cannabis growers in the 
Rif, limiting the authorised areas of cannabis 
cultivation to six zones across the kingdom. 
The exact authorisation of those areas will 
be determined later by a decree, and are 
expected to include the traditional cultivation 
areas tolerated in northern Morocco,50 under 
the supervision of an exclusive National 
Agency. That National Agency will have broad 
administrative, implementing, and inspecting 
powers through a licensing system obliging 
farmers to form cooperatives and to enter 
into agreements to sell their crops to Agency-
approved private processing and export 
companies under Moroccan law. Cooperatives 
of growers are obliged to plant exclusively 
Agency-approved cannabis strains. A prison 
sentence ranging from three months to 
two years, and fines from 5,000 to 100,000 
dirhams (USD 555–11,111) will be applied to 
anyone planting without a permit, for illicit 
use, or not respecting permitted quantities.

According to an expert observer, there is a 
need to be realistic about the impact of the 
bill: ‘in the first instance, the authorities will 
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the third largest in the world.53 The Syrian war 
also contributed to yet another cyclical boom 
in the illicit cultivation of cannabis. Growers 
claim the trade increased by 50% since 2012, 
as the authorities turned their attention to 
border security.54 Today they bring in an 
estimated US$175 million–US$200 million 
a year, exporting to the Gulf, Europe, Africa 
and North America. According to UNODC, 
Lebanon is the world’s third largest exporter 
of cannabis resin (hashish).55

One of McKinsey’s recommendations was 
to legalise cannabis cultivation for export-
oriented medicinal purposes in an effort 
to boost Lebanon’s troubled economy.56 
The plan aims for the near-elimination of 
illegal cannabis cultivation by 2035, with 
the majority of growers being licensed and 
overseen by the government.57 The proposal 
gained weight when Raed Khoury, the 
caretaker Minister of economics, endorsed the 
plan. ‘The quality [of cannabis] we have is one 
of the best in the world’, Khoury said, adding 
that the industry could be worth US$1 billion. 
On 21 April 2020, the Lebanese parliament 
passed Law 178/20 regulating the cultivation 
of the plant for medicinal and industrial pur
poses. While the law regulates the cultivation 
and manufacture of cannabis for these uses, 
Lebanon’s Narcotics Law 673/98 remains 
intact, prohibiting domestic cannabis use, 
even for medicinal purposes. The future 
cannabis products are regulated only for 
export. 58

According to many analysts, the plan is 
flawed, in particular regarding the develop
ment perspective for the current traditional 
growers in the Bekaa, despite the stated 
objective of the law to achieve ‘sustainable 
development in the areas negatively affected 
by the illicit cultivation of the cannabis 
plant’.59 One problem is that the law only 
allows cannabis containing a percentage of 
THC that has yet to be specified. In the draft 
bill, the maximum THC content allowed 
was 1%, while the illicit Lebanese cannabis 
contains up to 18–20% THC.60 In the existing 
law, the THC content has to be specified by 
a decree. Another problem is that the bill 

excludes anyone with a criminal record from 
obtaining a cannabis license, which would 
effectively rule out most of the current 
traditional growers.61 

Rather than benefiting from the law, the 
farmers whose livelihood relies on the plant 
would be cut out. Under the Narcotics Law 
673/98, there are about 42,000 outstanding 
arrest warrants - mainly for offences linked 
to the drug trade - and many pending trials 
against farmers and residents of the Baalbek-
Hermel region.62 The government promised to 
pass an amnesty law but political infighting 
prevented this. The proposed amnesty aimed 
to facilitate the release of incarcerated people 
from overcrowded prisons, but few cannabis 
farmers can expect a clean record through 
this measure.63 According to the Lebanese 
NGO Legal Agenda there are about 5,000 
arrest warrants a year issued against cannabis 
growers.

Cannabis farmers were not consulted or even 
informed about the law and what it exactly 
would entail. The law is detached from the 
everyday reality in Lebanon, and there is 
considerable confusion about its specifics 
even among the legislators.64 According 
to Kanj Hamade, an Assistant Professor of 
Agricultural Economics and Rural Develop
ment at the Lebanese University, Law 178/20 
is more appropriately characterised as a 
crop-substitution rather than a legalisation 
initiative.65 In his view, the conditions for 
cannabis cultivation set out in the law are 
similar to the unsustainable crop-substitution 
programmes of the 1960s and 1990s.

In an earlier analysis of the McKinsey 
plan, Hamade had already argued that 
‘the establishment of a state monopoly for 
cannabis production, similar in its mechanism 
to the tobacco monopoly, is likely to have a 
high negative impact on rural areas. The state 
and – more importantly – the traders that 
will benefit from cannabis trade concessions 
are likely to control and receive most of 
the wealth generated by the production, 
while farmers will be left with little’.66 The 
legalisation of a different variety of cannabis, 
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designating the geographic areas where the 
cannabis is allowed to grow. Since the law 
does not determine clear criteria, the decision 
by decrees increases the risk of political 
allocations, meaning the permitted areas 
would be decided depending on the residents’ 
religious and political affiliation rather than 
the historical growing areas and/or land-use 
conditions.69 

The commission tasked with regulating the 
market and granting licenses to companies 
that the government intends to establish 
will be self-financed from the licensing 
fees, which opens the door to corruption and 
financial gain rather than social-economic 
criteria and benefits for traditional growers. 
According to some observers, Lebanon’s elites 
are looking to exploit a cannabis cultivation 
industry based on export, eliminating existing 
small-scale traditional growers from the 
process, leaving those communities behind 
and blatantly ignored.70

5.3 	Sub-Saharan Africa – overview of 
policy changes

In sub-Saharan Africa (SSA), Ghana and 
Malawi legalised cannabis for medicinal and 
industrial purposes in March 2020, joining 
Lesotho, South Africa, Zimbabwe and Zambia. 
Rwanda followed in October 2020, announcing 
talks with four European and North American 
companies about growing and processing 
cannabis for export to meet rising phar
maceutical demand; all cannabis produced 
would be strictly for export and the domestic 
ban would remain despite the new policy 
allowing its production.71 With the exception 
of South Africa, the legalisation of cannabis 
in SSA countries is limited to medicinal and 
industrial use solely for export purposes, and 
with the intent to sell the licenses to mainly 
European and North American companies. The 
licensing processes are often rather opaque 
and formal regulations lacking or published 
after the fact, for instance in the Democratic 
Republic of the Congo (DRC) and Uganda, 
where foreign companies managed to acquire 
licenses.72

with imported seeds from abroad as Law 
178/20 seems to imply, would undermine the 
local knowledge and (agri)cultural heritage 
and lead to the exclusion of the traditional 
cannabis growers. 

Just allowing a different strain of cannabis 
would make it unattractive for current 
growers to switch to the future licit medical 
cannabis market. Due to the devaluation of 
the Lebanese lira, importing seeds in hard 
currency would be even less feasible without 
proper support. The same is true for the 
costs involved with acquiring certificates of 
Good Agricultural and Collection Practices 
(GACP) and Good Storage Practices (GSP) for 
cannabis plants, required by the new law. 
Consequently, the proposed set-up under Law 
178/20 is likely to ensure the survival of the 
illicit market as traditional growers have no 
incentive to enter the future licit market.

The real added value of Lebanese cannabis 
is in the current local strain used for 
recreational purposes, according to Hamade. 
The reputation of the Lebanese hashish on the 
current international markets is due to this 
strain, so legalising a different type of strain 
precludes benefiting from the potential of 
the available genetic resource. In his opinion, 
a better economic plan would have been 
to legalise the trade of the plants that are 
currently grown and for which the country 
is known, and develop a strategy around 
the industry, which could include tourism 
and rural development.67 The ‘legalisation’ 
process and the law itself were not shaped as 
part of an urgently needed sustainable rural 
development strategy, or a national drug 
policy strategy, but as a means for the debt-
ridden government to collect revenue and to 
consolidate current (local) power structures in 
the country.

Moreover, some observers fear the plan’s 
popularity among the elites could be based on 
the potential for a few to make a lot of money, 
rather than to achieve social and economic 
progress.68 The decrees implementing Law 
178/20, could be used as a tool to reinforce 
the system of allocations and clientelism by 
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In such processes, post-colonial elites are 
‘dispossessing the citizens of these countries 
of access to the increasingly legal, global 
cannabis economy. Cannabis policy reforms 
in the Global North have allowed legal wealth 
generation by private companies and publicly 
traded corporations. These businesses have 
paid African governments for policies that 
allow them to cultivate cannabis for export, 
through the payment of licensing fees 
that are too expensive for most citizens of 
the countries to pay’.73 In a way, they are 
reproducing colonial policies. Cannabis was 
initially legal under colonial governments 
from the 1870s to the 1880s, trying to turn 
existing indigenous cannabis economies 
into revenue-generating businesses, first by 
taxing pre-existing domestic markets and 
subsequently by attempts to export cannabis 
to their own pharmaceutical markets, without 
building on indigenous capacity.74

South Africa authorised marijuana for 
medicinal use in 2017, and is currently the 
only African country that was forced to permit 
the recreational use of cannabis, or dagga, 
by a ruling of the Constitutional Court. In 

September 2018 the Court decriminalised the 
use, possession and cultivation of cannabis 
by an adult for their personal consumption in 
private.75 The Court left it to parliament within 
24 months to address the constitutional 
shortcomings in the Drugs Act and Medicines 
Act. However, the draft Cannabis for Private 
Purposes Bill, tabled in September 2020, 
does not take account of the existence of 
a subsistence economy for more than 200 
years, with many small-scale farmers relying 
on cannabis for their livelihood. Much of 
this production is in the Mpondoland region 
of the Eastern Cape, the cannabis belt of 
South Africa, and one of South Africa’s least 
developed regions where public services 
are scant and cannabis is grown, mainly by 
women, as the only cash crop. 

Despite recent developments towards 
liberalisation of cannabis in South Africa, 
there is little hope among farmers – to the 
extent that they are even aware of these 
changes – that the policy will benefit them. 
Instead, they see the playing field tilted 
towards big companies and foreign investors 
with the capital and political connections 
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to apply for medical licenses. As one farmer 
states: ‘Our people feel betrayed, because all 
of the licenses are being issued to companies 
from elsewhere, while we who have been 
growing this plant here for generations, who 
have the skills, who have the knowledge, who 
have the land, are still being criminalised’.76 

Moreover, traditional leaders from the 
amaMpondo nation and cannabis farmers 
in the Eastern Cape are dissatisfied with 
the draft Cannabis for Private Purposes Bill, 
which proposes, among other things, that 
a household will be allowed to have only up 
to eight plants for private use. The Bill also 
caps private, personal possession of cannabis 
at 600g a person, or 1.2kg of dried cannabis 
per household. Trading in the plant carries 
a potential 15-year jail sentence.77,78 These 
conditions work against the traditional 
growers that have supplied the illicit market 
for decades. ‘It was better when the ganja 
was illegal, now we are told the ganja is legal 
but it is not’, a grower said. ‘There is no way 
that I can plant four plants or twelve plants. 
There is no family that can survive by four to 
twelve plants’.79 Traditional growers call for 
a comprehensive consultation process that 
should be extended to the indigenous cannabis 
farmers in remote rural areas. 

Meanwhile, urban entrepreneurs in South 
Africa have the chance to set up ‘grower clubs’ 
that provide a service to grow, dry and deliver 
cannabis for urban consumers who lack the 
space and/or knowledge to do so,80 not unlike 
the cannabis social clubs that have developed 
in Spain since the late 1990s.81 In this ‘grow 
club model’ the cannabis plant is owned by 
club members, who buy their own seeds, while 
the cultivation and processing is outsourced 
to the ‘club’, at a fixed price and provides ‘the 
opportunity to participate meaningfully in 
the cannabis value chain’.82 However, in early 
2021 a prominent ‘grower club’, The Haze 
Club (THC), was raided by the South African 
Police Service (SAPS), and the managers 
were arrested and charged with possession 
of a trafficable amount of cannabis. Officers 
confiscated 344 plants; all of the members’ 
plants and cannabis were destroyed. The 

owners announced they would seek a high 
court ruling on the legality of grow clubs.83 

In theory, if allowed, the model could be open 
to rural growers, but it is hard to imagine how 
a decades-old model of traditional family-
based growing communities can adapt to 
and overcome the multiple obstacles, such 
as the logistics to deliver the cannabis from 
remote rural areas, and the cultural, socio-
economic and legal aspects of a very different 
production model based in a dynamic urban 
setting. In practice, this potential urban 
cannabis-production model is more likely 
to replace ‘old-fashioned’ rural cultivation 
and distribution, unless a mutually beneficial 
agreement is reached in which ‘craft’ cannabis 
from traditional areas is included, and 
adequately protected and remunerated.      

Further to the north, in eSwatini (formerly 
known in English as Swaziland), a major 
supplier for the South African illicit 
recreational cannabis market for decades, 
developments have been no better for 
traditional growers. Moreover, it shows 
that transnational companies in their 
relentless quest to obtain licenses abroad 
to boost their value on the stock exchange 
and with investors, with no regard for local 
circumstances, seriously disrupt the peace 
in poor African nations. In 2019, the US 
companies Profile Solutions Inc. and Stem 
Holdings reported they had ‘received prelimi
nary approval to become the only licensed 
growing farm and processing plant for 
medical cannabis and industrial hemp in 
The Kingdom of eSwatini for a minimum of 
10 years’. The latter would be ‘the exclusive 
exporter within eSwatini for hemp and 
medical cannabis worldwide’.84 Apparently, 
King Mswati entered into the deal with Stem 
Holdings and only afterwards was legislation 
introduced.85 At the time, ministries declared 
that they had not awarded any license.86

Parliament refused to approve the new Opium 
and Habit-Forming Drugs (Amendment) Bill 
that would have allowed the Stem Holdings 
deal in June 2020 due to a lack of consultation 
with important ‘stakeholders’, including the 
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existing illicit growers and traditional leaders 
who govern on communal land, which is 
about 54% of the country.87,88 In contrast, ten 
local and international companies, including 
some from Israel and the US, had been 
allowed to present their projects before the 
select committee tasked with considering the 
amendment of the law.89 The withdrawal of 
the bill threatened the existence of the now 
controversial Stem Holdings project, and local 
newspapers allege that the police came down 
on dagga farmers, manipulating provisions of 
the recently adopted Prevention of Organized 
Crime Act (POCA).90 

In July 2020, after a series of POCA-enabled 
raids by law enforcement, the parliament 
moved to suspend it and determined that 
a new bill should be prepared to amend 
sections of POCA to address a number of 
concerns, such as the confiscation of property 
based on suspicions (without knowing the 
individual’s exact source of income) and 
selective application of the law, which seems 
to target alleged cannabis growers and dealers 
without proper investigation and without 
affording suspects the right to a fair hearing.91 
The MP Bacede Mabuza, held responsible for 
parliamentary actions against both laws, was 
arrested. According to the eSwatini human 
rights lawyer Sibusiso Nhlabatsi the POCA 
has been used to excessively target cannabis 
farmers and traders.92 It is apparent, Nhlabatsi 
says, that the incidence of raids on cannabis 
farmers’ properties increased immediately 
after the Opium and Habit-Forming Drugs 
(Amendment) Bill was rejected in Parliament. 
‘Ever since the bill failed, it appears there 
is an overt campaign to say, “You can’t be 
dealing in dagga anymore”’, says Nhlabatsi. 
‘It is like they are trying to protect someone 
who has an interest in the business of dagga’. 
Cannabis growers allegedly threatened to burn 
down forests and sugarcane fields as revenge 
for the burning of dagga fields and seizing of 
their properties by the state.93

‘The cannabis that has become legal in 
Africa is not the cannabis that has benefitted 
African farmers’, writes Chris S. Duvall, 
who has extensively studied cannabis and 

development in Africa.94 ‘Reported licensing 
fees have been tiny relative to the value of 
the Global Northern cannabis industry, yet 
far exceed what most citizens of the relevant 
countries could pay for the opportunity to 
grow cannabis legally’, he notes. The neo-
colonial character of the current cannabis 
reforms excludes policy reforms to allow 
casual growing, possession, or use for 
citizens, except, reluctantly, in South Africa. 
‘At present, cannabis liberalization has 
demonstrably benefited few Africans, but 
has bolstered the prospects of many Global 
Northern companies and shareholders active 
in the stock exchanges in Toronto, Tel 
Aviv, and Frankfurt’, according to Duvall. 
‘Foreign capital is being used to exploit the 
continent’s resources – land, water, labour, 
and cannabis – rather than to offer meaning
ful opportunities for Africans to accumulate 
wealth.’
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6.1 	Medicinal cannabis revival 

As earlier chapters have made clear, after a 
century of repression initially promoted by 
colonial regimes but perpetuated by the UN 
drug-control treaty regime, the market for 
medicinal cannabis has recently experienced 
a revival and spectacular growth. According to 
the INCB, ‘particularly since 2015, an increasing 
number of countries have started to use can
nabis and cannabis extracts for medical purposes 
as well as for scientific research and have also 
authorized the cultivation of cannabis’.1 In 2000, 
total licit production of cannabis as reported 
to the INCB was 1.4 tonnes, by 2015 it stood at 
100 tonnes, increasing exponentially to 289.5 
tonnes in 2018. For 2019, the latest year for 
which figures are available, licit production 
of 468.3 tonnes was reported. These figures 
do not include the largest US market, since 
medicinal cannabis is still not permitted at the 
federal level and state-level licit production 
is not reported to the INCB – despite treaty 
requirements to provide statistics for the 
entire territory of a signatory party.

In Israel, the state of California, Canada and 
the Netherlands, cannabis for medicinal 
use has been permitted since 1992, 1996, 
1999 and 2001 respectively, but in the past 
decade there has been a wave of legislative 
reforms around the world. In the US, 36 
States and four ‘territories’ (District of 
Columbia, Guam, Puerto Rico and US Virgin 
Islands) have passed laws permitting 
medicinal use of cannabis or CBD).2 A world 
overview reveals the true magnitude of the 
policy trend: in Europe (Austria, Belgium, 
Croatia, Czech Republic, Denmark, Estonia, 
Finland, France, Germany, Greece, Ireland, 
Italy, Lithuania, Luxembourg, Malta, North 
Macedonia, Norway, Poland, Portugal, 
Slovenia, Spain, Switzerland, United 
Kingdom); Oceania (Australia and New 
Zealand); Latin America (Argentina, Chile, 
Colombia, Mexico, Paraguay, Peru, Uruguay); 
the Caribbean (Antigua and Barbuda, Aruba, 

6.  	Alternative Development 
	 with Cannabis
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Barbados, Belize, Bermuda, Jamaica, Puerto 
Rico, St Vincent and the Grenadines, Trinidad 
and Tobago, the Virgin Islands); Africa 
(eSwatini, Ghana, Lesotho, Malawi, Rwanda, 
South Africa, Zambia, Zimbabwe, and Morocco 
and Uganda on the brink); and Asia (India, Sri 
Lanka, the Philippines and Thailand). All these 
jurisdictions have passed legislation in recent 
years permitting some form of medicinal 
cannabis, albeit most with quite restrictive 
access. There is a wide variety in terms of 
what type of cannabis-based products are 
permitted; whether domestic production is 
regulated or the regime only allows imports; 
whether production is only meant for local 
consumption or also for export; or whether 
self-cultivation for medicinal use is permitted 
or access is only granted through pharmacies. 
In almost all of these countries there are many 
shortcomings in the regulatory frameworks, 
severely limiting patients’ access as well as 
creating barriers to entry for small producers 
especially from the traditional cannabis-
producing countries. 

This chapter explores the threats and 
opportunities for pushing the emerging 
legal market into a more inclusive direction, 
introducing social justice, fair trade and 
sustainable development principles to 
facilitate access for small, traditional cannabis 
growers. In order to explore the feasibility 
and potential of medicinal cannabis as a legal 
value chain for Alternative Development, 
first the very distinct characteristics of the 
various products and associated regulatory 
frameworks need to be clarified. Roughly, the 
emerging market can be divided into: 

(1) Pharmaceutical preparations made from 
purified cannabinoids, either plant-extracted 
or synthetically produced, such as Sativex® 
(a 1:1 mixture of purified dronabinol/Δ9-
THC and cannabidiol/CBD, also referred to 
as ‘nabiximols’), Marinol® and Syndros® 
(purified pharmaceutical-grade dronabinol/
Δ9-THC), and Epidiolex® (purified 
pharmaceutical-grade cannabidiol/CBD). 
These are highly standardised and expensive 
controlled medications, brand-named, 
patented and produced by pharmaceutical 

companies. Their effectiveness has been 
proven in controlled clinical trials following 
the principles of certification and quality 
guarantee applicable in Western medicines. 
In practice, however, they are available 
only on prescription to certain patients 
with very specific medical conditions and 
mainly in Europe and North America, after 
receiving approval from the Food and Drug 
Administration (FDA) in the US or the 
European Medicines Agency (EMA) for the EU, 
or national regulatory authorities in individual 
European countries or elsewhere. This 
represents an important segment of the global 
medicinal cannabis market with regard to 
advances in research, acceptance of cannabis-
related substances within ‘Western’ medicinal 
culture and practice for specified medical 
conditions. Without doubt, this is the most 
favoured segment of the market for UN and 
national drug-control agencies whose primary 
concern is to separate medicinal cannabis 
from the illicit market. While important, in 
global terms it represents a relatively small 
market, largely dominated by principles of 
‘Western’ medicinal practices and commercial 
interests of the main pharmaceutical 
industries that offer few prospects in terms 
of a more inclusive global medical cannabis 
market either for small producers or for the 
majority of people worldwide who could 
greatly benefit from better access to medicinal 
cannabis and more affordable prices. 

(2) Cannabis flower or whole-plant extracts as 
prescription medicines, either directly or as 
the basis for ‘magistral formulas’; while 
common practice in North America, only few 
other countries have formally sanctioned 
herbal cannabis as a medicine, and mostly 
via exceptional schemes, magistral formulas 
prepared by pharmacists or after court rulings 
allowing cultivation for personal medicinal 
use (e.g. Germany, Mexico, South Africa). The 
WHO critical review on cannabis and cannabis 
resin refers to various medical cannabis 
programmes where natural cannabis products 
have been fully authorised, stating that by 
November 2017, ‘medical cannabis can be used 
legally in Australia, Canada, Chile, Colombia, 
Germany, Israel, Jamaica, The Netherlands, Peru, 
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(4) Low-THC / CBD products (health products, 
dietary supplements), especially in Europe, 
have been one of the fastest-growing 
cannabis-related markets, derived from hemp 
cultivation. In 2011 Switzerland increased 
the limit defining how a cannabis plant is 
classified under the Narcotics Control Act 
from 0.3% to 1% THC, and ‘following the 
expansion in the sale of low-THC cannabis 
products in Switzerland, similar situations arose 
in neighbouring countries’.7 In 2017, new 
products appeared on the market in Austria 
and Italy, before spreading across Europe 
from 2018. ‘While cannabis-themed products 
can now be found in everyday retail outlets, 
such as health food chain stores, chemists and 
cafes, there are also dedicated shops selling 
low-THC cannabis products.’8 Concerns about 
inconsistent content (including THC levels 
above the threshold), potentially poor product 
quality, presence of contaminants (pesticides, 
fungi), and inadequate product labelling; 
and legal uncertainty about permitted THC 
thresholds and whether these new products 
should be considered as falling under drug 
control, medicines, herbal medicines, dietary 
supplements or ‘novel food’ regulations, led to 
market interventions by regulatory authorities 
in several countries. The classification of 
CBD products under the UN Conventions 
subsequently became a major issue in the 
WHO review of cannabis-related substances, 
and their legality was questioned by the INCB, 
which took the position that CBD preparations 
are under international control, no matter 
their source or how low the THC content. Once 
the legal status is clarified and proper quality 
controls put in place, however, this may well 
represent the market segment with the lowest 
barriers to entry for small farmers. ‘Keeping 
abreast of regulatory changes will be a challenge 
for small businesses, and increasing regulation 
is likely to favour bigger companies’, warns 
the EMCDDA, but there are indications that 
CBD oil is ‘one of the products with the greatest 
potential for lasting demand’.9

As the EMCDDA concluded, in Europe 
‘[t]he regulation of cannabis and cannabinoids 
for medical purposes is a complex patchwork 
of approaches’, mainly defined by 

and in 29 US states’.3 International trade has 
been severely restricted by often incompatible 
quality standards, and few importing 
countries. ‘Primarily led by established medical 
markets in Israel and Germany’, Canadian 
exports, however, tripled in 2020 when ‘a 
grand total of 13,849 kilograms of dried flower 
and 10,494 litres of cannabis oil was exported’.4 
Also Bedrocan, the state-licensed company 
in the Netherlands, tripled its exports of 
dried flower since 2018, mainly to Germany. 
With international trade starting to open up, 
there are clearly opportunities for traditional 
producers because ‘with cost per gram being 
the highest driver of sales, experts say Canada 
will likely lose out in the medium-to-long term 
to competitors in countries like Colombia and 
Uruguay where the climate is ideal for growing 
and labour costs are much lower’. With the 
proper Good Agricultural and Collection 
Practices (GACP) in place to meet the high 
standards of the destination markets, it may 
also offer opportunities for small farmers and 
cooperatives in Africa or the Caribbean.

(3) Cannabis as part of traditional herbal 
medicines practices. As a 2015 WHO global 
survey revealed, most countries have adopted 
regulatory systems that allow the use of 
herbal medicines that do not meet the same 
requirements as those for pharmaceutical 
medicines.5 As the EMCDDA explains, 
‘manufacturers of traditional herbal medicines 
with well-established uses are not usually required 
to provide evidence of efficacy and safety from 
clinical trials. Instead, they are required only to 
show evidence of product quality and consistency 
to ensure that consumers receive standardised 
doses of herbal products that are free from 
contaminants and adulterants. [..] The justification 
for this minimal regulatory approach is that herbal 
medicines have histories of traditional or well-
established use, generally in the absence of reports 
of serious adverse events’.6 To date, however, 
very few countries (Jamaica, South Africa, 
Thailand) have regulatory exemptions in place 
for cannabis-based traditional and herbal 
medicines, due to their strict classification 
as narcotic drugs under the UN treaties and 
consequently under national drug-control 
laws. 
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BOX: INCB figures and guesstimates of the cannabis market 
for medical use

‘Before 2000, licit use of cannabis was restricted to scientific research’, according to the INCB, 
but since then, ‘more and more countries have started to use cannabis and cannabis extracts 
for medical purposes’. Because cannabis is controlled under the 1961 Single Convention, 
countries that wish to use it for medical or scientific purposes are required to report 
to the INCB the volumes produced and used domestically, and traded internationally. 
In 2000, total licit production of cannabis flower reported to the INCB was 1.4 tonnes, 
and by 2019 was 468 tonnes. Among the 22 countries listed in the latest INCB report, 
the principal producing countries in 2019 were: the UK (320 mt, calculated by INCB 
based on UK estimates); Canada (38.4 mt); Spain (37.4 mt); Lesotho (30.7 mt in 2018); 
Israel (26.7 mt); Jamaica (23.3 mt, appearing for the first time on the INCB list as a 
cannabis-producing country); Uruguay (5.5 mt); the Netherlands (5.4 mt); Colombia (4 
mt); Australia (3.2 mt); and Denmark (2.1 mt).10 In addition to the listed 22 countries, 
Germany, Malawi, Malta, St. Vincent and the Grenadines, South Africa and Uganda 
all furnished estimates on medical cannabis production for 2020 and/or 2021. Global 
manufacture of the isolated cannabinoid delta-9-THC, scheduled under the 1971 
Psychotropics Convention, also increased since 2016 and reached a record high of 640 
kg in 2018, either extracted from the plant or produced synthetically. The main THC-
producing countries reporting to the INCB for 2018 were Switzerland (318 kg), Germany 
(172 kg) and the US (146 kg).11 

What does this exponential growth in production mean for small farmers who could 
potentially benefit from the medical cannabis market? At first sight, looking at the 
reported number of hectares under production, it does not look at all promising. 
According to the INCB report, the total volume of 468 tonnes reported for 2019 was 
grown on just 480 ha. It would appear, therefore, that in spite of the booming figures 
not that many farmers could have benefited from the medical market at all. The INCB 
figures, however, provide an imprecise picture for only a small segment of the total 
market.

First, the INCB numbers relate only to the most-controlled segment of the medical 
cannabis market (pharmaceutical preparations, standardised flower) where most 
production takes place in highly sophisticated indoor facilities. The UK – the largest 
producer on the INCB list – in 2019 produced about 320 mt on only 40 ha, so 8,000 
kg/ha; the yield in Colombia was about 3,000 kg/ha; and in Spain 2,255 kg/ha.12 In 
comparison, for example, the yield of small traditional farmers in the high Rif region 
in Morocco averages around 440 kg/ha and in Colombia around 700 kg/ha. The 
total amount produced, in theory, would thus have required many more hectares if 
cultivated outdoors by small farmers under those conditions.

Second, not everything is reported to the INCB. Most notably, the US, by far the largest 
medical cannabis market in the world, reported only one hectare of licit cultivation 
in 2018, because medical cannabis is not approved at the federal level. The US does 
not report to the INCB the large volumes produced in states that have medical 
programmes: the figures ‘refer only to the cultivation of cannabis plant authorized at the 



56  |  A sustainable future for cannabis farmers transnationalinstitute

federal level’ as the INCB report specifies, which means only small amounts produced 
for research purposes.13 Obviously, countries where traditional medicinal cannabis 

practices are informally tolerated do not report any data to the INCB. 
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Finally, and probably most significantly, the INCB figures leave out almost entirely the 
CBD market because most countries take the position that CBD extracted from hemp is 
not controlled under the 1961 Convention and therefore they are not obliged to report 
this to the INCB. They believe that hemp cultivation falls under the treaty exemption 
for industrial purposes (article 28) and that – unlike THC – CBD is not listed in any of 
the treaty schedules. Hemp cultivation in Europe for fibre, seeds and CBD production 
doubled between 2016 and 2019 from 25,000 to 50,000 ha. In 2019 roughly 3,000 
tonnes of hemp flower and leaves was used for CBD extraction, representing about a 
third of the global CBD market. In the US, hemp cultivation increased from zero in 2013 
to nearly 60,000 ha (146,065 acres) in 2019.14 China, the world’s largest producer of 
hemp fibre (according to industry estimates around 66,700 ha in 2019), has recently 
also allowed CBD extraction from the hemp leaves in the provinces of Yunnan (since 
2010), Heilongjiang (since 2017) and Jilin (since 2018), for export, and for cosmetics 
and wellness products for the domestic market.15 The multi-billion global CBD 
market, therefore, seems to offer particularly promising prospects for small farmers 
in traditional producing countries, even though they will have to compete with the 
highly-industrialised, well-established and fast-growing hemp industry in Europe, 
North America and China.
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decentralised procedures by national 
regulatory authorities.16 Certain types of 
new medications are required to follow 
the centralised procedure under the 
responsibility of the EMA, which allows a 
single EU-wide marketing authorisation. 
To date, ‘Epidyolex’ is the only cannabis-
derived medicine the EMA has approved 
since 2019, while several countries have 
authorised other medications  – including 
nabiximols, cannabis flower or magistral 
preparations – at the national level, ‘and 
each country has its own rules and procedures for 
allowing cannabis preparations to be provided to 
patients’ often using compassionate or other 
exceptional access schemes.17 Moreover, 
under the EU’s 2001 medicinal products 
directive, according to the EMCDDA, ‘drugs 
under international control must be distributed 
on prescription, whereas herbal medicines, with 
a simplified registration procedure (based on 
traditional use), are usually non-prescription. On 
this basis, cannabis would be difficult to regulate 
as a traditional herbal medicine in the European 
Union while it remains a drug under international 
control or while the national legislation in many 
countries classifies cannabis as a drug that has no 
medical uses’.18

Adding to complications for designing more 
uniform global standards, there is currently 
no scientific definition of ‘hemp’ or a globally 
recognised standard for the maximum THC 
concentration allowed in cannabis cultivated 
for industrial purposes. The EU and some 
African countries currently apply a 0.2% THC 
threshold for hemp, and there is an initiative 
in the European Parliament to increase it to 
0.3%, the same level established in the US by 
the 2018 Federal Farm Bill. The European and 
US hemp industry has been lobbying for a 1% 
threshold, the level already applied in, for 
example, Australia, Belize, Colombia, Ecuador, 
Switzerland and Uruguay. The problem with 
a lower threshold is that even when using 
standardised seeds, the exact THC content 
depends on the climatological conditions 
during the cultivation period, the moment 
of harvesting, the storage temperature, and 
several other factors. To maintain a threshold 
of 0.2% requires sophisticated cultivation, 

harvesting and storage techniques and regular 
– and expensive – testing, and will inevitably 
lead to destroying part of the harvest that 
tests above the threshold. Hemp cultivars with 
the lowest THC level of around 0.1% usually 
also contain much less CBD than varieties with 
slightly higher average THC levels (e.g. around 
0.5%). This results in considerably lower CBD 
yields from the same amount of plants and 
therefore additional production costs that only 
major producers can afford, meaning that 
traditional small farmers will be unable to 
enter the legal market.

‘It is clear that plant-based products can never 
be perfectly standardized for content of active 
components, as they are dependent on too many 
environmental factors to completely predict the 
chemical composition of the final product’, as 
Hazekamp and Fischedick, and other experts, 
have explained. 19 For that reason, for example, 
a variability of up to 15% is allowed for the 
THC and CBD levels in the Dutch medicinal 
cannabis, even when grown in Bedrocan’s 
highly controlled indoor growing facilities. 

The trend towards legal regulation and the 
expansion of diverse and overlapping licit 
cannabis markets does not stop at a fictional 
medicinal border. While the legal boundaries 
may be clearer, including with regard to what 
is allowed under the UN Conventions, lines 
are often not so easy to draw in practice. 
As mentioned above, traditional medicinal 
practices across the world have largely been 
driven underground, and the more informal 
and decentralised traditional practices are still 
not easy to legally justify under the current 
treaty regime because of its strict control 
and prescription requirements. A significant 
proportion of the currently illicit market 
in countries with a long cannabis history, 
therefore, is de facto supplying the surviving 
traditional medicinal and ceremonial uses. 

In modern settings, the distinctions are in 
practice more blurred than most regulators 
would like to admit. For many cannabis 
users, there is an element of self-medication 
underlying their consumption. It is difficult 
to classify someone who smokes a joint in 
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adoption in Mexico, on the agenda in Israel 
and Luxembourg, and a new initiative was 
recently announced in the US Congress to 
proceed to federal-level regulation, which 
has a chance of being adopted under the 
Biden administration. The Dutch government 
has recently started a four-year programme 
of local experiments in regulated cannabis 
production to supply the ‘coffeeshops’ where 
purchase and use has been tolerated since the 
1990s, and similar experiments are also to 
take place in Switzerland. In all these cases, 
the chosen framework is a closed domestic 
system, not allowing any international trade, 
but in the future this policy trend may well 
offer even more promising options for small 
traditional cannabis farmers who have been 
supplying parts of these consumption markets 
illicitly for decades.

6.2 	Medical cannabis in the UN debate

In the late 1950s, the WHO representative, Dr 
Halbach, told the UN Commission on Narcotic 
Drugs (CND) that ‘he was convinced that the 
Expert Committee’s statement on the obsoleteness 
[sic] of cannabis as a therapeutic agent would 
remain unchanged’ and asserted that ‘it was not 
easy to imagine, in the present state of knowledge, 
the reintroduction of cannabis as a means of 

the evening to have a better night’s sleep, or 
who vapes cannabis to reduce period pains, 
as a purely recreational user. An excessively 
restrictive pharmaceutical cannabis system 
that offers currently self-medicating patients 
limited choices is unlikely to fully absorb 
those parts of the illicit market: ‘An important 
reason for patients to keep purchasing their 
materials from illicit markets is the fact that, by 
trial and error, they have found a strain that works 
optimally for treatment of their specific symptoms. 
With the limited choice of Cannabis varieties 
currently available from official sources, it is hard 
to deny the value of such choice’.20

Meanwhile, several countries have started 
moving beyond medicinal uses in their legally 
regulated cannabis market. Beginning with 
policy shifts in 2012 in a few US states, now 
15 states and the District of Columbia have 
approved ballot initiatives or passed laws to 
regulate cannabis for adult use (see map).21 
Uruguay in 2013 and Canada in 2018 enacted 
comprehensive national laws granting 
regulated access for adult use. These new 
frameworks for the legal regulation of the 
whole cannabis market, including non-
medical or ‘adult’ or ‘recreational’ uses, 
are consolidating and are likely to spread 
to new jurisdictions in the course of 2021 
and beyond.  Cannabis regulation is close to 
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rational therapy based on modern conditions’.22 
As a result, cannabis and cannabis resin were 
placed in the strictest schedules I and IV of 
the 1961 Single Convention, the latter reserved 
for substances with particularly dangerous 
properties and little or no therapeutic value. 
It took six decades before the WHO Expert 
Committee on Drug Dependence (ECDD) 
released in January 2019 the outcomes of 
the first-ever critical review of cannabis, 
finally recognising its therapeutic value and 
recommending changes in the scheduling of 
cannabis-related substances under the UN 
drug-control conventions.23 After two years of 
polarised debates, the CND voted in December 
2020 with a narrow margin in favour of the 
ECDD’s key recommendation, namely the 
removal of cannabis from Schedule IV (see 
map).24

The INCB Annual Report for 2018, released 
on 5 March 2019, devoted its thematic 
chapter to ‘Cannabis and cannabinoids for 
medical, scientific and ‘recreational’ use: risks and 
benefits’.25 Throughout the chapter, the Board 
puts ‘medical cannabis’ and ‘medical use’ 
in quotation marks whenever it refers to the 
cannabis plant to indicate that – according 
to its treaty interpretation – only the use of 
cannabinoids in pharmaceutical preparations 
constitutes legitimate medicinal use. ‘Under 
the Convention, cannabinoids may be evaluated 

in controlled clinical trials to assess the benefits 
and harms of their use in medicine’,26 according 
to the INCB, but ‘[a]ttempts to market and 
promote the medical use of cannabis products 
as ‘herbal medicines’ are inconsistent with the 
classification of cannabis and its derivatives under 
the 1961 and 1971 conventions. Pharmaceutical-
quality cannabinoids should be approved for 
clearly defined medical uses by the country’s 
pharmaceutical regulatory system.’27

There is not a single reference in the 
drug conventions, the commentaries or 
the conference proceedings, however, 
that sustains the INCB claim that only 
pharmaceutical preparations of cannabinoids 
can qualify as legitimate medical use. On the 
contrary, the 1961 commentary says: ‘The 
term ‘medical purposes’ does not necessarily have 
exactly the same meaning at all times and under 
all circumstances. Its interpretation must depend 
on the stage of medical science at the particular 
time in question; and not only modern medicine, 
sometimes also referred to as ‘western medicine’, 
but also legitimate systems of indigenous medicine 
such as those which exist in China, India and 
Pakistan, may be taken into account in this 
connexion’.28

WHO Director-General, Dr Margaret Chan, 
stated in 2013 that ‘traditional medicines, of 
proven quality, safety, and efficacy, contribute to 

YES

ABSTENTION

21. Spain 
22. Sweden
23. Switzerland
24. Thailand
25. United Kingdom
26. United States
27. Uruguay

11. Germany
12. India
13. Italy 
14. Jamaica
15. Mexico
16. Morocco
17. Nepal 
18. Netherlands 
19. Poland
20. South Africa 

1. Australia
2. Austria
3. Belgium
4. Canada
5. Colombia
6. Croatia
7. Czech Republic 
8. Ecuador
9. El Salvador 
10. France

1. Ukraine
27 Member States out of the 53 members of the Commission voted to remove cannabis from Schedule IV of the 1961 
Single Convention on Narcotic Drugs. This formal, and long overdue, recognition of the medical usefulness of 
cannabis (including in herbal form) should facilitate much-needed medical provision and further research.

VOTE AT THE CND 63RD SESSION (RECONVENED)
REMOVAL OF CANNABIS FROM SCHEDULE IV

NO
1. Afghanistan
2. Algeria
3. Angola
4. Bahrain
5. Brazil
6. Burkina Faso 
7. Chile
8. China
9. Côte d’Ivoire  

10. Cuba
11. Egypt
12. Hungary
13. Iraq
14. Japan
15. Kazakhstan 
16. Kenya
17. Kyrgyzstan
18. Libya

19. Nigeria 
20. Pakistan
21. Peru
22. Russia
23. Togo
24. Turkey
25. Turkmenistan
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BOX: Development with coca, the alternative from Bolivia

After the 2006 election of president Evo Morales, the new Bolivian government 

launched in 2007 the Bolivian Strategy in the Fight against Drug Trafficking and the 

Revalorisation of the Coca Leaf, looking to distance itself from previous governments 

that aimed for ‘zero coca’. Under the slogan ‘Coca yes, cocaine no’, the government 

committed to stricter enforcement of the prohibition of cocaine paste and cocaine, and 

announced plans for ‘development with coca’ to promote the creation of an industry 

with a variety of products based on or containing coca leaf. The intention of the 

Morales administration to address the ancestral tradition of coca leaf consumption in 

government policies underpinned this strategy, opposing the simple substitution of the 

highly valued and constitutionally protected crop.29

Another basic element of this new approach reducing the coca crop was to reach 

prior agreement with communities about the eradication of the surplus crops, 

through dialogue and consensus. The concept of ‘social control’ was used in a specific 

interpretation as the basis of this crop-control strategy.  This new strategy was 

dubbed a ‘sovereign’ policy, indicating it would be a result of an internal process, and 

not imposed from outside, as embraced by previous governments, and particularly 

referring to those set by the US. Since Bolivia no longer considered the US to be a 

strategic partner country, the EU supported this new strategy and also provided the 

funding for the national survey to establish the amount of coca needed to fulfil demand 

for traditional use. 

Unfortunately, the expansion of a domestic coca industry was hampered from the 

start by the lack of export opportunities, as the internal market was already saturated. 

There was inadequate public and private investment, and there were many remaining 

barriers for the development of the existing industry. A government-assisted attempt 

to produce a soft drink based on coca miserably failed. The government did little to 

facilitate or improve market access for coca-based products abroad, as it is bound 

by the international drugs treaties, even after obtaining in 2013 a special reservation 

under the Single Convention, legitimising under the treaty the right to use coca 

domestically in a traditional manner.30 

Internally, many argue that the development with coca strategy amounted to empty 

rhetoric. The Coca Law of 2017 established a new national limit on cultivation of coca 

for traditional use, and the geographical spread of the coca crop. It also set parameters 

for the national commercial exploitation of the crop (excluding cocaine extraction), 

but was criticised for increasing bureaucratic control measures. Efforts to negotiate 

bilateral or multilateral inter se modification agreements between Bolivia and other 

countries are worth considering in order to open up export opportunities, in particular 

with Argentina as the most relevant neighbouring country with a significant coca 

consumption.31
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the goal of ensuring that all people have access 
to care. For many millions of people, herbal 
medicines, traditional treatments, and traditional 
practitioners are the main source of health care, 
and sometimes the only source of care. This is care 
that is close to homes, accessible and affordable. 
It is also culturally acceptable and trusted by large 
numbers of people. The affordability of most 
traditional medicines makes them all the more 
attractive at a time of soaring health-care costs 
and nearly universal austerity’. 

While the WHO Traditional Medicine Strategy 
2014–2023 actively promotes this approach 
for other types of herbal medicines, these 
considerations have not been applied in the 
case of cannabis. The ECDD review of the 
classification of cannabis-related substances 
recommended the deletion of cannabis from 
Schedule IV, but at the same time advised 
keeping it in Schedule I, still requiring a very 
strict level of control. A recommendation 
to place cannabis in Schedule II would have 
left more discretion to Parties to decide on 
prescription requirements and thus allow 
more policy options to regulate and improve 
access to cannabis-based traditional and 
herbal medicines. 

The WHO review process, meant to update 
the classification of cannabis to accommodate 
the new and fast-changing realities of 
legal medicinal cannabis markets around 
the world, has been successful with regard 
to its deletion from Schedule IV, thereby 
recognising the therapeutic value of cannabis. 
But is has also shown its limitations in 
dealing with the complexities of the newly 
emerging markets, the wide variety of 
products, and the limited scheduling options 
available under the conventions. Clearly, 
the tense and polarised climate at the CND 
in Vienna is not yet ready to discuss and 
accommodate the full range of regulatory 
frameworks beyond the medical; those 
already being implemented and the many 
more on the horizon. Countries that have 
stepped outside the legal boundaries of 
the drug-control treaties will have to find 
their own way – individually or collectively 
– to reconcile their domestic policies with 

their international treaty obligations. 
Individually through reservations, as Bolivia 
has done with regard to the coca leaf, or 
collectively by means of a so-called inter se 
treaty modification, changing certain treaty 
provisions only with respect to the mutual 
relations among parties of the modification 
agreement.32

The option of inter se modification is based 
on article 41 of the Vienna Convention on 
the Law of Treaties, and according to a legal 
commentary on that ‘treaty on treaties’, ‘[d]
ue to the conflicting interests prevailing at an 
international level, amendments of multilateral 
treaties, especially amendments of treaties with a 
large number of parties, prove to be an extremely 
difficult and cumbersome process; sometimes, 
an amendment seems even impossible. It may 
thus happen that some of the States Parties wish 
to modify the treaty as between themselves 
alone’.33 A major advantage compared to 
individual legal solutions, is that an inter 
se agreement would also open the possibility 
of international trade between regulated licit 
markets, ‘enabling small farmers in traditional 
Southern producing countries to participate 
and diminishing the risk of a corporate capture 
of the emerging licit markets. Closed national 
systems of regulation are unlikely to fully replace 
existing illicit markets that are partly dependent 
on international trade to accommodate product 
variety and quality, cultural diversity and 
consumer preferences’.34 

Almost 25% of all cannabis sold in coffeeshops 
in the Netherlands, for example, is hashish 
imported mainly from Morocco and to a lesser 
extent from Afghanistan, Lebanon and Nepal, 
and it will not be easy to develop a home-
grown substitute. The government advisory 
commission for the experiments with legal 
supply to the coffeeshops acknowledged the 
problem but reported it could ‘not discuss 
possible imports of cannabis from abroad, 
given the international legal obstacles to the 
production and distribution of cannabis at 
international and EU level’.35 The commission 
suggests, however, that the government could 
‘develop—in cooperation with other countries—
an international-diplomatic strategy, aimed at 
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these countries in the absence of protective 
measures for small farmers. Cannabis 
companies that went public on the Canadian 
stock exchange accumulated billions of 
dollars, triggering a financial bubble driven by 
highly speculative market predictions. Much 
of the capital generated from those early 
share sales was invested in stock promotion, 
mergers and acquisitions and part of it 
was used to establish new cultivation and 
production facilities in traditional cannabis-
producing countries or to buy up local licensed 
companies.37 One of the reasons that Canadian 
and US cannabis companies are making 
inroads in the traditional cannabis-producing 
countries is to bring down production costs. 
Speaking about why a new Canadian-backed 
cannabis start-up is interested in investing 
in cannabis production in St Vincent and the 
Grenadines for example, the company’s Chief 
Operating Officer stated that ‘We’re looking 
for opportunities outside of Canada. The 
Canadian market is pretty diluted. And we’re 

reviewing international treaties and agreements 
where necessary’.36

6.3 	Free trade, market dynamics and 
the risk of corporate capture

The introduction of neoliberal trade policies 
from the 1980s directly contributed to an 
expansion of illicit economies. Dramatic 
crashes in the market price of traditional 
export commodities such as bananas, coffee 
and cocoa have forced many small farmers 
in the tropical countries in which these 
are produced to take refuge in the illicit 
cultivation of cannabis, coca and opium. The 
dramatic decline of the banana economy in the 
Eastern Caribbean is a case in point (see Box). 

What for many small growers started as a 
survival economy may be under threat again 
if an invasion of transnational cannabis 
corporations is allowed unrestricted entry in 

BOX: The fall of bananas and the rise of cannabis in the 
Caribbean

In Jamaica, the arrival of transnational bauxite companies displaced many small 
farmers from their lands. Many Jamaicans emigrated in the 1960s and 1970s, seeking 
better opportunities in Canada, the UK and the US, while many others ‘migrated into 
illegality’ by squatting plots of lands to grow ganja.38 Subsequently, the dismantling of 
the EU–Caribbean preferential trade agreement for bananas led to a further increase of 
cannabis cultivation in Jamaica and the Windward Islands, especially St. Vincent and 
the Grenadines and St. Lucia. The Eastern Caribbean banana industry was historically 
dominated by small-scale, family-run banana farms, unable to compete in a free 
market with the huge agro-industrial plantations in Central and South America.39 A 
European Commission memo warned in 1997 that such a shift ‘would lead directly to the 
destruction of the Caribbean banana industry and would consequently provoke severe economic 
hardship and political instability in a region already struggling against considerable difficulty 
and deprivation’, and that the 25,000 banana producers in the Windward Islands ‘will 
look for alternative sources of income’. The memo concluded, ‘Unfortunately the most 
obvious replacement for bananas is drugs’.40 Over the following decade, the preferential 
banana regime was gradually dismantled and – as predicted – many banana growers 
shifted to cannabis. ‘Marijuana is the new 21st century banana’, said Foreign Minister 
Camillo Gonsalves of St. Vincent in 2014, and local growers confirmed that ganja ‘has 
schooled children, built homes and allowed residents to survive the economic fallout from the 
once profitable banana industry’.41
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also looking for… to grow in the sun because 
in Canada you grow [indoors] for 2 dollars a 
gram and in the sun you can grow for 20 – 
30 cents a gram’.42 Similarly, touting a new 
joint venture in 2018 between the Canadian 
producer Aphria and the Verve Group and the 
latter’s acquisition of a majority stake in Verve 
Dynamics, a medicinal marijuana producer in 
Lesotho, then-CEO Vic Neufeld noted, ‘Verve is 
poised to become one of the lowest-cost producers 
of medical cannabis extracts in the world’.43 

As countries compete to attract investors, 
there is a danger that low production costs 
(and more generally lower regulatory 
standards in terms of social and 
environmental sustainability) could trigger a 
‘race to the bottom’. This risk is compounded 
if countries do not develop a domestic base or 
market but rely on a purely export-oriented 
model that lends itself more readily to 
exploitative dynamics. For example, when the 
government of Lesotho began the process of 
issuing licenses for cannabis farming in 2017, 
the cost of a production license was about US 
$ 13,000 (excluding the costs to manufacture, 
test, and export).44 The per-capita income 
meanwhile at the time stood at $ 2,925. These 
high barriers to entry would mean that the 
most likely role for the country’s cannabis 
farmers would be as labourers on cannabis 
farms with limited prospects for moving up 
into more value-added activities. 

In general, the market dynamics of the 
global cannabis industry continue to be 
highly unstable and contingent upon legal 
developments to allow for international trade. 
It is unlikely that Canada will soon allow 
imports in any significant quantity given the 
differences in production costs noted above 
which, if competition from low-cost imports 
were allowed, would essentially destroy a 
market in which millions of dollars have 
already been invested. The result is a global 
market place where expectations for growth 
are high but where the potential gains (at least 
for investors) from international trade are still 
very much untapped.  ‘With dozens of countries 
trying to capitalize on export opportunities but 
only a handful of them importing meaningful 

quantities, export-oriented producers are paying 
close attention to import-dependent jurisdictions’, 
writes Alfredo Pascual, a well-informed 
analyst of Marijuana Business Daily.45 
‘Expectations that Latin America would become 
a significant exporter of cannabis for medical and 
scientific use have not yet materialized, with total 
export revenue from the continent estimated to 
be less than $15 million. Experts say 2021 will be 
a key year to demonstrate whether the region can 
become a global supplier of the medicine. To date, 
Uruguay and Colombia are the only two Latin 
American nations that have exported meaningful 
quantities of medical cannabis. But even those 
shipments have fallen far short of expectations.’46 
By the end of 2019 there was still hardly any 
international trade in cannabis but clear signs 
of a bursting bubble. For example, the market 
value of Canada-based Canopy Growth, 
still one of the world’s largest cannabis 
companies, dropped from US$ 18 billion in 
April 2019 to about US$ 5.5 billion in mid-
November.47 

According to Fortune magazine, ‘investors 
and entrepreneurs have seen a full boom-and-
bust cycle’ as ‘biblical oversupply has saturated 
a limited market and crashed prices’.48 ‘With 
opportunity in the United States limited by federal 
law, excited retail and institutional investors 
pumped so much cash into Canadian firms that 
several became unicorns. Flush with investment, 
companies built enormous greenhouse operations, 
producing more cannabis than the population of 
Canada, a smaller market than the U.S. state of 
California alone, could consume. Value in some 
companies has dropped by 50 percent or more from 
2018 highs’.49

In the course of 2020, international trade 
slowly started to materialise, for example, 
for Clever Leaves, a multinational company 
with operations and investments in Canada, 
Colombia, Germany, Portugal, and the US, 
which exported its products to Australia, 
Brazil, Canada, Chile, the Czech Republic, 
Germany, Israel, Netherlands, Peru, Poland, 
Spain, South Africa, the UK and the US, 
navigating the countries’ many different 
regulations and standards.50 Clever Leaves’ 
facilities in Colombia were the first in Latin 
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legal medicinal market could potentially give 
value-added to the agricultural product by 
not just selling the raw material but becoming 
involved in the processing, especially the 
production of whole-plant extracts. ‘Adding 
value to agricultural production in rural areas 
(e.g. through processing industries) offers 
tremendous potential to boost rural employment, 
incomes, reduce poverty and improve nutrition. 
Policies, incentives and frameworks promoting 
agroindustries, in particular small and medium 
enterprises has proven to be a very effective 
pathway to lift rural populations out of poverty in 
many countries’, according to the FAO.52

As few legal cash crops can compete with 
the price of crops used for illicit drug 
production, the strategy of adding value by 
enabling farmers to move up the global value 
chain(GVC) is often applied in AD strategies 
aimed at substituting coffee, cocoa or palm oil 
for illicit coca crops, for example in the San 
Martín region in Peru.53 Farmers’ cooperatives 
can become shareholders in small processing 
factories, so that more revenue remains in the 
farming communities. These strategies often 
involve partnerships with private industry, 
especially for the distribution and export 

America to be granted EU GMP certification, 
allowing the company to export extracts and 
pharmaceutical-grade cannabinoids to the 
EU. Its Portuguese cultivation license also 
allows Clever Leaves to export dried flower, 
something Colombia still does not permit. 
A broad coalition of Colombian producers, 
including the Association of Small and 
Medium Cannabis Cultivators (Asocannacol), 
recently appealed to the Colombian 
government to lift the ban on exports of dried 
flower, arguing that ‘in countries with more 
mature regulated medical cannabis markets, 
such as the United States, Canada, Germany, 
Switzerland, the Netherlands, Portugal, Israel, 
the United Kingdom and Australia, among 
others, dried flower is the most developed market 
segment, accounting for more than 50% of the 
industry’s total sales’.51

6.4 ‘Inclusive business’ and the global 
value chain 

For small farmers growing for the illicit 
market, cannabis has mainly been a cash 
crop to complement household income, often 
grown alongside food crops. Entering the 

Map showing legal regulation of cannabis in April 2021
 Cannabis legal for some medical purposes  Cannabis legal for all purposes.
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parts of the value chain. Indeed, as ‘public 
development finance has been scaled back in 
the context of free market reforms, governments 
have increasingly looked to the private sector 
to bring new investment into rural areas’.54 
Funding for AD in the context of drug control 
has been declining even more sharply than 
development aid overall, underlining the need 
to explore the option of connecting small 
farmers to the global value chain of medicinal 
cannabis. 

The concept of ‘inclusive business’ has 
emerged to ‘enhance the compatibility between 
agribusiness expansion and rural livelihoods’; 
‘it tends to imply vulnerable, small-scale actors 
benefitting through their integration into (agri)
business value chains. By integrating smallholders, 
benefits are said to accrue to both private investors 
and small-scale actors.’55 UNDP has also adopted 
the discourse on inclusive business and the 
crucial role of the private sector in opportunity 
creation in relation to Africa, arguing that 
inclusive businesses ‘integrate low-income 
individuals into value chains in various capacities, 
be it as consumers, producers, employees and 
entrepreneurs. Thus, they bring the benefits of 
growth directly to low-income communities. 
This is not charity. Inclusive businesses create a 
strong foundation for profit and long-term growth 
by bringing previously excluded people into the 
marketplace’.56

An article published in the journal World 
Development on the proliferation of donor-led 
approaches aimed at integrating producers 
into GVCs highlights several caveats regarding 
the growing interest in the notion of ‘inclusive 
business’ and emphasis on private sector-
driven development processes. Picking apart 
in detail the experiences in various types of 
industries, the article shows that any business 
model, including those aiming to integrate 
smallholders into global value chains, ‘can 
disempower by exacerbating risk, marginalizing 
local voices, or appropriating local land and labor 
on unfair terms’.57 While the study does not 
address the emerging licit cannabis industry, 
the many examples from other agribusiness 
value chains represent worrying lessons, 
underscoring the many challenges small 

farmers face if they wish to enter the nascent 
global value chain of medicinal cannabis. 
‘Market liberalization and structural adjustment 
reforms emerge as key historical junctures that 
have reshaped space for inclusiveness across value 
chains’, the authors conclude, warning that - 
with partial exceptions - ‘the evidence emerging 
across value chains suggests that these trends 
are working at cross-purposes with the logics 
of social inclusion’ and that ‘inclusion in global 
value chains through relations established with 
dominant firms emerges only rarely as a viable 
and scalable pathway to poverty alleviation’.58 

Findings from the review of experiences 
in sectors such as palm oil, cotton, coffee, 
cocoa, cassava, soy or sugarcane, reveal that 
the evolution of value chains ‘point to a clear 
challenge to smallholders whereby value chains 
are governed for competitiveness and efficiency, 
concentrating ownership, control, and value in 
larger firms and downstream segments and more 
limited emphasis on arrangements bringing the 
smallholder voice into sector decision-making, or 
helping them to overcome barriers, manage risks, 
or capture value’.59 Relevant to small cannabis 
farmers moving out of the illicit market to the 
opening legal space, the authors mention that 
smallholders ‘face entry barriers to higher value 
chain activities, even for the value chains they have 
historically dominated’. Critically questioning 
the narratives that agribusiness-driven 
inclusion in global value chains ‘can create 
‘win–win’ outcomes that benefit both corporate 
businesses and small-scale actors’, the authors 
argue that most gains for small farmers are in 
fact made ‘by placing local aspirations and self-
determination at the center of rural transformation 
agendas’. 

Among the few positive examples of 
alternative value-chain arrangements, the 
authors mention the farmer cooperatives’ 
shareholding structure of the palm-oil mills 
established in the context of the Peruvian 
AD project in San Martín, which also allows 
farmers to ‘retain ownership of their land and 
freedom to reallocate land and labour to other 
productive activities if desired – thereby avoiding 
a ‘lock in’ that forecloses future options or erodes 
the land base available to family farming’.60 But 
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Expungement Act of 2019 (MORE Act). The Act 
was passed by the House of Representatives 
in December 2020 and, if enacted, would 
expunge past federal cannabis offences and 
provide funding for loans to assist small 
cannabis businesses that are owned and 
controlled by persons who are socially and 
economically disadvantaged. Speaker of the 
House Nancy Pelosi called it one of the most 
important criminal justice reform bills in 
recent history, that ‘helps end the devastating 
injustices of the criminalization of marijuana that 
have disproportionately impacted low income 
communities and communities of color, […] 
and finally secures justice for those negatively 
impacted by the brutal, unfair consequences of 
criminalization. This landmark legislation will 
also open the doors of opportunity for all people to 
participate in the growing cannabis industry and 
provide revenue and resources to communities to 
grow.’64 

Similar public interventions to provide 
normative guidance – for the medical as well 
as non-medicinal markets – will be needed 
to assure meaningful participation of small 
farmers across the world.  Some countries 
are taking a lead in this, with positive results. 
For example, St. Vincent and the Grenadines 
introduced an Amnesty Bill in 2018 that 
allows cannabis producers who have faced 
conviction to transition to legality if they 
declare themselves to the authorities.65  They 
also promote the formation of cooperatives 
and joint ventures between investors and 
local groups as well as a number of other 
measures to encourage the participation of 
small and traditional cultivators in the licit 
medical market. This has also opened up 
new pathways for investors to partner with 
local cannabis farmers. An example is that of 
Green Lava Labs, the first company to begin 
cultivating legal cannabis in the country. It 
is based on a 25 acre grow site with a license 
for extraction and with the aim of exporting 
medicinal cannabis flower as well as oils to 
the European medical market. In late 2019, 
it signed two MOUs between Green Lava on 
the one hand and two farmers associations, 
the Greiggs Rastafarian Progressive Society 
and Farmers Solution SVG, on the other.66 

the example is also used to highlight ‘the need 
to re-consider the use of public policy, finance, 
and gate-keeper functions to level the playing 
field and enable real economic empowerment as 
an option’, because the problematic reality of 
the corporate-driven palm-oil industry leaves 
no doubt that this represents an exception to 
the rule that would never have existed had it 
been left to the dynamics of the ‘free’ market 
without substantial national and international 
alternative development assistance. In that 
regard, the study debunks any illusion about 
‘public narratives that suggest such support should 
be premised on for-profit relations and business-
driven’.61

Elizabeth Bennett has usefully analysed the 
multiple voluntary sustainability certifications 
(VSCs) that have recently emerged in the 
US, meant to steer the cannabis industry in 
a more sustainable direction. She concludes, 
however, that such voluntary schemes ‘are 
highly vulnerable to industry capture’. Some 
‘are organized as for-profit organizations whose 
owner(s) set standards, conduct audits, and direct 
the overall strategy of enforcing rules. These 
VSCs compete against one another for market 
share and some founders report instances of 
“certification shopping” in which growers seek the 
most accessible certification instead of improving 
practices to meet higher standards. In this context, 
each VSC has an incentive to dilute standards 
or relax auditing procedures in order to gain 
market share and generate profit, and none have 
governance or transparency processes that would 
inhibit the owner from doing so’.62 

Looking at experiences from other sectors 
no voluntary scheme is likely to make 
fundamental improvements in the terms 
of engagement for rural communities or 
marginalised and criminalised groups in 
the legal cannabis industry.63 Legislative 
and regulatory rules are essential to enforce 
the basic parameters removing barriers to 
entry, providing preferential access and 
compensation, and imposing restrictions 
to free-market dynamics, monopolisation 
and corporate capture. One such initiative is 
currently underway in the US Congress, the 
Marijuana Opportunity Reinvestment and 
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According to the Chief Operating Officer, 
the regulatory framework established by 
the government of SVG contributed to the 
partnership:

So what’s really cool about the way that St. 
Vincent did this, unlike in Canada where if you 
have a cannabis criminal conviction you really 
can’t participate in the legal system, whereas in 
St. Vincent they’re encouraging the traditional 
cultivators to come through and join the new legal 
market which is really cool so we’re really happy 
to work with them. So basically, the law states that 
for us to be here, we have to take at least 10% of 
our product from the traditional cultivators.67

The example speaks to the importance of 
establishing the right regulatory frameworks 
to encourage opportunities for small and 
traditional cannabis farmers to benefit from 
investments in the licit market. 

6.5 	Fair trade and sustainable 
development

The notion of ‘fair’ or ‘just’ trade emerged 
out of concerns in the 1960s and 1970s 
about global levels of poverty and inequality, 
particularly for countries that were shaking 
off the legacies of colonialism. Fair or just 
trade seeks to redress these global inequalities 
by granting producers of products such 
as bananas, cotton, or cut-flowers better 
opportunities to markets and consumers, 
predominantly in wealthy countries.68 

Some activists and academics have started 
to think about what fair(er) trade principles 
would look like in the context of cannabis.69 
It remains an open question to what extent 
such a model can serve the socio-economic 
needs and interests of small-scale and 
traditional cannabis farmers. Significant 
obstacles remain, not least the fact that 
while Fair Trade markets for products like 
bananas, cocoa and coffee, have provided 
small producers with certification that has 
enabled them to maintain a foothold in 
these global markets, these three products 
require climatological conditions that make 

it impossible for them to be produced in 
temperate climates. Cannabis, on the other 
hand, can be grown anywhere, depending 
on the strain. The illicit and emerging licit 
cannabis markets have experienced a process 
of import substitution in the major European 
and North American consumption markets 
with rapidly expanding greenhouse and indoor 
cultivation. This poses additional challenges 
for traditional cannabis growers across the 
world and for the development of comparable 
fair(er) trade scenarios to protect them. There 
will need to be greater emphasis on ‘ethical 
consumerism’, or branding based on quality 
advantages of native cannabis strains and 
traditional cultivation techniques, using 
‘geographical indications’ or ‘denominations 
of origin’ certification for example;70 as well 
as a recognition of the costs associated with 
the significant carbon footprint of indoor/
greenhouse production.

C
an

n
ab

is
 fl

ow
er

, 
C

ol
u

m
bi

a,
 P

ri
n

ce
, 

au
gu

st
 2

0
18



68  |  A sustainable future for cannabis farmers transnationalinstitute

In the US context, Ryan Stoa (2017) makes 
the case for a marijuana appellation 
system centred on the unique place-based 
characteristics of particular cannabis strains, 
growing conditions, and other quality or 
stylistic standards.71 Such an appellation 
system could be implemented under what he 
calls ‘American Cannabicultural Areas’, which 
would delineate a series of environmental 
and social quality controls and best practices.  
This would offer a number of advantages 
including a recognition that environmental 
conditions influence cannabis quality as well 
as increased transparency and consumer 
protection based on a set of agreed indicators 
including information about strains, levels 
of THC and CBD, assurance of origin, ethical 

cultivation etc. It would also set a baseline 
for rural and territorial development and 
build in a degree of ecological responsiveness 
into production practices in terms of, for 
example, energy use for indoor cultivation 
or water use. Crucially, such a system would 
prevent markets from being flooded by 
cheap, generic cannabis products that would 
drive down prices and leave small cannabis 
farmers unable to compete. In offering 
a degree of economic protectionism by 
allowing differentiated products to cater to 
differentiated markets, an appellation system 
can prevent cannabis from becoming just like 
any other agricultural commodity in a post-
prohibition world. In this sense, Stoa argues 
that ‘…commoditization and consolidation is 
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not inevitable. Marijuana appellations have 
significant regulatory potential and represent 
a more local and sustainable agricultural 
model for the marijuana industry’.72

Whether such a model can take root remains 
to be seen. It should be noted that nothing 
of the initial ‘Green Rush’ billions ended up 
with traditional cannabis growers struggling 
to get access to the corporate-driven market, 
despite some governments’ intention to 
encourage local groups and small farmers to 
enter the market, as described in the previous 
chapters. There were significant foreign 
investments in several traditional cannabis-
growing countries, but even in regions with 
ideal climatological conditions for outdoor 
growing, these focused on buying up local 
companies and setting up new indoor growing 
facilities. There was next to no investment 
in technical assistance or supporting small 
farmers to transform their cultivation 
practices in order to meet quality standards 
and facilitate their entry into the emerging 
legal market spaces. 

At the same time, there has often been 
insufficient appreciation by investors and 
policymakers of the unique qualities and 
strengths of traditional cannabis growing 
communities. In this vein, the South 
African non-profit cannabis organisation 
‘Fields of Green for ALL’ makes the case 
for South Africa to adopt an AD programme 
for cannabis which combines an inclusive 
cannabis community empowerment strategy 
(in particular for victims of prohibition) with 
respect for the traditional knowledge and 
cultural expressions of cannabis-growing 
communities and the protection of natural 
and genetic resources.73 This would build 
on the legacy of outdoor cultivation in rural 
areas of South Africa, where cannabis has 
been grown for centuries to serve informal 
markets, and where unique plant varieties 
have emerged. According to the organisation, 
these local endemic varieties – which are the 
product of specific environmental conditions 
combined with locally adapted cultivation 
methods – constitute a critical intangible 
asset and a source of biological diversity that 

deserve adequate protection. They encourage 
the use of community focused intellectual 
property (IP) protection policies as ‘a tool 
to build local brands that add value to the 
historical cannabis products and cultural 
uses, and help create a path to engage in 
international fair trade’.74 This could also set 
the stage for the development of a regulated 
domestic cannabis market, generating jobs 
and income and attracting tourists on the 
basis of internationally recognised products 
(that could be labelled through, for example,  
geographic indications) and the promotion of 
local cultures and knowledge.  Optimistically, 
the non-profit writes that ‘The potential for 
combining agro-tourism, eco-tourism, and 
therapeutic or health tourism would likely 
abound in South Africa with both a community 
IP protection system, and a programme 
for the preservation of natural resources in 
place’.75

The need to protect indigenous cannabis 
cultures, practices and biodiversity is clear, 
yet little attempt is currently made to do so. 
For example, as Klein and Hanson (2020) 
write in the case of Jamaica, ‘There is 
currently no coordinated effort at preserving 
the genetic heritage of cannabis strains that 
are indigenous to Jamaica and adapted to 
tropical conditions. Many strains are at risk 
due to imported varieties and cross-breeding. 
The consequence of heavy enforcement 
has been the loss of technical expertise 
that is now threatening the comparative 
advantage attributed to the small farmer: 
access to indigenous land races with unique 
characteristics and farming skills’.76 This 
is despite the fact that the agro-ecological 
conditions for growing cannabis in Jamaica 
and the wider Caribbean in terms of soils, 
rainfall, and a long history of organic 
production offer unique selling points in 
terms of labelling and the branding of 
products in the region. The added value 
created from combining the indigenous and 
local knowledge of growers with the latest 
scientific and pharmaceutical knowledge 
regarding medical cannabis could serve as a 
dynamo for attracting health tourism and the 
export of medical cannabis products. 
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A model for cannabis centred on community 
empowerment, indigenous knowledge, 
protection of natural heritage, and fair(er) 
trade principles could thus have much to 
offer. A 2018 report by the CARICOM Regional 
Commission on Marijuana notes the potential 
game-changing impact cannabis could bring 
to the Caribbean region if a properly defined 
regional policy framework is developed: ‘In 
addition, the region’s already established 
and developing tourism economy can be 
leveraged further by a cannabis industry 
located in safe and secure environments. 
Cannabis can be produced for export as well 
as for local healing and can be the foundation 
for a new and vibrant wellness tourism 
industry. The development of an industrial 
hemp industry is also envisaged. Cannabis 
produced organically and outdoors can also 
provide for the already lucrative recreational 
market’.77 Similarly, cannabis farmers who 
participated in a workshop on sustainable 
development and cannabis in Morocco 
highlighted a number of unique selling points 
upon which a future licit cannabis economy 
could be built. This includes the potential for 
cannabis-based alternative health products 
to be integrated into the country’s network 
of hammams as well as the development of a 
sustainable cannabis tourism industry based 
on mountain-biking and hiking trails in the 
Rif region along with the organisation of an 
annual Amazigh cultural festival attracting 
artists, musicians and foreign visitors to 
join in an experience of indigenous cannabis 
culture.78  Such a multi-faceted territorial 
framework in which forward and backward 
linkages are fostered across sectors such as 
agriculture, health and wellness, medicine, 
tourism, science and manufacturing will also 
help to develop economies of scale for the 
production of cannabis, reducing dependency 
on foreign investment and allowing for 
greater economic returns.

There are a number of specific requirements 
within the current medical cannabis 
framework that require particular attention 
in order to pursue a fair(er) trade model. 
According to the Guide to Good Manufacturing 
Practice for Medicinal Products, ‘Because of 

their often complex and variable nature, control of 
starting materials, storage and processing assume 
particular importance in the manufacture of herbal 
medicinal products’.79 Under the Pharmaceutical 
Inspection Co-operation Scheme (PIC/S), 
a non-binding, informal cooperative 
arrangement between Regulatory Authorities 
in the field of Good Manufacturing Practice 
(GMP) of medicinal products for human or 
veterinary use,80 special protocols have been 
developed for Good Agricultural and Collection 
Practices (GACP) for medicinal plants and 
raw materials for the manufacture of herbal 
medicinal products. Outdoor cultivation, while 
posing additional challenges, is by no means 
an insurmountable obstacle to meeting basic 
GACP standards. Most plants used as herbal 
medicines or used as raw material for the 
production of pharmaceutical preparations 
are in fact grown outdoors, including the 
extensive licit opium poppy cultivation for 
the production of morphine, codeine and 
other opiate medicines, and including – in the 
case of poppy in India and Turkey – by small 
farmers. 

Most companies producing medical cannabis 
products prefer intensive indoor cultivation 
because it is easier to meet the rigorous 
requirements for standardisation while 
avoiding the laborious and difficult process of 
establishing collaboration with small farmers 
currently growing cannabis illicitly in often 
remote areas. Moreover, those communities 
are stigmatised, criminalised, and therefore 
usually poorly organised, and their cultivation 
methods are often unsuitable for medicinal 
uses that require considerable time and 
investment in technical advice and training. 
Few companies have been willing to take 
that course of action voluntarily, and are 
unlikely to do so in the foreseeable future. 
Pressure therefore needs to come from these 
farming communities to demand access to 
the legal market, for which they need support 
to form cooperatives especially if they want 
to move beyond selling raw material and 
move up the cannabis value chain. But it 
also will need pressure from legislators and 
regulatory authorities, establishing special 
preferential access schemes, subsidies and 
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perhaps benefits to companies choosing to 
comply with principles of social justice and 
sustainable development.

There is certainly the will on the side of at 
least some investors to contribute to local 
development and conduct ethical business. 
Asked about the role of cannabis investors 
to support a fair(er) trade model, ensure 
decent working conditions, and empower 
small farmers, the Chief Operating Officer of 
a Caribbean based medical cannabis company 
responded as follows:

Well, I think that it’s very easy for a cannabis 
company to pay much higher than normal 
wages. So we’ve done that, we’re doubling 
the wages of the average wage which is still… 
there’s still room for improvement there but 
we haven’t harvested anything yet so I think 
upon harvest, our employees are gonna see 

some nice benefits there or bonuses you could 
say. But I think, more so than many industries, 
there’s the opportunity to get that fair trade 
deal because it’s just so regulated from the 
government that, unlike, say coffee where 
it might happen up in a mountain and who 
knows really what’s going on behind the 
scenes, whereas this is so regulated by the 
government that they could actually set the 
minimum wage. They haven’t yet and I don’t 
know if they will but a company like ours 
wouldn’t go too far if we were paying really 
bad wages would we? Because this business 
is so publicised, nothing is hidden in this 
business, it’s all up front, you know.81

Another element is that of consumer 
education and awareness raising. In the 
field of licit medical cannabis, there is a 
consumer-driven need for a safe product. 
However, with huge variations worldwide 
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Policy tool Description

Quotas Requirement that a certain percentage of cannabis is sourced from 
small farmers e.g. in Colombia, Law 1787 of July 2016, which opened up 
the medical cannabis market, stipulates that companies must obtain at 
least 10% of their cannabis from small growers.

Production ceilings Regulations on the maximum size of grow sites to curtail corporate 
consolidation and takeover e.g. in California, cultivation sites are not to 
exceed one acre until 2023 

Restrictions on 
foreign ownership 
and investment

Caps regarding majority ownership by foreign persons and companies 
in licensed operations e.g. in Jamaica, domestic companies/producers 
must retain a minimum of 51% ownership. A complete moratorium on 
foreign investment can also be considered as part of a transition period 
to allow a domestic base to be developed before opening up the market 
to foreign entry and competition as has been done in Thailand.  

Minimum pricing Producers guaranteed a minimum price for delivery of cannabis so that 
growers can be assured of a specified income

Licensing regulations Affirmative licensing laws which prioritise small and traditional 
growers and frontline communities e.g. Jamaica has introduced a tiered 
licensing system for applications with different areas of land, licensing 
fees for small farmers are significantly less than for large farms, and 
mechanisms exist to allow small farmers to postpone payment until 
after harvest. In the US,  San Francisco, Los Angeles, Oakland and 
Sacramento are pioneering social equity programmes that prioritise 
licenses for people with low incomes who have lived in an area ravaged 
by the drug war. 

Development fund Fees collected from the issuing of licenses and/or other revenue 
collected by the state from the marketing and export of cannabis to be 
re-invested in cannabis-growing communities and regions e.g. in St. 
Vincent and the Grenadines foreign companies are required within the 
first of year of licensing to pay a 250,000 XCD food-security fee which 
is channelled into alternative livelihood projects. 

Cooperative laws Making use of cooperative laws and amending them where necessary 
to allow cannabis growers to register themselves as collective bodies, 
taking advantage of the benefits (in terms of the pooling of resources 
and risks) that this can confer e.g. Article 7 of Morocco’s new proposed 
cannabis bill (Bill 13-21) setting out the eligibility criteria for licenced 
cannabis production, stipulates that they would need to belong to a 
cooperative. 

Public cannabis 
research and 
development 

Setting up public cannabis seed banks, research stations and centres of 
excellence to collect information and further scientific knowledge on 
seeds, landraces, growing conditions, and medical benefits and uses. 
Focus should be on safeguarding indigenous strains and native seeds. 
This knowledge should be made accessible to cannabis growers rather 
than leaving this in private hands which can result in growers having 
to pay for access or even being excluded completely due to patented 
technologies.

Public policies to shape emerging, licit cannabis markets82
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in terminology, testing regimes, quality 
controls and standards, it is a significant 
requirement to be an informed consumer 
of medical cannabis.83 Standard setting 
bodies must be geared towards forms of 
patient-focused certification, working with 
medical practitioners, public health bodies, 
and patient advocacy groups to increase 
education and awareness. Especially in a 
context driven by rapid commercialisation 
and commoditisation (and where instances 
of non-compliance, misrepresentation and 
fraud are also a reality), these outreach 
efforts are crucial, for both the successful 
export of medicinal cannabis as well as for 
building up a domestic consumer base. In 
other market settings, where cannabis is 
regulated for adult use, consumer education 
in relation to growing conditions and social 
and environmental impacts is also important 
to allow small farmers to benefit from niche 
markets and associated branding strategies in 
the same way this takes place in, for instance, 
the organic agriculture or craft brewing 
sectors. Research shows that consumers 
are, in principle, interested in considering 
questions about fair trade and environmental 
sustainability, even if there remains only 
limited knowledge about what this means in 
practice.84 

The opportunity for public policies to 
shape emerging, licit cannabis markets 
is significant, given the highly regulated 
frameworks within which licit cannabis 
production and trade currently take place. In 
general, there are two types of public policies 
that can steer licit cannabis markets in a 
more equitable direction and guard against 
corporate capture: policies to lessen the 
barriers to entry for certain groups, such as 
small and traditional growers, and policies 
to raise the barriers to entry for others, such 
as large, cannabis companies. The table gives 
an overview of some of the public policy 
tools that have been used or considered by 
governments with regard to regulating the 
licit cannabis market. 

Of course, in a highly unequal, unpredictable 
and ever-evolving global market, not all 

these measures will necessarily have the 
desired effects, particularly if there is a lack 
of strong follow-through, due diligence, 
and on-the-ground monitoring of impacts. 
Quotas to involve small growers can become 
tokenistic or end up turning them into day 
labourers on cannabis plantations as has been 
observed in Colombia.85 Many loopholes still 
exist. In California, big cannabis groups have 
weakened the anti-monopoly provisions in 
place by successfully lobbying for the stacking 
of licenses, effectively circumventing existing 
grow size limits.86 Other countries that have 
regulated cannabis have also seen similar 
forms of vertical integration as a handful of 
operators and big investors exercise control. 

In sum, steering cannabis markets in a 
more sustainable and equitable direction 
will require states to exercise regulatory and 
discretionary power in order to set the rules 
of the game, attract responsible investors, and 
line up suitable buyers and market outlets. 
This is not within the gift of any one actor 
or investor alone. Rather, it will require a 
strategic compact between enlightened public 
policy makers, responsible investors, and 
organized growers’ communities to develop 
country and/or regionally owned visions 
for how cannabis can be part of a broader 
developmental success story.



74  |  A sustainable future for cannabis farmers transnationalinstitute

7.1 	The evolution of cannabis regimes 
over time

In advocating for a model of development 
with cannabis, this report charts a new course 
for how the drug policy and development 
communities can engage and interact with one 
another. Rather than seeing cannabis as an 
anti-developmental scourge to be expunged 
through punitive, securitised, or militarised 
approaches to drug control, cannabis, in its 
many different forms, is recast as a potential 
driver of development. The implications 
of such a paradigm shift are significant as 
formerly criminalised peasant and rural 
communities are engaged, perhaps for the 
first time, as political subjects in their own 
right. While their agency is far from assured 
in the emerging licit cannabis market, it shifts 
the terrain of contestation away from one of 
the drug control framework and its associated 
bureaucracies of monitoring and surveillance 
(including well-rehearsed anxieties within 
AD projects around proper targeting and 
sequencing, balloon and displacement effects, 
attribution, conditionality, scope etc.), to one 
of substantive questions of political power and 
representation, the distribution of wealth and 
opportunities, and the ways in which these are 
stratified along class, gender, racial, ethnic, 
and generational lines. Hence, the emphasis 
this report has placed on asking questions 
around the terms of inclusion of cannabis 
farmers in newly emerging cannabis value 
chains and the threats posed by corporate 
capture.

Of course, simply being attuned to these 
dynamics does not in and of itself guarantee 
more development-oriented or equitable 
outcomes. An AD with cannabis approach does 
not start with a tabula rasa but must grapple 
with the very real legacies of colonialism, 
prohibition, conflict, criminality, and the past 
history of development and state failures. If 
a development with cannabis model is simply 
used to assert new forms of (predatory) 
state and corporate control leading to 

7.  	Cannabis and Development: 
Redux
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renewed dispossession and/or adverse 
incorporation, then, arguably, it does little 
to advance the position of cannabis growing 
communities compared to the previous 
framework of prohibition. In fact, legalisation 
could, paradoxically, even represent a step 
backwards.1

It is important in this sense to acknowledge 
the dual character of what is being proposed 
here with the ‘alternative’ within the 
alternative development with cannabis 
model signalling both an alternative to 
the hegemonic drug control regime and an 
alternative to an extractivist development 
model. To separate out these two dimensions 
would be to fundamentally misdiagnose the 
nature of the cannabis survival economy 
today, its historical origins, and would be to 
substitute one historic injustice for another. 
As example after example in this report 
documents, the emergence of cannabis 
subsistence economies is a response to 
poverty, social exclusion, precarity and 
the struggle to sustain agrarian and land-
based livelihoods in a rapidly urbanising and 
industrialising world economy. Failure to fully 
recognise and learn from this would be to 
engage in a damaging exercise of revisionist 
history.  

To fully address the underlying tensions 
and contradictions in current drug policy 
and development circles requires looking 
at how competing visions of cannabis drug 
policy have gained prominence over time, 
rising and falling with geopolitical shifts 
and the positioning of dominant actors and 
institutions. Distinct cannabis regimes can 
be said to cohere over time, as described in 
this report, whereby a regime is understood 
broadly as an ordered system of rules, 
regulations, norms and assumptions that 
combine to form an overarching governance 
logic. These regimes are operationalised 
through associated actors, institutions, 
tools, methods, indicators and enforcement 
mechanisms. As such, they reveal underlying 
assumptions of who the key political subjects 
are that animate various theories of change. 
In this sense, the development with cannabis 

model stands at a somewhat unique juncture 
between a model which harkens back to 
the era of repressive drug control (which is 
still a reality in many if not most parts of 
the world) and a forward-looking vision for 
the liberation and emancipation of formerly 
oppressed, persecuted or marginalised 
groups. How the development with cannabis 
model responds to these fundamental 
threshold questions is likely to be the 
subject of much negotiation and struggle 
over the coming years, especially as it is 
unfolding within a global context of dramatic 
inequality, untold ecological destruction 
and climate crisis, flagrant human rights 
violations, and alarming authoritarianism 
and democratic backsliding. It is also highly 
contingent on how existing treaty tensions 
are ultimately resolved and the ways in which 
nascent licit cannabis markets can build 
durability and strength.   

This report has made the case for a vision 
which moves towards a sustainable future 
for cannabis farmers, identifying cannabis 
growers and communities as the central 
agents of change in the newly emerging 
licit cannabis markets. What this means in 
practice will vary according to context and 
the constellation of political, economic and 
social forces, including how well cannabis 
farmers are themselves organised and able 
to articulate and push through their vision 
and demands. In this sense, it is important 
to recognise that cannabis growing and 
dependent communities are not homogenous, 
but are subject to internal hierarchies 
and attendant forms of (self) exploitation 
and social control. These forms of social 
differentiation will only increase as the 
operation of inclusion thresholds in new 
investment projects and market ventures 
will inevitability produce winners and losers. 
How states will accommodate ‘losers’, 
manage expectations, deliver on promises, 
and honour deals, all within the framework 
of a transparent, inclusive and democratic 
process will surely be a significant challenge. 
It points above all to the importance of 
coalition and alliance building, firstly within 
and amongst cannabis growing communities 
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resolution to these questions will have to be 
worked out in each context and situation, and 
will depend on the prevailing balance of social 
and political forces.

a) On capital, class, and technology

As this report has described, cannabis 
farming has tended to attract poor or socially 
marginal farmers who are already vulnerable 
and thus willing to take on the risks of illicit 
cannabis cultivation as a survival strategy. In 
cannabis-producing regions across Africa and 
the Middle East, Asia and Latin America and 
the Caribbean, these survival strategies are a 
response to the failures of globalisation and 
the rolling back of the state; the dislocations 
and insecurities brought about by structural 
adjustment; and the devastating impacts of 
ecological destruction, land and resource 
grabs, all conspiring to produce an enduring 
crisis of development. Far from seeking out 
high-risk criminal activity for the potential 
lucrative rewards it can bring, cannabis 
production then is recast as a rational response 
to economic insecurity, a form of agricultural 
diversification and livelihood stabilisation 
for farmers facing declining terms of trade 
in legal cash crops. It is not accidental for 
example that the rise of cannabis production 
in sub-Saharan Africa (unofficially estimated 
to be Africa’s largest cash crop) over the 
past decades has coincided with the failures 
of state-led development projects, waves of 
deregulation and liberalisation of trade and 
investment policies, commodity busts and 
booms (coffee, cacao, rice), and a burgeoning 
ecological crisis (droughts, exhaustion of 
forest reserves, land degradation, soil erosion, 
desertification, etc.). Against this backdrop, 
cannabis has in many senses served as a driver 
of development: according to Observatoire 
Géopolitique des Drogues (OGD) studies with 
African farmers, during the 1990s cannabis 
had become the main cash earner on the farms 
where it was grown, bringing in at least 75% 
of income, regardless of the socio-economic 
backgrounds of these farms.4

This does not mean that cannabis has been a 
vehicle for economic liberation – in fact, far 

themselves, but secondly also through various 
forms of state-society interaction across 
different levels of governance and decision-
making. Other actors, whether they be from 
the policymaking, practitioner, academic, 
or private sector worlds, will also need to be 
engaged if adaptable and enlightened public 
policy is to prevail. 

We go on to outline some key areas of 
concern for those pursuing a development 
with cannabis model. Some of these relate to 
long-standing blind spots in the intersections 
between drugs and development. Others have 
emerged more specifically in the context of 
particular cannabis regimes and how these 
have evolved over time. Importantly, these 
‘sticky questions’ or ‘thorny issues’ do not 
present matters of pure academic concern. 
Policymakers are grappling with these issues 
in real time and with real world consequences 
for cannabis farmers, communities and 
development writ large. 

7.2 	Understanding the dynamics 
of agrarian change: how land, 
labour and capital interact within 
cannabis production

If an AD model is to serve as a potential 
vehicle for the creation of sustainable 
livelihood options for farmers in the licit 
cannabis market, then much closer attention 
needs to be paid to understanding the 
dynamics of agrarian change across time and 
place. While tentative steps have been taken 
to rectify this deficit with the gradual shift 
towards more development-oriented drug 
policy, there is still very little intellectual 
effort expended in asking key agrarian 
questions to better inform policy design 
and implementation.3 Yet these questions 
are critical to understanding the framework 
conditions under which cannabis-producing 
communities and regions will engage with AD 
programmes and whether they stand to gain 
or lose in the shift to legality. This section 
cannot cover all aspects in relation to this but 
will examine some of the main features and 
the questions to which these give rise. The 
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from it. The vast majority of cannabis farmers 
have remained in poverty and/or under the 
influence of mafias and trafficking networks 
as agricultural economies disfavour those who 
lack capital and power resources. Cannabis 
economies are in this sense not dissimilar to 
other agrarian drug economies in that they 
are fraught with social inequity, politico-
economic violence, and environmental harm. 
Rather, cannabis should be understood as 
performing a safety-net function, serving as 
a ‘compensation crop’ when other legal cash 
crops fail to secure an income, and allowing 
agrarian and land-based livelihoods to provide 
at least a modicum of security, continuity, and 
social reproduction. This is to say nothing of 
the role that cannabis plays in the utilitarian 
consumption habits of the working poor 
as a way to cope with crushing workloads 
and the vagaries and cruelties of life.5 It 
should follow from this that any analysis 
which romanticises all cannabis farmers 
as independent operators or homogenises 

cannabis communities without taking 
questions of class into account is inadequate. 
This must include an examination of the 
different classes of labour as many of those 
involved in cannabis-production economies 
are not ‘farmers’, ‘growers’ or ‘cultivators’ in 
the classical sense but (near)landless workers, 
processors, packers, women and children 
doing unpaid work (often within the family) 
and so on. 

This offers a number of considerations for an 
AD with cannabis model. 

The first is to question a cannabis-
development strategy solely based on an 
(industrial) agro-export model. Especially 
given the failings of earlier rounds of export-
led commodity-growth strategies, it is 
unlikely that a new iteration of this pathway 
now with cannabis will succeed in achieving 
broad-based development outcomes. This 
is compounded in the case of cannabis by 
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and skills within ‘inclusive’ value chains.  
At the same time, a number of countries in 
Europe and North America are also looking 
to expand their domestic production, calling 
further into question the sustainability of this 
development strategy.  

Instead of putting all the eggs in the basket of 
an export-led growth model, it would be wiser 
for governments to pursue an ‘all of the above 
strategy’ that focuses on as many markets 
as possible (foreign, domestic, general, 
niche; food, cosmetics, textile, industrial, 
therapeutic, medical, scientific, recreational). 
If this means amending drug policy, medical 
frameworks, food-safety laws and others 
to allow for this then this is something that 
should be seriously considered, with the 
overall aim of retaining or returning as much 
of the wealth generated by cannabis at the 
national or territorial level. Maintaining these 
diversified development pathways can serve 

the fact that a number of countries have 
appeared to opt entirely for this model, 
soliciting foreign capital investment without 
amending their domestic drug laws. This 
means that domestic market channels are 
completely shut off as a source of income 
and revenue. Meanwhile, the way in which 
the global cannabis market is structured 
means that huge advantage is conferred to 
prime/early-mover investors located largely 
in countries in Europe and North America 
where cannabis law reform has been a 
reality for longer. The benefits of this in 
terms of enhanced capital, technology, and 
knowledge are immeasurable and make it 
likely that the primary lens through which 
these investors will engage with cannabis 
farmers in traditional producing countries is 
as labourers on cannabis plantations, even 
if promises are made to eventually elevate 
them above the level of raw-commodity 
producers through investments in training 
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as an effective risk management strategy, 
taking into account the experience of prior 
commodity busts and booms.

The second, and related, consideration is to 
better understand how technology enters into 
the equation, especially for the development 
of the medical market. Medical cannabis 
occurs in tightly controlled industrial settings, 
including through sophisticated growing 
techniques, such as hydroponics, hybrid 
varieties and high-quality seed selection, 
as well as adherence to GACP and GMP 
standards. This means high-cost investments 
in track and trace, seed-to-sale systems, 
fencing, video surveillance, professional 
accounting and cash flow controls, and a 
plethora of other bureaucratic and legal 
requirements. As such, medical cannabis 
production facilities not only foster forms of 
technological alienation as they are largely 
removed from their land and environment, 
they also operate through technologies that 
may in principle be scale neutral, but in 
practice are far from resource neutral. This 
is the reason why even in settings in Europe 
and North America, such as in California, 
the shift to legality has tended to favour 
an exclusive set of larger growers with the 
financial resources to pay licensing fees, alter 
their practices, and remain competitive in 
legal markets.6 This has led to consolidated 
supply chains and a small number of licensed 
distributers. 

A number of states including Jamaica, St. 
Vincent and the Grenadines, Colombia and 
others have tried to facilitate the entry of 
small and traditional cannabis farmers 
through, for example, tiered and priority 
licensing systems; the lowering or temporary 
waiving of fees; the introduction of quotas, 
partnership agreements or joint ventures; 
fostering the formation of cooperatives; 
assigning dedicated liaison officers from 
newly created medical cannabis agencies to 
work with growers etc. All of these efforts are 
commendable and will be crucial to build on 
and learn from. Nevertheless, one should not 
underestimate the significant challenges and 
barriers to entry facing small and traditional 

cannabis growers into the global cannabis 
industry. While technical innovations 
(‘modern’ growing techniques, ‘high quality’ 
seeds, new strains) can serve as a basis for 
rapid capitalisation, they will also produce 
new forms of inequality and exclusion as they 
displace local traditional practices, indigenous 
knowledge, and landraces which may be 
more adapted to their cultural and ecological 
context, with potentially deleterious effects 
on ecosystems, agrobiodiversity, resource use, 
and communities. 

Given their critical importance, safeguarding 
these plant genetic resources from 
biopiracy or private appropriation is an 
area deserving of much greater attention. 
Investments in public cannabis seed banks 
and scientific research are vital at a time 
when we are already witnessing the effects of 
contamination and cross-pollination. How to 
make such knowledge accessible to cannabis 
farmers is of equal concern with the peer-to-
peer knowledge-transfer methodologies as 
practiced in the global network of agroecology 
schools7 or the use of participatory guarantee 
systems in the organic agriculture movement 
perhaps serving as good examples.8 As 
cannabis farmers enter into the licit cannabis 
market, it will be important to protect their 
rights to seeds as enshrined, for example, in 
the United Nations Declaration on the Rights 
of Peasants as well as the International Treaty 
on Plant Genetic Resources. 

b) On land and labour

Who has access to and control over land and 
who can command labour are critical agrarian 
questions that inform also the cannabis 
production economy. The question of land has 
received some, if still insufficient, attention in 
debates on cannabis and development. Hanson 
for example notes the deeply entrenched 
historical and racialised inequalities in land 
ownership in Jamaica which have meant 
that traditional ganja growers have had to 
rely on illegally occupied private properties 
and government holdings.9 She argues that 
for a sustainable AD programme for ganja 
growers to succeed, the Jamaican government 
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reproductive labour often performed by 
women are two aspects which are often 
underexplored and undervalued in discussions 
of cannabis and (alternative) development, 
requiring further attention.

There has been much agonising as to the exact 
model of production that a newly licit, medical 
cannabis market will be based on. In Africa, 
according to Duvall, ‘the most obvious roles 
Africans have had are as labourers’ given that 
license fees are unaffordable for the average 
citizen.13 The preference for some large 
cannabis enterprises to operate on the basis of 
vertically integrated licensing systems would 
seem to point in this direction. If this is the 
case, then much more emphasis than we have 
seen to date needs to be placed on regulating 
labour conditions, including around workplace 
safety and providing a living wage, as well 
as exploring models of worker driven social 
responsibility.14 

7.3 	Cannabis and questions of identity: 
how race, ethnicity, gender, and 
generation come into play

In countries where cannabis has been 
regulated, oftentimes the benefits 
disproportionately accrue to socially dominant 
groups whether defined along the lines of 
race, ethnicity, class, generation or gender. 
An AD with cannabis model will need to be 
sufficiently attuned to these forms of social 
differentiation if it is to avoid reproducing 
existing forms of oppression and inequality. 

a) Gender and social reproduction

While cannabis production is often 
characterised as a male dominated activity, 
this overlooks significant geographical 
variation. In the main cannabis producing 
region of Pondoland in the Eastern Cape 
province of South Africa, women make up a 
significant, if not majority, share of cannabis 
farmers, with many of the men working in 
the mines and younger people having left 
to find work in urban centres.15  Even where 
women are less active in productive work, 

must recognise the rights of squatters 
and regularise growers’ access to (public) 
land, such as land previously used by large 
sugar plantations. In St Vincent and the 
Grenadines, where ganja growers have also 
occupied Crown Land forest reserves illegally 
to grow cannabis on mountainous hillsides, 
land reform has featured as part of their 
medical cannabis development programme, 
if still in a rather narrow and geographically 
circumscribed way. In Colombia, land 
distribution has also been part of the peace 
settlement agreement, with a territorial 
approach to development and the granting 
of new land titles which are also, at least in 
theory, set to benefit cannabis farmers.  How 
different land access and property regimes 
are reformed, and how also those currently 
without any access to land are taken care of, 
will be determinative of whether cannabis 
farmers stand to benefit from new market 
openings. There is much the AD community 
can learn here from best practices in 
other fields, for example by drawing on 
international governance instruments such 
as the FAO Guidelines on the Responsible 
Governance of Tenure of Land, Fisheries and 
Forests.10 

Questions of labour are equally important. 
The precarious, at times brutally exploitative, 
conditions of labourers working on illicit 
cannabis fields have been documented in 
various countries.11 In Morocco for example, 
Afsahi (2020) notes the exploitation of 
vulnerable populations (women, children, 
seasonal and landless agricultural workers) 
ever since Rifian agriculture was first 
integrated into colonial capitalism.12  This 
has continued to this day as the rugged, 
mountainous terrain has hindered 
the introduction of labour-shedding 
mechanisation, so that thousands of workers 
with either precarious status (paid workers or 
servants) or invisible status (undocumented 
workers) are used at all stages of cultivation 
and production, namely sowing, weeding, 
thinning out, harvesting, drying and storage, 
sieving, pressing and selling of cannabis. 
This role of migrant labour (internal as 
well as cross-border) along with the social 



transnationalinstitute A sustainable future for cannabis farmers  |  81

they play a critical role in the reproduction 
of the cannabis economy. In Morocco for 
example, Afsahi (2020) argues that the low 
visibility of women conceals a gendered 
division of domestic roles as well as many 
other inequalities.16 In addition to their 
domestic tasks, women are given the role of 
looking after livestock and children, fetching 
firewood and water, and preparing meals for 
the seasonal farm workers. In this way, it is 
impossible to imagine the continuation of the 
cannabis survival economy in the Rif region 
without this largely unpaid, household, and 
reproductive work carried out by women.

If a development with cannabis model 
leads to cannabis farming becoming more 
professionalised or entrepreneurial in style, 
key questions need to be asked as to how this 
kind of productive and reproductive labour 
(already externalised by capitalist economies) 
performed by women can be valorised. The 
incorporation of gender dimensions within 
the design of policies – and more generally 
the empowerment of women’s voices in 
policymaking spaces and debates - will be 
crucial here. 

b) Race/ethnicity and restorative justice

As with the gender dimension, questions of 
race and ethnicity feature strongly in how 
sustainable livelihoods can be generated 
for cannabis farmers. In the global South, 
this strongly correlates with the legacies 
of colonialism and imperialism and how 
to redress historic injustices. In Jamaica 
for example, racialised property regimes 
emanate from the pre-emancipation era and 
still condition patterns of land ownership 
and structural poverty to this day. The 
same holds true for many other parts of 
the Caribbean. A number of measures have 
been enacted that seek to go some way to 
confront these inequalities. A development 
with cannabis project in Jamaica seeks to 
uplift the position of the Maroon community 
while certain specific provisions have been 
put in place in Jamaica and a number of 
other Caribbean states granting special 
licenses and permissions to the Rastafari 

community to grow and consume cannabis 
for sacramental and religious use.17 Further 
to this, states such as St. Vincent and the 
Grenadines have pursued amnesty bills that 
seek to facilitate the transition of previously 
criminalised persons and groups into licit 
cannabis livelihoods.18  In Morocco, which was 
subject to both Spanish and French colonial 
rule, cannabis has featured in long standing 
struggles by the Amazigh (Berber) population 
for liberation and as an assertion of their 
political, economic, social and cultural rights.  
An alternative development with cannabis 
model could go a long way to rebalance 
glaring regional inequalities in the country, 
providing opportunities for communities 
historically defined by agro-pastoral and 
semi-nomadic tribal relations.

These are not just questions confined to the 
‘Global South’. Also in the United States for 
example, concern for the disproportionate 
impact that the War on Drugs and racialised 
policing has had (and continues to have) on 
minority populations has been a driving force 
behind cannabis legalisation. Movements 
against mass incarceration and for criminal 
justice reform have coalesced behind the 
push for state and federal level cannabis law 
reform, with special attention paid to the 
position of Black, Latino and minority owned 
businesses in the industry. Sponsorship of 
bills around the expungement of criminal 
records and other measures related to 
restorative justice have enjoyed bi-partisan 
support. 

c) Youth and generational renewal

Although this has received relatively less 
attention in the literature on cannabis and 
development, the question of youth and 
generational renewal is no less significant 
if longer-term, sustainable futures are to be 
envisioned in the licit cannabis market. The 
challenges here are stark. Morocco’s main 
cannabis producing region, the Rif, is one 
of the poorest areas of Morocco but also has 
the highest rate of demographic growth, 
with a population density three times that 
of the rest of country. The result has been 
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development component. As one cannabis 
activist and horticulturalist from St. Lucia 
puts it: ‘And we are actually hoping that the 
move to cannabis, would attract young men 
back into agriculture and these young men 
now, instead of just being cannabis farmers, 
they would also be food producers. So with 
cannabis you have crop rotation and we want 
to lower our food import bill, having more 
organic produce being sold in the country. We 
hopefully have a more healthier [sic] nation. 
We create jobs for that section of society that 
have disqualified themselves from the job 
market… But the cannabis industry could 
absorb these things’. 21

7.4 Environmental impacts and the 
political ecology of cannabis 
regimes

Empirical data on the environmental 
impacts associated with different cannabis 
production models and regimes is still 
woefully inadequate – a reflection more 
generally of the fact that environmental 
policy is lacking in the cannabis space. This 
is partly the result of prohibition which has 
meant that environmental concerns have 
been completely ignored under the general 
narrative that ‘growers are bad, cannabis 
is bad’ to justify (forced) eradication 
programmes, sometimes involving (aerial) 
spraying with agrochemicals. These have in 
turn caused further environmental harms. 
The cannabis plant itself is of course a natural 
carbon sequester which can be effectively 
used to restore/rehabilitate degraded soils 
by removing contaminants. Hemp can also 
act as a substitute for wood in paper and 
construction industries, thereby reducing 
deforestation. 

However, while prohibition has certainly 
played a role in pushing cannabis farmers into 
fragile ecological settings to evade detection 
by state police and drug-enforcement 
agencies, it would be wrong to reduce the 
negative environmental impacts associated 
with cannabis cultivation to this alone as 
bad natural resource management and 

that cannabis production has taken place on 
ever smaller parcels of land.19 Despite the 
many challenges, it is clear that cannabis 
has provided a lifeline to the impoverished 
region, thereby also keeping people in the 
area and reducing the pressure to migrate 
for a better future. As Chouvy (2007) notes, 
“The agricultural cannabis economy not only 
significantly regulates employment in the Rif 
region, especially for young farmers, but also 
emigration flows to Europe”.20 

More generally, sustainable futures for 
cannabis farmers will have to take seriously 
the question of generational renewal. Against 
the backdrop of global de-peasantisation, 
an agrarian and ecological crisis, and a 
mainstream development paradigm that 
associates modernisation with a demographic 
shift from rural to urban, how cannabis can 
create licit, livelihood opportunities for the 
next generation of rural youth should be 
a major priority focus area for drugs and 
development policymaking. Depending on 
how the licit cannabis market evolves, there 
are opportunities for cannabis to generate 
employment for rural youth, particularly if 
it is integrated as part of a broader (rural) 
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environmental stewardship is common to 
both legal and illegal cannabis production. 
Afsahi (2020) provides a useful framework of 
analysis here, comparing the environmental 
costs associated with cannabis producing 
regions operating under illegality in the 
case of Morocco and legality in the case of 
California.22 Despite the differences in legal 
frameworks, she identifies common patterns 
of how relationships between people and the 
environment change with the intensification 
of cannabis cultivation towards cannabis 
monocultures for export – a process 
she describes as one of ‘environmental 
simplification’. 

In the case of Morocco, this has meant a shift 
from a multi-crop landscape (where cannabis 
used to be grown in small quantities in market 
and residential gardens alongside traditional 
crops, fruit trees, and livestock) to the linear, 
standardised mono-crop production of 
cannabis for export. This has gone hand in 
hand with a huge loss of biodiversity and wild 
animal species, massive deforestation, and 
increasing water stress and scarcity. These 
problems have been compounded by former 
colonial and current state policies that have 
not respected traditional agricultural and 
forestry practices, pushing farmers into ever 
more marginal existence and driving also 
the expansion of the cannabis frontier into 
forested areas. 

In the case of California, where cannabis 
grown for the medical market has been legal 
since 1996 and for the adult use/recreational 
market since 2016, similar problems around 
the overexploitation of natural resources are 
observed. Tony Silvaggio (2018) traces this 
back to a long history of logging and poor land 
management which has been exacerbated by 
the transformation of cannabis agriculture 
from ‘a small, ecologically benign cottage 
industry during the ‘back to the land’ era 
to a corporate greenrush’.23 This has meant 
the industrialisation of cannabis production 
with cultivation expanding and intensifying 
rapidly from an average of 20 - 30 plants per 
farm to plantations containing hundreds or 
even thousands of plants. This has extended 

cannabis production into ecologically sensitive 
and remote watersheds already at risk from 
water diversion and the further fragmentation 
of forest landscapes. Silvaggio argues that 
while regulation has gone some way to curtail 
some of the most egregious violations, ‘… 
the promise of an ecologically sustainable 
cannabis industry has not been met due to 
resistance to regulation, short team revenue 
needs of the state, and big corporate cannabis 
interests’.

In sum, drug policy, due to its historical 
disconnect from sustainable development 
and environmental policy, has often failed 
to rein in – if not actively facilitated and 
rewarded – poor environmental practices. 
There is a danger that this will continue under 
an AD with cannabis model if the industry 
continues along the path towards cannabis 
monocultures. The damaging impacts of 
these intensive farming practices and agro-
industrial model of production in terms of 
the overexploitation of natural resources and 
the social inequalities and conflicts that flow 
from this have already been documented in 
other sectors. This issue is likely to intensify 
as concerns around a ‘green gold rush’ 
characterised by corporate capture and the 
influence of Big Cannabis are expressed at a 
time of unprecedent global environmental 
change and crisis. 

It also connects with comparisons between the 
indoor and outdoor cultivation of cannabis. 
The vast majority of cannabis produced 
in the ‘Global South’ which could find its 
way to the European and North American 
medical markets through, for instance, AD 
with cannabis projects is grown outdoors. 
This stands in contrast to countries such 
as Germany and Canada where growing 
conditions generally are less favourable to 
outdoor cultivation and production takes place 
in highly controlled, indoor settings. Some 
have pointed out the superiority of outdoor 
cultivation given the environmental costs 
associated with indoor production, noting the 
high energy use and greenhouse gas emissions 
that follow from continuous indoor lighting 
and advanced climate-control systems and the 
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well-drained soil, the quality of the herb is 
pretty good. I do think with climate change, 
we have to look at climate-change mitigating 
agricultural infrastructure. So heavy rains 
could damage plants in full flower causing 
bud rot so we may have to in the rainy season, 
farmers may have to have a certain portion of 
their land under plastic just so that, you know, 
you would get a crop in the rainy season so 
you don’t get all your outdoor crop destroyed. 
Because right now you really can’t predict 
how the rain is going to fall, it’s really… you 
find torrential rain fall where the raindrops 
are really big and intense precipitation. You 
would never get that amount of precipitation 
in former years and we are seeing it more 
and more. And it’s not only damaging to the 
cannabis, it’s damaging to agriculture in 
general.28

7.5 A shared responsibility: towards 
a true North-South dialogue on 
cannabis and development

As many have noted, the AD concept has 
come to mean different things to different 
people over time. While this ambiguity can 
be problematic, it also explains some of the 
concept’s enduring relevance and potential 
to this day. As Brombacher and David (2019) 
point out, “AD was for decades the only 
socio-economic development element within 
the global drug control system that was 
considered legitimate and even had passed the 
clearing of an UN drug control convention”.29 
They trace the evolution of AD approaches 
including militarized, development-led or 
in some cases even legalization-oriented 
approaches of AD. It is to the latter two and 
especially third approach that this report 
hopes to make a useful contribution within 
the context of cannabis. 

For this, it is useful to recall two key 
principles that the AD concept introduced 
in the 1998 Political Declaration – namely 
that of shared responsibility and a balanced 
approach.30 These speak to the need for a 
careful calibration between drug control and 
development objectives and the responsibility 

fossil fuel needed to power generators. 
For example, Mills (2012) has done some 
research on the carbon footprint of indoor 
versus outdoor cannabis cultivation in 
California prior to legalisation.24 Although 
the study is based mainly on household-
scale indoor growing, it offers some relevant 
indications. The research estimates that 
‘indoor cultivation is responsible for about 3% of 
all electricity use, or 9% of household use. This 
corresponds to the electricity use of 1 million 
average California homes, greenhouse-gas 
emissions equal to those from 1 million average 
cars’.25 With regard to associated biomass-
related CO2 emissions, outdoor growing 
‘would be on the order of 150 kg CO2/kg Cannabis 
(for only one harvest per location), or 3% of that 
associated with indoor production’.26 In Colorado, 
Hood (2018) writes that cannabis cultivation 
accounts for more than 4% of Denver’s total 
electricity consumption, putting a significant 
strain on power grids.27 Some of these 
arguments in favour of outdoor cultivation 
could thus be compelling, as small-scale, 
organic, outdoor production uses much less 
energy with natural sunlight substituting for 
the electricity in indoor light and cooling/
heating systems. 

The integration of environmental 
sustainability criteria in cannabis production 
can signal a shift towards a greener drug 
policy where environmental indicators feature 
as prominently as other social and economic 
considerations. This includes being attuned to 
the environmental costs of current production 
practices, including the agro-industrial model, 
as well as to the ongoing and future impacts 
of climate change. While these discussions are 
not yet commonplace, these issues are being 
flagged by some. As a cannabis activist and 
horticulturalist from St. Lucia explains: 

But then best practices where we are trying 
to grow as organic as possible, in St. Lucia, I 
would say that already 90% of the farmers 
are already not using any chemicals. They use 
manure for nutrition and the best agronomic 
practices. So we don’t have far to go in terms 
of complying with organic regulations. I 
believe because we have volcanic soil and 
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that all countries – traditional producers and 
consumers – play in the global drug problem 
in terms of demand and supply. According to 
Brombacher and David (2019), this notion of 
co-responsibility has proven to be the ‘life-
insurance’ of AD programmes as it justified 
development aid and spending, in many 
cases from donors in the ‘Global North’ to 
countries in the ‘Global South’, for many 
years.31 While all this is true, it is now an open 
question as to how the concept and practice 
of AD will respond to the new reality of a 
rapidly emerging, but still nascent, licit global 
cannabis market. This report has proposed 
a model of development with cannabis as a 
response to this new reality, understanding 
that there remain many contradictions and 
treaty tensions still to be resolved. 

If this model is to succeed however, it will 
require a serious updating of the notions of 
development, as already outlined, as well as 
of how cooperation between the North and the 
South is conceived. As this report has argued 
the ongoing legacies of colonialism and 
imperialism, along with the particular burden 
that militarised and securitised responses to 
illicit drugs have placed on countries in the 
traditional producer countries highlighted in 
this report, need to be taken into account in 
considering a new development with cannabis 
model. In order for this model to serve as 
a true vehicle for economic transformation 
rather than simply the reproduction of new 
forms of inequality, this history of uneven 
development, violence and wealth extraction 
must be reckoned with. It is for this reason 
that principles of social justice, fair trade, 
sustainability, and democratic decision-
making have featured prominently in this 
report, with a particular focus on the position 
of small-scale cannabis farmers in traditional 
producing countries. 

While these power imbalances and historical 
injustices must be recognised, it is also 
important to move beyond these simplistic 
categories of ‘Global North’ and ‘Global 
South’ in order to appreciate some of the 
common patterns of capital accumulation 
and violence that have underpinned the 

reality of (cannabis) drug production in many 
different localities – in both the North and 
South. While one must always be sensitive 
to the vast differences in resources, agency 
and positionality between cannabis producers 
in different contexts, there are also certain 
common factors that bind them together. A 
small, ‘mom and pop’ cannabis business or 
family farm in California for example is, on 
a conceptual level at least, not so different 
from a traditional ganja grower in Jamaica. 
Both stand in much the same position in the 
face of a (trans)national elite of cannabis 
entrepreneurs connected to global finance 
and technology. In their own context-
specific ways, they also share a struggle 
for independence, autonomous grassroots 
development and territorial sovereignty as a 
counterpoint to coercive state control and/or 
corporate capture. In this way, the debate on 
development with cannabis is re-routed from 
a one-way flow of information, knowledge, 
resources and interventions from the ‘Global 
North’ to the ‘Global South’ to a two-way 
exchange about how to empower small and 
traditional cannabis growers within newly 
emerging political and economic structures in 
the ever-expanding licit cannabis market.
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From the early days of cannabis prohibition, 
traditional cannabis-producing countries 
have stressed the importance of finding 
alternative income opportunities for poor 
rural communities dependent on cannabis 
cultivation. Pressured by the 1961 UN 
Single Convention to abolish traditional 
cannabis uses within 25 years, countries like 
Lebanon and Morocco initiated substitution 
projects triggering a global discussion about 
‘Alternative Development’ that continues until 
today. But in contrast to ongoing AD projects 
for illicit coca and poppy cultivation, nowhere 
have small cannabis farmers been offered 
any substantial development assistance for 
moving out of the illegal market. Meanwhile, 
demand for cannabis in Europe and North 
America kept growing and cultivation spread 
to every corner of the world. In some regions, 
the illicit market could continue to operate 
under de facto tolerance, but in other parts 
repression, mass incarceration and forced 
eradication became the norm. 

The moral case for a new cannabis-
development model with cannabis growers at 
the centre is compelling given these historic 
injustices. As an activist for over 50 years and 
a self-described ‘cannabis elder’ states:

Historically, growers have to face the worst 
of it: growers are imprisoned; growers’ 
crops are eradicated by security forces and 
unofficial security forces; growers face 
exploitation by middlemen; growers face 
being robbed by pirates. So now with the 
medical cannabis industry, growers have 
to be remembered for the role they played 
in this development. We say thanks to the 
respective governments who have passed 
the legislation to make cannabis or medical 
cannabis legal. But we say double thanks, 
double praises we give, to those who have 
suffered all their days because in the final 
analysis, it is those who have suffered, those 
who have been in it, those who have trod the 
high waters, those are the ones who have 
been the main persons responsible for the 
transformation.1 
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The wave of policy changes and fast-growing 
legal spaces in the medicinal cannabis market 
in recent years may offer new opportunities 
for farmers to transition out of illegality. Thus 
far, however, few small farmers have been 
able to use these opportunities. In fact, the 
current dynamics of the cannabis-regulation 
trend are jeopardising the livelihoods of 
millions of small cannabis farmers. The 
opportunity to shape the still nascent 
licit cannabis markets in a more inclusive 
direction by incorporating principles of 
social justice and fair trade is rapidly closing 
given the ongoing corporate capture and the 
high barriers to entry for marginalised and 
criminalised populations. Connecting the dots 
between the debate on cannabis regulation 
and the sustainable development agenda 
may still offer prospects for upholding the 
Sustainable Development Goals’ promise to 
‘leave no-one behind’. This also requires the 
international community to rethink the AD 
paradigm: AD in the classical sense of shifting 
to other crops and income sources is no longer 
a viable policy perspective for cannabis, if it 
ever was.

In its new strategy paper on AD, the German 
Federal Ministry for Economic Cooperation 
and Development (BMZ) indeed proposes to 
review ‘the feasibility and potential of medical 
cannabis as a legal value chain for Alternative 
Development in developing countries’.2 The 
strategy for ‘sustainable change through 
development-oriented drug policy’ 
acknowledges that ‘a change is becoming 
apparent in the way countries are dealing with 
cannabis and cannabis products. More and more 
countries, including Germany, are adopting laws 
to regulate the medical use. This might increase 
the demand for legally cultivated medical cannabis 
and open up development potentials in regions in 
which cannabis has only been grown illegally to 
date’.3

Ironically, the cannabis-regulation trend in 
the past decade has been most pronounced 
in those parts of the world where cannabis 
historically arrived last, namely Europe 
(medical cannabis and local experiments for 
adult use) and the Americas (medical as well 

as adult use in Uruguay, Canada, Mexico and 
the US). In Asia and Africa, the continents 
with centuries-old cultural, medicinal and 
ceremonial practices – in some places going 
back thousands of years – cannabis policy 
reforms are only just getting off the ground. 
In a positive sign that several countries are 
cautiously starting to reclaim their long 
history and traditions with cannabis, India, 
Morocco, Nepal, South Africa and Thailand all 
voted in favour of the WHO recommendation 
to delete cannabis from the strictest Schedule 
IV of the Single Convention, along with 
other CND Member States such as Colombia, 
Jamaica, Mexico, European countries, Canada 
and the US.4 Without the support from those 
African and Asian countries, which have often 
taken a zero-tolerance stance in the CND, the 
WHO recommendation could not have been 
adopted. 

The Moroccan government and parliament 
have referred to the scheduling change at 
the UN level as an additional justification 
for approving, in March 2021, a bill allowing 
cannabis cultivation for medicinal, scientific 
and industrial purposes. The legislation 
provides for cultivation licenses to be given 
only to Moroccan farmers in the Rif region, 
organised in a cooperative, who will have to 
sell their harvest to a state agency. Foreign 
companies can only become involved in 
the processing, extraction and export of 
medicinal products, in collaboration with 
local companies, and are expected to support 
the farmers’ cooperatives with training and 
technical expertise to meet the basic GACP 
standards.

“Promoting a cooperative form of production in 
CARICOM member states would be beneficial to 
the development of the industry”, according 
to the Caribbean Fair Trade Cannabis 
Working Group, ‘given the barriers to entering 
a competitive market for the mostly poorly 
educated traditional farmers’.5 The cooperative 
production model, also pursued in St. Vincent 
and the Grenadines and St. Lucia, has the 
advantages to share knowledge and resources, 
build power for negotiating with state entities 
and private industry, and potentially to 
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attempt towards an inclusive and fair-trade model 
for cannabis in the region to remove categorically 
all penal sanctions and criminal records of 
those involved and committed to becoming licit 
producers of cannabis’.6

The development of a roadmap setting 
out country or regionally owned visions 
for cannabis and development based on 
inclusive and consultative processes with 
cannabis farmers, health practitioners, 
patient groups, legal experts, scientists and 
other constituencies is critical to set the right 
framework in place. In the absence of formal 
structures, this will require governments to 
foster mechanisms for dialogue and engage 
in processes of trust building with cannabis 
farmers and other (formerly criminalised) 
communities. Benchmarking good practices 

become involved directly in processing as 
(co-)owner of processing plants in order 
to appropriate value added directly to the 
communities.

Supplying local and regional markets provides 
an important economic base as well as an 
experimenting ground for different types 
of products, without immediately having to 
comply with high GMP standards required 
for access to international pharmaceutical 
markets. Countries that are recently 
introducing legal regulation of the cannabis 
market should consider keeping foreign 
businesses at bay at least until a local industry 
–including small growers – has been able to 
establish itself, as Thailand for example is 
doing. Finally, as the Caribbean working group 
underscores, ‘it is fundamental to any serious 
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and lessons from public policy experiences to 
lower the barriers to entry for, small farmers, 
for instance, while raising them for others, 
such as large companies, can help to steer 
cannabis markets in a more sustainable and 
equitable direction by attracting responsible 
investors and identifying suitable buyers 
and market outlets based on principles of 
community empowerment, the protection of 
natural heritage, and fair(er) trade.

At the UN level, the WHO and even more so 
the INCB have promoted a strictly controlled 
Western pharmaceutical model for the 
medical cannabis market, giving preference 
to preparations manufactured on the 
basis of isolated cannabinoids over herbal  
cannabis-based medicines and whole-plant 
extracts. This risks to create a monopoly 
to pharmaceutical companies and highly 
secured and standardized indoor cultivation 
of the raw plant material, accompanied by a 
narrative that small farmers cannot deliver 
the high quality standards required for the 
medical market. This model delivers expensive 
medicines largely inaccessible for the vast 
majority of people in the ‘Global South’, and 
makes it almost impossible for small farmers 
to conquer a significant space to supply the 
local and global medical cannabis markets. 
Indoor cultivation also comes with a high 
carbon footprint, yet another reason to 
consider changing current market dynamics. 
It also contrasts with the renewed importance 
the WHO has given to traditional and herbal 
medicines based on other plants, and the 
elaboration of special GACP standards for 
plant-based medicines, many of which are 
cultivated outdoors by small farmers in the 
traditional producing countries, belying the 
narrative that basic quality standards could 
not be met by small farmers in the case of 
cannabis. 

The preference for this Western 
pharmaceutical model is largely a legacy of 
the many decades of cannabis prohibition, 
as it prioritises reducing risks of ‘leakage’ to 
the illicit market over facilitating access to 
cannabis-based medicines to anyone who can 
benefit from them. For the benefit of patients 

and small farmers, it is urgent to question 
the dominant discourse regarding medicinal 
cannabis currently promoted by WHO and 
the INCB, which has strongly influenced 
such cannabis policies around the world. The 
European market in particular is currently 
offering the best prospects because of high 
and fast-growing demand, lack of supply 
and high prices, but has remained closed for 
imports of medical cannabis produced by 
small farmers in the Global South. 

Developing a sustainable market for licit 
cannabis will thus mean having to address 
long-running tensions between drug control 
and development. This means joining the dots 
instead of thinking in silos in order to allow 
for approaches in which public health, social 
justice, human rights, economic development, 
environmental sustainability as well as 
security concerns are embedded.7 This will 
determine whether the licit cannabis industry 
will ultimately be a niche market, benefiting 
only a small group of actors or be part of a 
broader development process, especially for 
traditional producing countries that have 
borne the brunt of repression. It will require 
a deeper analysis of the scope and size of the 
(potential) licit cannabis market and a level of 
ambition as well as honesty about what can be 
achieved. 



90  |  A sustainable future for cannabis farmers transnationalinstitute

Notes

1.  Cannabis Traditions & Subsistence
1.	 Warf, B. (2014) ‘High points: An historical 
geography of cannabis’, Geographical Review 
104(4): 414–438. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1931-
0846.2014.12038.x

2.	 Clarke, R. and Merlin, M. (2013) Cannabis: 
Evolution and Ethnobotany ; Chapter I: Introduction 
to the Multipurpose Plant Cannabis. Berkeley, 
CA: University of California Press, eISBN 
9780520954571.

3.	 Fibre-type Cannabis sativa (hemp) contains low 
levels of the main psychoactive compound of the 
plant, delta-9- tetrahydrocannabinol (THC) and 
high levels of cannabidiol (CBD), and other non-
psychoactive compounds.

4.	 Until the mid-1950s, drug-control officials 
usually referred to cannabis as Indian hemp. The 
1925 Opium Convention mentions Indian hemp, 
while in the 1961 United Nations Single Convention 
uses cannabis to describe the substance.

5.	 Duvall, C.S. (2017) ‘Cannabis and tobacco 
in precolonial and colonial Africa’. In: Oxford 
Research Encyclopaedia of African History. 
Oxford: Oxford University Press. https://
oxfordre.com/africanhistory/view/10.1093/
acrefore/9780190277734.001.0001/acrefore-
9780190277734-e-44

6.	 Russo, E.B. (2007) ‘History of cannabis and 
its preparations in saga, science, and sobriquet’. 
Chemistry & Biodiversity, 4(8):1614-48. https://
www.advancedholistichealth.org/PDF_Files/
russo_2007_history_chem_biodiversity.pdf

7.	 Permission obtained from Author 11 March 
2021.

8.	 Warf (2014). 

9.	 Seddon, T. & Floodgate, W. (2020) Regulating 
Cannabis: A Global Review and Future Directions. 
Cham: Palgrave Macmillan, pp. 3-4. 

10.	 Mills, J.H. (2003) Cannabis Britannica: Empire, 
Trade and Prohibition 1800–1928. Oxford: Oxford 
University Press, p. 218.

11.	 Kendell, R. (2003) ‘Cannabis condemned: the 
proscription of Indian Hemp’, Addiction, 98(2): 
143–151.

12.	 Mills (2003), pp. 93–99.

13.	 Warf (2014). 

14.	 Bewley-Taylor, D., Blickman T., and Jelsma M. 
(2014). The Rise and Decline of Cannabis Prohibition. 
Amsterdam: Transnational Institute. https://www.
tni.org/files/download/rise_and_decline_web.pdf

15.	 Duvall (2017). 

16.	 De Pinho, A. (1975) ‘Social and medical aspects 
of the use of cannabis in Brazil’. In V. Rubin (Ed.), 
Cannabis and Culture (pp. 293–302). The Hague and 
Paris: Mouton Publishers. https://web.archive.org/
web/20111018105504/http://www.drugtext.org/
pdf/Cannabis-and-Culture/social-and-medical-
aspects-of-the-use-of-cannabis-in-brazil.pdf

17.	 Livingstone, D. (1857). Missionary Travels and 
Researches in South Africa. London: John Murray. 
http://www.gutenberg.org/files/1039/1039-
h/1039-h.htm

18.	 Monteiro, J.J. (1875) Angola and the River Congo. 
London: Macmillan. https://archive.org/stream/
angolarivercongo02mont

19.	 Du Toit, B.M. (1975) ‘Dagga: The history and 
ethnographic setting of cannabis sativa in southern 
Africa’. In V. Rubin (Ed.), Cannabis and Culture (pp. 
81–86). The Hague: Mouton de Gruyter. https://
web.archive.org/web/20121022190702/https://
www.drugtext.org/pdf/Cannabis-and-Culture/
dagga-the-history-and-ethnographic-setting-of-
cannabis-sativa-in-southern-africa.pdf

20.	 ‘Historical dispersal of cannabis in 
Africa’ from   https://www.researchgate.net/
publication/334452886_A_brief_agricultural_
history_of_cannabis_in_Africa_from_
prehistory_to_canna-colony (CC BY-NC-ND)

21.	 Ames, F. (1958) ‘A clinical and metabolic study 
of acute intoxication with cannabis sativa and its 
role in the model psychoses’, The British Journal of 
Psychiatry, 104: 972–999. https://citeseerx.ist.psu.
edu/viewdoc/download?doi=10.1.1.517.7026&rep=re
p1&type=pdf

22.	 Bewley-Taylor, Blickman and Jelsma (2014). 

23.	 Bellakhdar, J. (2013) ‘L’histoire du chanvre au 
Maroc’, Hespéris-Tamuda, XLVIII:  107–141. http://
www.hesperis-tamuda.com/3/data/2013/6.pdf

24.	 Afsahi, K. (2009) Les producteurs de cannabis 
dans le Rif – Maroc: étude d’une activité économique 
à risque. Thèse en économie, Université de Lille 1- 
Sciences et Technologies.

25.	 Afsahi, K. (2017) ‘La construction socio-
économique du cannabis au Maroc: Le kif comme 
produit traditionnel, produit manufacturé et 
produit de contrebande’, Tempo Social 29(2). 
https://www.scielo.br/scielo.php?script=sci_
arttext&pid=S0103-20702017000200099#B1 

26.	 Ibid.

27.	 Duvall, C.S. (2019) ‘A brief agricultural history 
of cannabis in Africa, from prehistory to canna-
colony’, EchoGéo. http://journals.openedition.org/
echogeo/17599

28.	 Duvall (2017). 

29.	 Duvall (2019).  

30.	 Grinspoon, L. and Bakalar, J. (1995) ‘Marihuana 
as medicine - a plea for reconsideration’, 
Journal of American Medical Association, JAMA,  
273(23): 1875-1876. https://doi.org/10.1001/
jama.1995.03520470083037 Also at https://
www.researchgate.net/publication/15421701_
Marihuana_as_medicine_A_plea_for_
reconsideration 

31.	 Russell Reynolds, J. (1890) ‘On the 
therapeutical uses and toxic effects of cannabis 
indica’, The Lancet, 135(3473): 637–638. https://doi.
org/10.1016/S0140-6736(02)18723-X

32.	 Grinspoon and Bakala (1995).

33.	 E/CN.7/SR.270, Commission on Narcotic Drugs, 

https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1931-0846.2014.12038.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1931-0846.2014.12038.x
https://oxfordre.com/africanhistory/view/10.1093/acrefore/9780190277734.001.0001/acrefore-9780190277734-e-44
https://oxfordre.com/africanhistory/view/10.1093/acrefore/9780190277734.001.0001/acrefore-9780190277734-e-44
https://oxfordre.com/africanhistory/view/10.1093/acrefore/9780190277734.001.0001/acrefore-9780190277734-e-44
https://oxfordre.com/africanhistory/view/10.1093/acrefore/9780190277734.001.0001/acrefore-9780190277734-e-44
https://www.advancedholistichealth.org/PDF_Files/russo_2007_history_chem_biodiversity.pdf
https://www.advancedholistichealth.org/PDF_Files/russo_2007_history_chem_biodiversity.pdf
https://www.advancedholistichealth.org/PDF_Files/russo_2007_history_chem_biodiversity.pdf
https://www.tni.org/files/download/rise_and_decline_web.pdf
https://www.tni.org/files/download/rise_and_decline_web.pdf
https://web.archive.org/web/20111018105504/http://www.drugtext.org/pdf/Cannabis-and-Culture/social-and-medical-aspects-of-the-use-of-cannabis-in-brazil.pdf
https://web.archive.org/web/20111018105504/http://www.drugtext.org/pdf/Cannabis-and-Culture/social-and-medical-aspects-of-the-use-of-cannabis-in-brazil.pdf
https://web.archive.org/web/20111018105504/http://www.drugtext.org/pdf/Cannabis-and-Culture/social-and-medical-aspects-of-the-use-of-cannabis-in-brazil.pdf
https://web.archive.org/web/20111018105504/http://www.drugtext.org/pdf/Cannabis-and-Culture/social-and-medical-aspects-of-the-use-of-cannabis-in-brazil.pdf
https://archive.org/stream/angolarivercongo02mont
https://archive.org/stream/angolarivercongo02mont
https://web.archive.org/web/20121022190702/https://www.drugtext.org/pdf/Cannabis-and-Culture/dagga-the-history-and-ethnographic-setting-of-cannabis-sativa-in-southern-africa.pdf
https://web.archive.org/web/20121022190702/https://www.drugtext.org/pdf/Cannabis-and-Culture/dagga-the-history-and-ethnographic-setting-of-cannabis-sativa-in-southern-africa.pdf
https://web.archive.org/web/20121022190702/https://www.drugtext.org/pdf/Cannabis-and-Culture/dagga-the-history-and-ethnographic-setting-of-cannabis-sativa-in-southern-africa.pdf
https://web.archive.org/web/20121022190702/https://www.drugtext.org/pdf/Cannabis-and-Culture/dagga-the-history-and-ethnographic-setting-of-cannabis-sativa-in-southern-africa.pdf
https://web.archive.org/web/20121022190702/https://www.drugtext.org/pdf/Cannabis-and-Culture/dagga-the-history-and-ethnographic-setting-of-cannabis-sativa-in-southern-africa.pdf
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/334452886_A_brief_agricultural_history_of_cannabis_in_Africa_from_prehistory_to_canna-colony
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/334452886_A_brief_agricultural_history_of_cannabis_in_Africa_from_prehistory_to_canna-colony
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/334452886_A_brief_agricultural_history_of_cannabis_in_Africa_from_prehistory_to_canna-colony
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/334452886_A_brief_agricultural_history_of_cannabis_in_Africa_from_prehistory_to_canna-colony
https://citeseerx.ist.psu.edu/viewdoc/download?doi=10.1.1.517.7026&rep=rep1&type=pdf
https://citeseerx.ist.psu.edu/viewdoc/download?doi=10.1.1.517.7026&rep=rep1&type=pdf
https://citeseerx.ist.psu.edu/viewdoc/download?doi=10.1.1.517.7026&rep=rep1&type=pdf
https://www.scielo.br/scielo.php?script=sci_arttext&pid=S0103-20702017000200099#B1
https://www.scielo.br/scielo.php?script=sci_arttext&pid=S0103-20702017000200099#B1
http://journals.openedition.org/echogeo/17599
http://journals.openedition.org/echogeo/17599
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/15421701_Marihuana_as_medicine_A_plea_for_reconsideration
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/15421701_Marihuana_as_medicine_A_plea_for_reconsideration
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/15421701_Marihuana_as_medicine_A_plea_for_reconsideration
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/15421701_Marihuana_as_medicine_A_plea_for_reconsideration
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(02)18723-X
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(02)18723-X


transnationalinstitute A sustainable future for cannabis farmers  |  91

Tenth Session Summary of the Two Hundred and 
Seventieth Meeting, 22 April 1955, pp. 3–5.

34.	 Bewley-Taylor, D. and Jelsma, M. (2012) 
‘Regime change: Re-visiting the 1961 Single 
Convention on Narcotic Drugs’, International Journal 
of Drug Policy, 23(1):73–81. https://www.tni.org/
files/publication-downloads/regime_change.pdf

35.	 Bewley-Taylor, Blickman and Jelsma (2014). 

36.	 Lande, A. (1973) ‘The International Drug 
Control System’, in Drug Use in America: The legal 
system and drug control, Volume 3, Drug Use in America: 
Problem in Perspective, Appendix: The Technical 
Papers of the Second Report of the National 
Commission on Marihuana and Drug Abuse, 
Washington DC: U.S. Government Printing Office, 
p. 114.

37.	 Boister, N. (2001) Penal aspects of the UN drug 
conventions. The Hague, London & Boston: Kluwer 
Law International, p. 45.

38.	 UNODCCP (1999) Global Illicit Drug Trends. 
Vienna: United Nations Office for Drugs Control and 
Crime Prevention (UNODCCP), p. 52. https://www.
unodc.org/pdf/report_1999-06-01_1.pdf

39.	 Map taken from Bewley-Taylor, D., Jelsma, 
M. and Kay, S. (2020) ‘Cannabis regulation and 
development: fair(er) trade options for emerging 
legal markets’, International Development Policy | 
Revue internationale de politique de développement 
[Online], 12. http://journals.openedition.org/
poldev/3758; DOI: https://doi.org/10.4000/
poldev.3758 

40.	 United Nations General Assembly (2004) 
Control of cultivation of and trafficking in cannabis, 
Resolution 59/160 of 20 December. https://undocs.
org/en/A/RES/59/160

41.	 Leggett, T. (2006) ‘Review of the world 
cannabis situation’, Bulletin on Narcotics, LVIII(1 
&2): 1–155, p. 36. https://www.unodc.org/
documents/data-and-analysis/bulletin/2006/
Bulletin_on_Narcotics_2006_En.pdf

42.	 Ibid., p. 35.

43.	 UNODC (2009) 2009 World Drug Report, Chapter 
1.3, Cannabis market. Vienna: United Nations Office 
for Drugs Control (UNODC), p. 89. http://www.
unodc.org/documents/wdr/WDR_2009/WDR2009_
Cannabis_Market.pdf

44.	 See: UNODC and illicit crop monitoring 
(website), https://www.unodc.org/unodc/en/crop-
monitoring/index.html

45.	 UNODC (2007) Cannabis in Africa – An Overview, 
Vienna: United Nations Office for Drugs Control 
(UNODC)p. 7. https://www.unodc.org/documents/
data-and-analysis/Can_Afr_EN_09_11_07.pdf

46.	 UNODC (2007) Enquête sur le cannabis au 
Maroc 2005, Vienna: United Nations Office for 
Drug Control (UNODC), p 4. /www.unodc.org/pdf/
research/Morocco_survey_2005.pdf

47.	 Blickman, T. (2017) ‘Morocco and Cannabis: 
Reduction, containment or acceptance’. Drug 
Policy Briefing No. 49, Amsterdam: Transnational 
Institute, p. 2. https://www.tni.org/files/
publication-downloads/dpb_49_eng_web.pdf

48.	 UNODC (2013) Afghanistan – Survey of 
Commercial Cannabis Cultivation and Production 2012, 
Vienna: United Nations Office for Drugs Control 
(UNODC), p. 5. https://www.unodc.org/documents/
crop-monitoring/Afghanistan/_Afghanistan_
Cannabis_Survey_Report_2012.pdf 

49.	 Urazova, D. (2014) ‘Cannabis valley in 
Kazakhstan to be destroyed with herbicides’, 
Tengrinews, 9 October. https://en.tengrinews.kz/
environment/Cannabis-valley-in-Kazakhstan-to-
be-destroyed-with-256462/

2.  Cannabis and Alternative Development
1.	 UNDCP (1993) Alternative Development as 
an Instrument of Drug Abuse Control, Technical 
Information Paper No. 5, Vienna: United Nations 
Drugs Control Programme (UNDCP). https://www.
unodc.org/pdf/Alternative%20Development/AD_
DrugControlInstrument.pdf

2.	 Bruun, K. Pan, L. and Rexed, I. (1975) The 
Gentlemen’s Club. International Control of Drugs and 
Alcohol. Chicago & London: University of Chicago 
Press. Chapter 14: Crop Substitution: Aid for 
Less Trade. https://abuse-drug.com/lib/The-
Gentlemen-s-Club/14-crop-substitution-aid-for-
less-trade.html

3.	 E/CN.7/183. Commission on Narcotic Drugs, 
Report to the Economic and Social Council on the ninth 
session of the Commission, held in Geneva from 19 April 
to 14 May 1954, Economic and Social Council, Official 
Records, 18th Session, New York: United Nations, 
para 170. https://documents-dds-ny.un.org/
doc/UNDOC/GEN/NL1/480/64/pdf/NL148064.
pdf?OpenElement

4.	 Perez-Guerrero, M. (1950) ‘The expanded 
program of technical assistance’, Unasylva 
International Journal of Forestry and Forest Industries, 
4(4). http://www.fao.org/docrep/x5357e/x5357e03.
htm

5.	 Manzer, R.A. (1964) ‘The United Nations 
Special Fund’, International Organization, 
18(4): 766–789. https://doi.org/10.1017/
S0020818300025315

6.	 E/CN. 7/315. Commission on Narcotic Drugs, 
Report to the Economic and Social Council on the ninth 
session of the Commission, held in Geneva from 23 April 
to 18 May 1956, Economic and Social Council, Official 
Records, 22nd Session, New York: United Nations, 
paras 344–357. https://documents-dds-ny.un.org/
doc/UNDOC/GEN/NL3/042/73/pdf/NL304273.pdf 
?OpenElement

7.	 E/CN.7/333, Commission on Narcotic Drugs, 
Report to the Economic and Social Council on the twelfth 
session of the Commission, held in Geneva from 29 April 
to 31 May 1957, Economic and Social Council, Official 
Records, 24th Session, New York: United Nations, 
Supplement No. 10, p. 43, para 426. https://
documents-dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/
NL1/492/88/pdf/NL149288.pdf ?OpenElement

8.	 E/CN.7/354, Commission on Narcotic Drugs, 
Report to the Economic and Social Council on the 
thirteenth session (28 April - 30 May 1958), Economic 
and Social Council, Official Records, 26th Session, 

https://www.tni.org/files/publication-downloads/regime_change.pdf
https://www.tni.org/files/publication-downloads/regime_change.pdf
https://www.unodc.org/pdf/report_1999-06-01_1.pdf
https://www.unodc.org/pdf/report_1999-06-01_1.pdf
http://journals.openedition.org/poldev/3758
http://journals.openedition.org/poldev/3758
https://doi.org/10.4000/poldev.3758
https://doi.org/10.4000/poldev.3758
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/59/160
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/59/160
https://www.unodc.org/documents/data-and-analysis/bulletin/2006/Bulletin_on_Narcotics_2006_En.pdf
https://www.unodc.org/documents/data-and-analysis/bulletin/2006/Bulletin_on_Narcotics_2006_En.pdf
https://www.unodc.org/documents/data-and-analysis/bulletin/2006/Bulletin_on_Narcotics_2006_En.pdf
http://www.unodc.org/documents/wdr/WDR_2009/WDR2009_Cannabis_Market.pdf
http://www.unodc.org/documents/wdr/WDR_2009/WDR2009_Cannabis_Market.pdf
http://www.unodc.org/documents/wdr/WDR_2009/WDR2009_Cannabis_Market.pdf
https://www.unodc.org/unodc/en/crop-monitoring/index.html
https://www.unodc.org/unodc/en/crop-monitoring/index.html
https://www.unodc.org/documents/data-and-analysis/Can_Afr_EN_09_11_07.pdf
https://www.unodc.org/documents/data-and-analysis/Can_Afr_EN_09_11_07.pdf
/www.unodc.org/pdf/research/Morocco_survey_2005.pdf
/www.unodc.org/pdf/research/Morocco_survey_2005.pdf
https://www.tni.org/files/publication-downloads/dpb_49_eng_web.pdf
https://www.tni.org/files/publication-downloads/dpb_49_eng_web.pdf
https://www.unodc.org/documents/crop-monitoring/Afghanistan/_Afghanistan_Cannabis_Survey_Report_2012.pdf
https://www.unodc.org/documents/crop-monitoring/Afghanistan/_Afghanistan_Cannabis_Survey_Report_2012.pdf
https://www.unodc.org/documents/crop-monitoring/Afghanistan/_Afghanistan_Cannabis_Survey_Report_2012.pdf
https://en.tengrinews.kz/environment/Cannabis-valley-in-Kazakhstan-to-be-destroyed-with-256462/
https://en.tengrinews.kz/environment/Cannabis-valley-in-Kazakhstan-to-be-destroyed-with-256462/
https://en.tengrinews.kz/environment/Cannabis-valley-in-Kazakhstan-to-be-destroyed-with-256462/
https://www.unodc.org/pdf/Alternative%20Development/AD_DrugControlInstrument.pdf
https://www.unodc.org/pdf/Alternative%20Development/AD_DrugControlInstrument.pdf
https://www.unodc.org/pdf/Alternative%20Development/AD_DrugControlInstrument.pdf
https://abuse-drug.com/lib/The-Gentlemen-s-Club/14-crop-substitution-aid-for-less-trade.html
https://abuse-drug.com/lib/The-Gentlemen-s-Club/14-crop-substitution-aid-for-less-trade.html
https://abuse-drug.com/lib/The-Gentlemen-s-Club/14-crop-substitution-aid-for-less-trade.html
https://documents-dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/NL1/480/64/pdf/NL148064.pdf?OpenElement
https://documents-dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/NL1/480/64/pdf/NL148064.pdf?OpenElement
https://documents-dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/NL1/480/64/pdf/NL148064.pdf?OpenElement
http://www.fao.org/docrep/x5357e/x5357e03.htm
http://www.fao.org/docrep/x5357e/x5357e03.htm
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0020818300025315
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0020818300025315
https://documents-dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/NL3/042/73/pdf/NL304273.pdf?OpenElement
https://documents-dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/NL3/042/73/pdf/NL304273.pdf?OpenElement
https://documents-dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/NL1/492/88/pdf/NL149288.pdf?OpenElement
https://documents-dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/NL1/492/88/pdf/NL149288.pdf?OpenElement
https://documents-dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/NL1/492/88/pdf/NL149288.pdf?OpenElement


92  |  A sustainable future for cannabis farmers transnationalinstitute

Geneva: United Nations, Supplement No. 9, p. 
28, para 248. https://documents-dds-ny.un.org/
doc/UNDOC/GEN/NL1/917/81/pdf/NL191781.pdf 
?OpenElement

9.	 E/CN.7/376. Commission on Narcotic Drugs, 
Report to the Economic and Social Council on the 
fourteenth session (27 April - 15 May 1959), Economic 
and Social Council, Official Records, 28th Session, 
Geneva: United Nations, para 290. https://
documents-dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/
NL1/494/06/pdf/NL149406.pdf?OpenElement

10.	 E/CN.7/376, para 313.

11.	 E/CN.7/354, para 447.

12.	 The New York Times (1960) ‘Hashish farmers 
idle in Morocco; 15,000 in north out of work as 
Rabat imposes ban in drive on mental illness’, 1 
May.

13.	 E/CN.7/395, Commission on Narcotic Drugs, 
Report of the fifteenth Session (25 April - 13 May 1961), 
Economic and Social Council, Official Records, 30th 
Session, Geneva: United Nations, para 103. https://
documents-dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/
NL3/042/75/pdf/NL304275.pdf?OpenElement

14.	 The New York Times (1960).

15.	 E/CN.7/411, Commission on Narcotic Drugs, 
Report of the sixteenth Session (24 April - 10 May 1961), 
Economic and Social Council, Official Records, 32nd 
Session, Geneva: United Nations, p. 31, para 226. 
https://documents-dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/
GEN/NL1/492/96/pdf/NL149296.pdf?OpenElement

16.	 Blickman (2017). 

17.	 E/CN.7/455, Commission on Narcotic Drugs, 
Report of the Eighteenth Session (29 April - 17 May 
1963), Economic and Social Council, Official 
Records, 36nd Session, Geneva: United Nations, 
para 139. https://documents-dds-ny.un.org/
doc/UNDOC/GEN/NL1/480/96/pdf/NL148096.
pdf?OpenElement

18.	 E/CN.7/455, para 282.

19.	 Bruun, Pan and Rexed (1975). 

20.	 E/CN.7/488, Commission on Narcotic Drugs, 
Report of the twentieth Session (29 November - 21 
December 1965), Economic and Social Council, 
Official Records, 40th Session, Geneva: United 
Nations, para 237. https://documents-dds-
ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/N66/122/49/pdf/
N6612249.pdf?OpenElement

21.	 Ibid., para 237.

22.	 Darwich, S. (2004) ‘Enjeux de reconversion 
rurale dans la Béqaa (Liban): Politiques publiques 
et cultures illicites’, in: Picouet, M., Sghaier, 
M. and Genin D., et al. (Eds.) Environnement et 
sociétés rurales en mutation. Marseille: Latitudes 
23, IRD Éditions, pp. 330–31. https://horizon.
documentation.ird.fr/exl-doc/pleins_textes/
divers10-07/010036938.pdf

23.	 E/CN.7/555, Commision on Narcotic Drugs, 
Report of the twenty-fifth session (22 January–9 
February 1973), Economic and Social Council Official 
Records: 54th Session, New York: United Nations, 
para 308. https://documents-dds-ny.un.org/

doc/UNDOC/GEN/NL3/150/00/pdf/NL315000.
pdf?OpenElement

24.	 Bruun, Pan and Rexed (1975), quoting E/
CN.7/508/Add.2, 1967:24.

25.	 Chouvy, P.A. (2008) ‘Production de cannabis et 
de haschich au Maroc: contexte et enjeux’, L’Espace 
Politique, 4 (2008-1) https://doi.org/10.4000/
espacepolitique.59; Afsahi, K. and Darwich, S. 
(2016) ‘Hashish in Morocco and Lebanon: A 
comparative study’, International Journal of Drug 
Policy, 31(May): 190-198 https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
drugpo.2016.02.024; Blickman (2017).

26.	 Bruun, Pan and Rexed (1975), quoting E/
CN.7/508/Add.2, 1967:19.

27.	 Alami, A. (2010) ‘Morocco: Marijuana economy 
goes up in smoke’, Global Post, 29 July. http://www.
pri.org/stories/2010-07-29/morocco-marijuana-
economy-goes-smoke

28.	 Jaidani, C. and Elkadiri, A. (2015) ‘Enquête 
Cannabis : Reconversion - facteurs pénalisants’, 
Finance News, 15 May. https://fnh.ma/article/
economie/enquete-cannabis-reconversion-
facteurs-penalisants.

29.	 E/CN.7/512, Commission on Narcotic Drugs, 
Report on the twenty-second session (8-26 January 
1968), Economic and Social Council, Official 
Records, 40th Session, New York: United Nations, 
para 116. https://documents-dds-ny.un.org/
doc/UNDOC/GEN/NL1/481/59/pdf/NL148159.
pdf?OpenElement

30.	 Greenfield, H. (1968) ‘A forty-years’ chronicle 
of international narcotics control, The work of the 
Permanent Central Narcotics Board 1928-1968 and 
of the Drug Supervisory Body 1933-1968’, Sir Harry 
Greenfield, President, Permanent Central Narcotics 
Board (1953–1968), Bulletin on Narcotics, 1968(2): 
1–4. https://www.unodc.org/unodc/en/data-and-
analysis/bulletin/bulletin_1968-01-01_2_page002.
html

31.	 E/RES/1968/1291(XLIV), The abuse of cannabis 
and the continuing need for strict control, Economic 
and Social Council, 1520th Plenary Meeting, 23 
May 1968. https://www.unodc.org/unodc/en/
Resolutions/resolution_1968-05-23_3.html

32.	 Greenfield (1968). 

33.	 Brombacher, D. and David, S. (2020) ‘From 
Alternative Development to Development-Oriented 
Drug Policies’, in: Drug Policies and Development, 
International Development Policy, No 12. Geneva:  The 
Graduate Institute, p. 66. https://doi.org/10.4000/
poldev.3711

34.	 E/INCB/2001/1, Report of the International 
Narcotics Control Board for 2001, International 
Narcotics Control Board (INCB) New York : United 
Nations 2002, p. 36, para 226. https://www.incb.
org/documents/Publications/AnnualReports/
AR2001/AR_01_Chapter_II.pdf

35.	 Bewley-Taylor, D. (2012) International Drug 
Control: Consensus Fractured. Cambridge: Cambridge 
University Press, pp. 200–206.

36.	 Commission on Narcotic Drugs (2002), Control 
of cannabis in Africa, CND resolution 45/8, 15 March. 

https://documents-dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/NL1/917/81/pdf/NL191781.pdf?OpenElement
https://documents-dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/NL1/917/81/pdf/NL191781.pdf?OpenElement
https://documents-dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/NL1/494/06/pdf/NL149406.pdf?OpenElement
https://documents-dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/NL1/494/06/pdf/NL149406.pdf?OpenElement
https://documents-dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/NL1/494/06/pdf/NL149406.pdf?OpenElement
https://documents-dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/NL3/042/75/pdf/NL304275.pdf?OpenElement
https://documents-dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/NL3/042/75/pdf/NL304275.pdf?OpenElement
https://documents-dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/NL3/042/75/pdf/NL304275.pdf?OpenElement
https://documents-dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/NL1/492/96/pdf/NL149296.pdf?OpenElement
https://documents-dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/NL1/492/96/pdf/NL149296.pdf?OpenElement
https://documents-dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/NL1/480/96/pdf/NL148096.pdf?OpenElement
https://documents-dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/NL1/480/96/pdf/NL148096.pdf?OpenElement
https://documents-dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/NL1/480/96/pdf/NL148096.pdf?OpenElement
https://documents-dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/N66/122/49/pdf/N6612249.pdf?OpenElement
https://documents-dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/N66/122/49/pdf/N6612249.pdf?OpenElement
https://documents-dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/N66/122/49/pdf/N6612249.pdf?OpenElement
https://horizon.documentation.ird.fr/exl-doc/pleins_textes/divers10-07/010036938.pdf 
https://horizon.documentation.ird.fr/exl-doc/pleins_textes/divers10-07/010036938.pdf 
https://horizon.documentation.ird.fr/exl-doc/pleins_textes/divers10-07/010036938.pdf 
https://documents-dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/NL3/150/00/pdf/NL315000.pdf?OpenElement
https://documents-dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/NL3/150/00/pdf/NL315000.pdf?OpenElement
https://documents-dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/NL3/150/00/pdf/NL315000.pdf?OpenElement
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.drugpo.2016.02.024
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.drugpo.2016.02.024
http://www.pri.org/stories/2010-07-29/morocco-marijuana-economy-goes-smoke
http://www.pri.org/stories/2010-07-29/morocco-marijuana-economy-goes-smoke
http://www.pri.org/stories/2010-07-29/morocco-marijuana-economy-goes-smoke
https://fnh.ma/article/economie/enquete-cannabis-reconversion-facteurs-penalisants
https://fnh.ma/article/economie/enquete-cannabis-reconversion-facteurs-penalisants
https://fnh.ma/article/economie/enquete-cannabis-reconversion-facteurs-penalisants
https://documents-dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/NL1/481/59/pdf/NL148159.pdf?OpenElement
https://documents-dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/NL1/481/59/pdf/NL148159.pdf?OpenElement
https://documents-dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/NL1/481/59/pdf/NL148159.pdf?OpenElement
https://www.unodc.org/unodc/en/data-and-analysis/bulletin/bulletin_1968-01-01_2_page002.html
https://www.unodc.org/unodc/en/data-and-analysis/bulletin/bulletin_1968-01-01_2_page002.html
https://www.unodc.org/unodc/en/data-and-analysis/bulletin/bulletin_1968-01-01_2_page002.html
https://www.unodc.org/unodc/en/Resolutions/resolution_1968-05-23_3.html
https://www.unodc.org/unodc/en/Resolutions/resolution_1968-05-23_3.html
https://doi.org/10.4000/poldev.3711
https://doi.org/10.4000/poldev.3711
https://www.incb.org/documents/Publications/AnnualReports/AR2001/AR_01_Chapter_II.pdf
https://www.incb.org/documents/Publications/AnnualReports/AR2001/AR_01_Chapter_II.pdf
https://www.incb.org/documents/Publications/AnnualReports/AR2001/AR_01_Chapter_II.pdf


transnationalinstitute A sustainable future for cannabis farmers  |  93

https://www.unodc.org/documents/commissions/
CND/Drug_Resolutions/2000-2009/2002/CND_
Res-45-8.pdf

37.	 A/RES/59/160, Control of cultivation of and 
trafficking in cannabis, Resolution adopted by the 
General Assembly on 20 December 2004, General 
Assembly, Fifty‑ninth session, 8 February 2005. 
https://documents-dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/
GEN/N04/485/86/pdf/N0448586.pdf?OpenElement

38.	 Ibid.

39.	 UNODC and Kingdom of Morocco (2003) 
Enquête sur le cannabis au Maroc 2003, Vienna: 
UNODC, p. 3. https://www.unodc.org/pdf/
publications/morocco_cannabis_survey_2003_
fr.pdf

40.	 Ibid.

41.	 UNODC and Kingdom of Morocco (2005), 
Enquête sur le cannabis au Maroc 2004, Preface by  
Antonio Maria Costa, Executive Director, UNODC. 
Vienna: UNODC, p. 3. https://www.unodc.org/pdf/
research/Morocco_survey_2004.pdf

42.	 Ibid., Preface by Driss Benhima, Directeur 
Général, Agence pour la Promotion et le 
Développement Economique et Social des 
Préfectures et Provinces du Nord du Royaume, 
Maroc, p. 2.

43.	 Council of the European Union, Draft Council 
Resolution on Cannabis, General Secretariat, 
11267/04, Brussels, 7 July 2004, para 13. https://
data.consilium.europa.eu/doc/document/ST-11267-
2004-INIT/en/pdf Adopted by the Council 26 July 
2004.

44.	 E/INCB/2005/1, Report of the International 
Narcotics Control Board for 2005, Chapter I, 
‘Alternative development and legitimate 
livelihoods’, International Narcotics Control Board 
(INCB), New York: United Nations, 2006, pp. 1-11, 
paras 30 and 33. https://www.incb.org/documents/
Publications/AnnualReports/AR2005/AR_05_
Chapter_I.pdf

45.	 E/CN.7/2006/10, Using alternative development 
programmes to reduce the cultivation of cannabis 
plants, Draft resolution for adoption by the 
Economic and Social Council, Report on the forty-
ninth session (8 December 2005 and 13-17 March 
2006), Commission on Narcotic Drugs, 2006, pp. 
7-9. Subsequently adopted as ECOSOC Resolution 
2006/31. https://www.un.org/en/ecosoc/docs/2006/
resolution%202006-31.pdf

46.	 Ibid.

47.	 Leggett (2006).  

48.	 Ibid., p. 35.

49.	 E/CN.7/2008/9, Using alternative development 
programmes to reduce the cultivation of cannabis plants, 
Report of the Executive Director, Commission on 
Narcotic Drugs, 24 December 2007, para 21. https://
undocs.org/E/CN.7/2008/9

50.	 E/INCB/2008/1, Report of the International 
Narcotics Control Board for 2008, International 
Narcotics Control Board (INCB), New York: United 
Nations,2009, pp. 7-8, para 34. https://www.
incb.org/documents/Publications/AnnualReports/

AR2008/AR2008_Chapter_I.pdf

51.	 Hoebink, P. (2005) The Coherence of EU 
Policies: Perspectives from the North and the South. 
Commissioned Study, Ref: RO2CS007, Brussels: 
European Union’s Poverty Reduction Effectiveness 
Programme, pp. 55–56. https://www.researchgate.
net/profile/Paul-Hoebink/publication/254871476_
The_Coherence_of_EU_Policies_Perspectives_
from_the_North_and_the_South/
links/54c2544a0cf219bbe4e6834d/The-Coherence-
of-EU-Policies-Perspectives-from-the-North-
and-the-South.pdf

52.	 E/CN.7/2008/9, paras 43 and 51.

53.	 E/INCB/2005/1, Report of the International 
Narcotics Control Board for 2005, International 
Narcotics Control Board (INCB), New York: United 
Nations, 2006, p. 2, para 11. https://www.incb.org/
documents/Publications/AnnualReports/AR2005/
AR_05_English.pdf

54.	 Ibid., footnote 7.

55.	 E/CN.7/2008/9, paras 26 and 29.

56.	 UNODC (2019) Global Overview of Alternative 
Development (2013–2017), Research Brief. https://
www.unodc.org/documents/crop-monitoring/
Research_brief_Overview_of_AD.pdf

3.  Asia
1.	 Transnational Institute (2018) The 9th 
Asian Informal Drug Policy Dialogue. Amsterdam: 
Transnational Institute. https://www.tni.org/files/
publication-downloads/9th_idpd_chiangrai_
report_full_final.pdf

2.	 Mae Fah Luang Foundation, Doi Tung 
Development Project. http://www.maefahluang.
org/?p=16

3.	 Ibid. 

4.	 Mansfield, D. (1999) ‘Alternative development: 
the modern thrust of supply-side policy’, 
Occasional Papers, Bulletin of Narcotics, VI(1&2), 
p. 6.  http://www.unodc.org/pdf/Alternative%20 
Development/AD_BulletinNarcotics.pdf

5.	 Jelsma, M. (2018) ‘Connecting the dots… 
Human rights, illicit cultivation and alternative 
development’. Amsterdam: Transnational Institute, 
p. 23. https://www.tni.org/en/publication/
connecting-the-dots

6.	 Puslitdatin, O. (2019) ‘1,74 Juta Penyalah guna 
Ganja Menduduki Ranking Pertama Dilaporkan 
ke UNODC Pada Acara Pengisian ARQ Part III 
Tahun 2019’, Badan Narkotika Nasional Republik 
Indonesia. https://puslitdatin.bnn.go.id/174-juta-
penyalah-guna-ganja-menduduki-ranking-
pertama-dilaporkan-ke-unodc-pada-acara-
pengisian-arq-part-iii-tahun-2019/; Puslitdatin, 
O. (2019) ‘4,26 Ton Barang Bukti Ganja Sitaan 
Polri dan BNN Dilaporkan ke UNODC Pada Acara 
Pengisian ARQ Part IV Tahun 2019’, Badan 
Narkotika Nasional Republik Indonesi. https://
puslitdatin.bnn.go.id/426-ton-barang-bukti-
ganja-sitaan-polri-dan-bnn-dilaporkan-ke-
unodc-pada-acara-pengisian-arq-part-iv-
tahun-2019/ 

https://www.unodc.org/documents/commissions/CND/Drug_Resolutions/2000-2009/2002/CND_Res-45-8.pdf
https://www.unodc.org/documents/commissions/CND/Drug_Resolutions/2000-2009/2002/CND_Res-45-8.pdf
https://www.unodc.org/documents/commissions/CND/Drug_Resolutions/2000-2009/2002/CND_Res-45-8.pdf
https://documents-dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/N04/485/86/pdf/N0448586.pdf?OpenElement
https://documents-dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/N04/485/86/pdf/N0448586.pdf?OpenElement
https://www.unodc.org/pdf/publications/morocco_cannabis_survey_2003_fr.pdf
https://www.unodc.org/pdf/publications/morocco_cannabis_survey_2003_fr.pdf
https://www.unodc.org/pdf/publications/morocco_cannabis_survey_2003_fr.pdf
https://www.unodc.org/pdf/research/Morocco_survey_2004.pdf
https://www.unodc.org/pdf/research/Morocco_survey_2004.pdf
https://data.consilium.europa.eu/doc/document/ST-11267-2004-INIT/en/pdf
https://data.consilium.europa.eu/doc/document/ST-11267-2004-INIT/en/pdf
https://data.consilium.europa.eu/doc/document/ST-11267-2004-INIT/en/pdf
https://www.incb.org/documents/Publications/AnnualReports/AR2005/AR_05_Chapter_I.pdf
https://www.incb.org/documents/Publications/AnnualReports/AR2005/AR_05_Chapter_I.pdf
https://www.incb.org/documents/Publications/AnnualReports/AR2005/AR_05_Chapter_I.pdf
https://www.un.org/en/ecosoc/docs/2006/resolution%202006-31.pdf
https://www.un.org/en/ecosoc/docs/2006/resolution%202006-31.pdf
https://undocs.org/E/CN.7/2008/9
https://undocs.org/E/CN.7/2008/9
https://www.incb.org/documents/Publications/AnnualReports/AR2008/AR2008_Chapter_I.pdf
https://www.incb.org/documents/Publications/AnnualReports/AR2008/AR2008_Chapter_I.pdf
https://www.incb.org/documents/Publications/AnnualReports/AR2008/AR2008_Chapter_I.pdf
https://www.researchgate.net/profile/Paul-Hoebink/publication/254871476_The_Coherence_of_EU_Policies_Perspectives_from_the_North_and_the_South/links/54c2544a0cf219bbe4e6834d/The-Coherence-of-EU-Policies-Perspectives-from-the-North-and-the-South.pdf
https://www.researchgate.net/profile/Paul-Hoebink/publication/254871476_The_Coherence_of_EU_Policies_Perspectives_from_the_North_and_the_South/links/54c2544a0cf219bbe4e6834d/The-Coherence-of-EU-Policies-Perspectives-from-the-North-and-the-South.pdf
https://www.researchgate.net/profile/Paul-Hoebink/publication/254871476_The_Coherence_of_EU_Policies_Perspectives_from_the_North_and_the_South/links/54c2544a0cf219bbe4e6834d/The-Coherence-of-EU-Policies-Perspectives-from-the-North-and-the-South.pdf
https://www.researchgate.net/profile/Paul-Hoebink/publication/254871476_The_Coherence_of_EU_Policies_Perspectives_from_the_North_and_the_South/links/54c2544a0cf219bbe4e6834d/The-Coherence-of-EU-Policies-Perspectives-from-the-North-and-the-South.pdf
https://www.researchgate.net/profile/Paul-Hoebink/publication/254871476_The_Coherence_of_EU_Policies_Perspectives_from_the_North_and_the_South/links/54c2544a0cf219bbe4e6834d/The-Coherence-of-EU-Policies-Perspectives-from-the-North-and-the-South.pdf
https://www.researchgate.net/profile/Paul-Hoebink/publication/254871476_The_Coherence_of_EU_Policies_Perspectives_from_the_North_and_the_South/links/54c2544a0cf219bbe4e6834d/The-Coherence-of-EU-Policies-Perspectives-from-the-North-and-the-South.pdf
https://www.researchgate.net/profile/Paul-Hoebink/publication/254871476_The_Coherence_of_EU_Policies_Perspectives_from_the_North_and_the_South/links/54c2544a0cf219bbe4e6834d/The-Coherence-of-EU-Policies-Perspectives-from-the-North-and-the-South.pdf
https://www.incb.org/documents/Publications/AnnualReports/AR2005/AR_05_English.pdf
https://www.incb.org/documents/Publications/AnnualReports/AR2005/AR_05_English.pdf
https://www.incb.org/documents/Publications/AnnualReports/AR2005/AR_05_English.pdf
https://www.unodc.org/documents/crop-monitoring/Research_brief_Overview_of_AD.pdf
https://www.unodc.org/documents/crop-monitoring/Research_brief_Overview_of_AD.pdf
https://www.unodc.org/documents/crop-monitoring/Research_brief_Overview_of_AD.pdf
https://www.tni.org/files/publication-downloads/9th_idpd_chiangrai_report_full_final.pdf
https://www.tni.org/files/publication-downloads/9th_idpd_chiangrai_report_full_final.pdf
https://www.tni.org/files/publication-downloads/9th_idpd_chiangrai_report_full_final.pdf
http://www.maefahluang.org/?p=16
http://www.maefahluang.org/?p=16
https://www.tni.org/en/publication/connecting-the-dots
https://www.tni.org/en/publication/connecting-the-dots
https://puslitdatin.bnn.go.id/174-juta-penyalah-guna-ganja-menduduki-ranking-pertama-dilaporkan-ke-unodc-pada-acara-pengisian-arq-part-iii-tahun-2019/
https://puslitdatin.bnn.go.id/174-juta-penyalah-guna-ganja-menduduki-ranking-pertama-dilaporkan-ke-unodc-pada-acara-pengisian-arq-part-iii-tahun-2019/
https://puslitdatin.bnn.go.id/174-juta-penyalah-guna-ganja-menduduki-ranking-pertama-dilaporkan-ke-unodc-pada-acara-pengisian-arq-part-iii-tahun-2019/
https://puslitdatin.bnn.go.id/174-juta-penyalah-guna-ganja-menduduki-ranking-pertama-dilaporkan-ke-unodc-pada-acara-pengisian-arq-part-iii-tahun-2019/
https://puslitdatin.bnn.go.id/426-ton-barang-bukti-ganja-sitaan-polri-dan-bnn-dilaporkan-ke-unodc-pada-acara-pengisian-arq-part-iv-tahun-2019/
https://puslitdatin.bnn.go.id/426-ton-barang-bukti-ganja-sitaan-polri-dan-bnn-dilaporkan-ke-unodc-pada-acara-pengisian-arq-part-iv-tahun-2019/
https://puslitdatin.bnn.go.id/426-ton-barang-bukti-ganja-sitaan-polri-dan-bnn-dilaporkan-ke-unodc-pada-acara-pengisian-arq-part-iv-tahun-2019/
https://puslitdatin.bnn.go.id/426-ton-barang-bukti-ganja-sitaan-polri-dan-bnn-dilaporkan-ke-unodc-pada-acara-pengisian-arq-part-iv-tahun-2019/
https://puslitdatin.bnn.go.id/426-ton-barang-bukti-ganja-sitaan-polri-dan-bnn-dilaporkan-ke-unodc-pada-acara-pengisian-arq-part-iv-tahun-2019/
h


94  |  A sustainable future for cannabis farmers transnationalinstitute

7.	 Kingsbury, D. and McCulloch, L. (2006) 
‘Military Business in Aceh’, in A. Reid (Ed.), 
Verandah of Violence: The Background to the Aceh 
Conflict. Singapore: NUS Press, pp. 212–217.

8.	 Putri, D. and Blickman, T. (2016) ‘Cannabis in 
Indonesia: Patterns of consumption, production, 
and policies’. Amsterdam: Transnational Institute. 
https://www.tni.org/files/publication-downloads/
dpb_44_13012016_map_web.pdf 

9.	 Schulze, K E. (2004) ‘The Free Aceh Movement 
(GAM): Anatomy of a separatist organization’, 
Policy Studies, No. 2, Washington, DC: East-West 
Center, p. 27.

10.	 Badan Narkotika Nasional Republik Indonesia 
(n.d.) ‘Alternative development programme for 
cannabis growers in the province of Aceh, Republic 
of Indonesia’; Putri and Blickman (2016), p. 18.

11.	 Ibid., p. 3.

12.	 Badan Narkotika Nasional (2019) ‘Press Release 
Akhir Tahun. Kepala BNN: ‘Jadikan Narkoba Musuh 
Kita Bersama!’, Badan Narkotika Nasional Republik 
Indonesia, pp. 9–10. https://bnn.go.id/konten/
unggahan/2019/12/DRAFT-LAMPIRAN-PRESS-
RELEASE-AKHIR-TAHUN-2019-1-.pdf

13.	 Abik, H. (2019) ‘Merekam Pengakuan Petani 
yang Meninggalkan Budidaya Ganja di Aceh’, Vice, 
16 February. https://www.vice.com/id_id/article/
a3b7pp/merekam-pengakuan-petani-yang-
meninggalkan-budidaya-ganja-di-aceh 

14.	 Setyadi, A. (2017) ‘Mantan Petani Ganja: 
Penanam Ganja Tidak akan Pernah Kaya’, 
detikNews, 25 October. https://news.detik.
com/berita/d-3698945/mantan-petani-ganja-
penanam-ganja-tidak-akan-pernah-kaya 

15.	 Abik, H. (2019). 

16.	 Aguilar, S., Gutierrez, V., Sanchez, L. and 
Nougier, M. (2018) ‘Medicinal cannabis policies and 
practices around the world. Briefing paper, London/
Mexico DF: International Drug Policy Consortium & 
Mexico Unido Contra la Delincuencia. https://idpc.
net/publications/2018/04/medicinal-cannabis-
policies-and-practices-around-the-world 

17.	 Elevated Estate (2019) ‘Cannabis Report 
Introducing Thailand: Cannabis industry report 
on the local, regional, and international market 
and industry trends. Elevated Estate. https://
elevatedestate.asia/elevated-estate-cannabis-
report-2019-introducing-thailand/ 

18.	 Efe-Epa (2018) ‘Thai activists protest against 
patenting medicinal cannabis’, Agencia EFE, 20 
November. https://www.efe.com/efe/english/
life/thai-activists-protest-against-patenting-
medicinal-cannabis/50000263-3818652 

19.	 The Bangkok Post (2019) ‘Push for farmers 
to grow cannabis’, 30 November  https://www.
bangkokpost.com/thailand/general/1805164/push-
for-farmers-to-grow-cannabis 

20.	 Reuters (2019) ‘Thais allowed six cannabis 
plants per household under draft law’. 13 September  
https://www.reuters.com/article/us-thailand-
cannabis/thais-allowed-six-cannabis-plants-per-
household-under-draft-law-idUSKCN1VY0XL 

21.	 The Bangkok Post (2020) ‘Narcotics bill to 
be vetted soon: Anutin’. 1 September. https://
www.bangkokpost.com/thailand/general/1977631/
narcotics-bill-to-be-vetted-soon-anutin 

22.	 Joshi, S. (2020) ‘India’s first medical cannabis 
clinic is finally here’. Vice, 31 January. https://
www.vice.com/en_in/article/qjdv9p/indias-first-
medical-cannabis-marijuana-clinic-is-finally-
here; Kumari, B. (2020) ‘India’s first cannabis 
clinic in Koramangala has benefited several 
Bengalureans’, Bangalore Mirror, 9 February. 
https://bangaloremirror.indiatimes.com/bangalore/
cover-story/dr-cannabis-will-see-you-now/
articleshow/74035813.cms 

23.	 Dickinson, H. (2020) ‘Cannabis in India: 
is the country on the precipice of a new era of 
treatment?’, Lexology, 28 January.  https://www.
lexology.com/library/detail.aspx?g=dee49589-fa13-
4685-932c-2ab245426cd4 

24.	 Singh, A. (2019) ‘Delhi HC issues notice in 
plea challenging prohibition and criminalization 
of Cannabis use in India’, Bar and Bench, November 
6. https://www.barandbench.com/news/delhi-hc-
issues-notice-in-plea-challenging-prohibition-
and-criminalization-of-cannabis-use-in-india; 
Sachin, A. (2019) ‘GLM did it. Delhi High Court 
accepted petition on Cannabis’. YouTube, 6 
November. https://youtu.be/KUauhlFhgNg 

25.	 Budhathoki, A. (2020) ‘Nepali lawmakers push 
marijuana legalization’, Nikkei Asian Review, 24 
March. https://asia.nikkei.com/Politics/Nepali-
lawmakers-push-marijuana-legalization2 

26.	 Nurbaiti, A. (2020) ‘Up in smoke: Ministry 
to revoke marijuana’s designation as “medicinal 
plant”’, The Jakarta Post, 29 August. https://
www.thejakartapost.com/news/2020/08/29/
up-in-smoke-ministry-to-revoke-marijuanas-
designation-as-medicinal-plant.html 

27.	 Putri, D. (2019) ‘Cannabis, for starters’, 
Inside Indonesia, 137: Jul-Sep. https://www.
insideindonesia.org/cannabis-for-starters 

28.	 The Jakarta Post (2020) ‘Be flexible: Islamic 
party lawmaker wants Indonesia to export 
cannabis’, 31 January.  
 https://www.thejakartapost.com/news/2020/01/31/
be-flexible-pks-lawmaker-suggests-indonesia-
export-marijuana.html 

29.	 LGN_id. (8 August 2020) ‘LGN Silaturahmi di 
Nanggroe Aceh Darussalam’, Instagram, 8 August. 
https://www.instagram.com/p/CDoBNrRAV3L/ 

4.  Latin America & the Caribbean
1.	  Hanson, V.J. (2020), ‘Cannabis policy reform. 
Jamaica’s experience’ in: Decore, T., Lenton, S. & 
Wilkens, C. (eds.), Legalizing Cannabis. Experiences, 
Lessons and Scenarios. Routledge Studies in Crime 
and Society. Abingdon: Routledge. https://doi.
org/10.4324/9780429427794

2.	 CARICOM Regional Commission on Marijuana 
(2018) Waiting to Exhale-Safeguarding our future 
through responsible socio-legal policy on Marijuana, 
Report of the CARICOM Regional Commission 
on Marijuana 2018. Georgetown: Caribbean 

https://www.tni.org/files/publication-downloads/dpb_44_13012016_map_web.pdf
https://www.tni.org/files/publication-downloads/dpb_44_13012016_map_web.pdf
h 
https://bnn.go.id/konten/unggahan/2019/12/DRAFT-LAMPIRAN-PRESS-RELEASE-AKHIR-TAHUN-2019-1-.pdf
https://bnn.go.id/konten/unggahan/2019/12/DRAFT-LAMPIRAN-PRESS-RELEASE-AKHIR-TAHUN-2019-1-.pdf
https://bnn.go.id/konten/unggahan/2019/12/DRAFT-LAMPIRAN-PRESS-RELEASE-AKHIR-TAHUN-2019-1-.pdf
https://www.vice.com/id_id/article/a3b7pp/merekam-pengakuan-petani-yang-meninggalkan-budidaya-ganja-di-aceh
https://www.vice.com/id_id/article/a3b7pp/merekam-pengakuan-petani-yang-meninggalkan-budidaya-ganja-di-aceh
https://www.vice.com/id_id/article/a3b7pp/merekam-pengakuan-petani-yang-meninggalkan-budidaya-ganja-di-aceh
https://news.detik.com/berita/d-3698945/mantan-petani-ganja-penanam-ganja-tidak-akan-pernah-kaya
https://news.detik.com/berita/d-3698945/mantan-petani-ganja-penanam-ganja-tidak-akan-pernah-kaya
https://news.detik.com/berita/d-3698945/mantan-petani-ganja-penanam-ganja-tidak-akan-pernah-kaya
h 
https://idpc.net/publications/2018/04/medicinal-cannabis-policies-and-practices-around-the-world
https://idpc.net/publications/2018/04/medicinal-cannabis-policies-and-practices-around-the-world
https://idpc.net/publications/2018/04/medicinal-cannabis-policies-and-practices-around-the-world
https://elevatedestate.asia/elevated-estate-cannabis-report-2019-introducing-thailand/
https://elevatedestate.asia/elevated-estate-cannabis-report-2019-introducing-thailand/
https://elevatedestate.asia/elevated-estate-cannabis-report-2019-introducing-thailand/
https://www.efe.com/efe/english/life/thai-activists-protest-against-patenting-medicinal-cannabis/50000263-3818652
https://www.efe.com/efe/english/life/thai-activists-protest-against-patenting-medicinal-cannabis/50000263-3818652
https://www.efe.com/efe/english/life/thai-activists-protest-against-patenting-medicinal-cannabis/50000263-3818652
https://www.bangkokpost.com/thailand/general/1805164/push-for-farmers-to-grow-cannabis
https://www.bangkokpost.com/thailand/general/1805164/push-for-farmers-to-grow-cannabis
https://www.bangkokpost.com/thailand/general/1805164/push-for-farmers-to-grow-cannabis
https://www.reuters.com/article/us-thailand-cannabis/thais-allowed-six-cannabis-plants-per-household-under-draft-law-idUSKCN1VY0XL
https://www.reuters.com/article/us-thailand-cannabis/thais-allowed-six-cannabis-plants-per-household-under-draft-law-idUSKCN1VY0XL
https://www.reuters.com/article/us-thailand-cannabis/thais-allowed-six-cannabis-plants-per-household-under-draft-law-idUSKCN1VY0XL
https://www.bangkokpost.com/thailand/general/1977631/narcotics-bill-to-be-vetted-soon-anutin
https://www.bangkokpost.com/thailand/general/1977631/narcotics-bill-to-be-vetted-soon-anutin
https://www.bangkokpost.com/thailand/general/1977631/narcotics-bill-to-be-vetted-soon-anutin
https://www.vice.com/en_in/article/qjdv9p/indias-first-medical-cannabis-marijuana-clinic-is-finally-here
https://www.vice.com/en_in/article/qjdv9p/indias-first-medical-cannabis-marijuana-clinic-is-finally-here
https://www.vice.com/en_in/article/qjdv9p/indias-first-medical-cannabis-marijuana-clinic-is-finally-here
https://www.vice.com/en_in/article/qjdv9p/indias-first-medical-cannabis-marijuana-clinic-is-finally-here
https://bangaloremirror.indiatimes.com/bangalore/cover-story/dr-cannabis-will-see-you-now/articleshow/74035813.cms
https://bangaloremirror.indiatimes.com/bangalore/cover-story/dr-cannabis-will-see-you-now/articleshow/74035813.cms
https://bangaloremirror.indiatimes.com/bangalore/cover-story/dr-cannabis-will-see-you-now/articleshow/74035813.cms
https://www.lexology.com/library/detail.aspx?g=dee49589-fa13-4685-932c-2ab245426cd4
https://www.lexology.com/library/detail.aspx?g=dee49589-fa13-4685-932c-2ab245426cd4
https://www.lexology.com/library/detail.aspx?g=dee49589-fa13-4685-932c-2ab245426cd4
https://www.barandbench.com/news/delhi-hc-issues-notice-in-plea-challenging-prohibition-and-criminalization-of-cannabis-use-in-india
https://www.barandbench.com/news/delhi-hc-issues-notice-in-plea-challenging-prohibition-and-criminalization-of-cannabis-use-in-india
https://www.barandbench.com/news/delhi-hc-issues-notice-in-plea-challenging-prohibition-and-criminalization-of-cannabis-use-in-india
https://youtu.be/KUauhlFhgNg
https://asia.nikkei.com/Politics/Nepali-lawmakers-push-marijuana-legalization2
https://asia.nikkei.com/Politics/Nepali-lawmakers-push-marijuana-legalization2
https://www.thejakartapost.com/news/2020/08/29/up-in-smoke-ministry-to-revoke-marijuanas-designation-as-medicinal-plant.html
https://www.thejakartapost.com/news/2020/08/29/up-in-smoke-ministry-to-revoke-marijuanas-designation-as-medicinal-plant.html
https://www.thejakartapost.com/news/2020/08/29/up-in-smoke-ministry-to-revoke-marijuanas-designation-as-medicinal-plant.html
https://www.thejakartapost.com/news/2020/08/29/up-in-smoke-ministry-to-revoke-marijuanas-designation-as-medicinal-plant.html
https://www.insideindonesia.org/cannabis-for-starters
https://www.insideindonesia.org/cannabis-for-starters
https://www.thejakartapost.com/news/2020/01/31/be-flexible-pks-lawmaker-suggests-indonesia-export-marijuana.html
https://www.thejakartapost.com/news/2020/01/31/be-flexible-pks-lawmaker-suggests-indonesia-export-marijuana.html
https://www.thejakartapost.com/news/2020/01/31/be-flexible-pks-lawmaker-suggests-indonesia-export-marijuana.html
https://www.instagram.com/p/CDoBNrRAV3L/
https://doi.org/10.4324/9780429427794
https://doi.org/10.4324/9780429427794


transnationalinstitute A sustainable future for cannabis farmers  |  95

Community (CARICOM) Secretariat. https://
caricom.org/wp-content/uploads/MARIJUANA-
REPORT-FINAL-3-AUG-18-doc.pdf

3.	 Ministry of Justice (n.d.) Fact Sheet prepared 
by the Ministry of Justice on the Dangerous Drugs 
(Amendment) Act 2015. https://moj.gov.jm/
sites/default/files/Dangerous%20Drugs%20
Amendment%20Act%202015%20Fact%20Sheet_0.
pdf

4.	 Grant, R. (2020) ‘CLA Aims to Issue Its 100th 
License by the End of 2020/21 Fiscal Year’, Jamaica 
Information Service, 30 August.  https://jis.gov.jm/
cla-aims-to-issue-its-100th-license-by-the-end-
of-2020-21-fiscal-year/

5.	 Interview with Vicki Hanson by Sylvia Kay, 
November 2019, St. Vincent and the Grenadines. 

6.	 Sterling, N. (2019) ‘Ganja Cultivation Project 
for Small Farmers to Begin by March – PM’, 
Jamaica Information Service, 8 January.  https://
jis.gov.jm/ganja-cultivation-project-for-small-
farmers-to-begin-by-march-pm

7.	 Cannabis Licensing Authority (CLA) (2017) 
Alternative Development (AD) Project. Including the 
Small Traditional Ganja Farmers in the Regulated 
Space. Kingston: CLA. http://cla.org.jm/sites/
default/files/documents/The%20Alternative%20
development%20Programme_as%20at%20
December%202017.pdf

8.	 Ferguson, A. (2019) ‘Accompong ready to 
plant 10 acres of ganja - Minister says small 
farmers won’t be left behind’, The Gleaner, 29 April. 
https://web.archive.org/web/20190429093743/
https://www2.jamaica-gleaner.com/article/
news/20190429/accompong-ready-plant-10-
acres-ganja-minister-says-small-farmers-wont-
be-left

9.	 Klein, A. & Hanson, V.J. (2020) Ganja licensing 
in Jamaica: Learning lessons and setting standards, 
Interdisciplinary Centre of Cannabis Research, 
Swansea/Kingston: Global Drug Policy Observatory 
(GDPO) / Department of Government, University 
of the West Indies (Mona). https://idpc.net/
publications/2020/04/ganja-licensing-in-jamaica-
learning-lessons-and-setting-standards

10.	 Fair Trade Cannabis Working Group (2020) 
The Emerging Cannabis Industry in the Caribbean and 
a Place for Small-Scale Traditional Farmers. Position 
paper, p. 8.  https://www.tni.org/files/publication-
downloads/the_emerging_cannabis_industry_in_
the_caribbean_and_a_place_for_small-scale_
traditional_farmers_position_paper.pdf

11.	 Ibid.

12.	 Machel, A.E., Haughton, A.Y. and K’nife, 
K. (2018) ‘Policy analysis and implications of 
establishing the Caribbean Cannabis Economy 
(CCE): lessons from Jamaica’, Drugs and Alcohol 
Today, 18(2). https://doi.org/10.1108/DAT-09-2017-
0052

13.	 This includes concerns raised by the 
International Narcotics Control Board (INCB) with 
regards to Jamaica’s AD project including ‘how the 
alternative development project ‘allowing small 
cannabis farmers’ would allow your Government 

[Jamaica] to secure that farmers would be subject to 
the same level of control that is being applied to the 
licensed cultivation of cannabis in order to prevent 
diversion, as described in Klein, A. & Hanson, V.J. 
(2020).

14.	 Interview with Annette Henry, former Director 
of Licensing at the Cannabis Licensing Authority, 
Jamaica, by Sylvia Kay, November 2019, St. Vincent 
and the Grenadines.

15.	 Medicinal Cannabis Authority (2019) 
‘Traditional cannabis cultivators benefit from MCA 
training’. 3 December. https://mca.vc/traditional-
cannabis-cultivators-benefit-from-mca-training/

16.	 Interview with Junior Cottle, alias Spirit, by 
Sylvia Kay, November 2019, St. Vincent and the 
Grenadines.

17.	 Interview with Samantha Phillips by 
Sylvia Kay, November 2019, St. Vincent and the 
Grenadines.

18.	 CARICOM Regional Commission on Marijuana 
(2018) Preface.

19.	 Ibid. 

20.	 Interview with Rose-Marie Antoine by 
Sylvia Kay, November 2019, St. Vincent and the 
Grenadines.

21.	 Interview with policy officials by Sylvia Kay, 
November 2019, St. Vincent and the Grenadines.

22.	 Fair Trade Cannabis Working Group (2020).

23.	 Interview with Junior Cottle Junior, alias Spirit, 
by Sylvia Kay, November 2019, St. Vincent and the 
Grenadines.

24.	 Corda, A., Cortés, E. and Piñol Arriaga, D. 
(2019) Cannabis en Latinoamérica: la ola verde y 
los retos hacia la regulación. Colectivo de Estudios 
Drogas y Derecho (CEDD), Documentos Dejusticia 
54, Bogotá:  Dejusticia, p. 95. https://www.wola.
org/wp-content/uploads/2020/02/Cannabis-en-
Latinoam%C3%A9rica-La-Ola-Verde.pdf

25.	 Argentina, Brazil, Chile, Colombia, Mexico, 
Peru and Uruguay are the countries that have 
introduced some form of regulation of medical 
cannabis in their legislation. While some only allow 
the importation of medicines (Argentina, Brazil 
and Mexico), others have decriminalised self-
cultivation (Chile) and in the case of Colombia, 
Peru and Uruguay they have established a licensing 
system.  

26.	 Jelsma, M., Kay, S. & Bewley-Taylor, D. (2019) 
‘Fair(er) trade options for the cannabis market’. 
Cannabis Innovate, p. 5. https://www.tni.org/en/
publication/fairer-trade-cannabis

27.	 Correa, P., Ruiz, A., and Youngers, C. (2019) 
‘Cultivo de cannabis en América Latina: su 
erradicación y efectos’. Bogotá: Colectivo de 
Estudio Drogas y Derecho (CEDD),  p. 2. https://
www.dejusticia.org/wp-content/uploads/2020/01/
Cartilla_CEED_Cannabis.pdf

28.	 Martinez Rivera, N. (2019) ‘The challenges of 
medicinal cannabis in Colombia: A look at small-
and medium-scale growers’, Drug Policy Briefing 
Nr. 52, Amsterdam: Transnational Institute, p. 12. 

https://caricom.org/wp-content/uploads/MARIJUANA-REPORT-FINAL-3-AUG-18-doc.pdf
https://caricom.org/wp-content/uploads/MARIJUANA-REPORT-FINAL-3-AUG-18-doc.pdf
https://caricom.org/wp-content/uploads/MARIJUANA-REPORT-FINAL-3-AUG-18-doc.pdf
https://moj.gov.jm/sites/default/files/Dangerous%20Drugs%20Amendment%20Act%202015%20Fact%20Sheet_0.pdf
https://moj.gov.jm/sites/default/files/Dangerous%20Drugs%20Amendment%20Act%202015%20Fact%20Sheet_0.pdf
https://moj.gov.jm/sites/default/files/Dangerous%20Drugs%20Amendment%20Act%202015%20Fact%20Sheet_0.pdf
https://moj.gov.jm/sites/default/files/Dangerous%20Drugs%20Amendment%20Act%202015%20Fact%20Sheet_0.pdf
https://jis.gov.jm/cla-aims-to-issue-its-100th-license-by-the-end-of-2020-21-fiscal-year/
https://jis.gov.jm/cla-aims-to-issue-its-100th-license-by-the-end-of-2020-21-fiscal-year/
https://jis.gov.jm/cla-aims-to-issue-its-100th-license-by-the-end-of-2020-21-fiscal-year/
https://jis.gov.jm/ganja-cultivation-project-for-small-farmers-to-begin-by-march-pm
https://jis.gov.jm/ganja-cultivation-project-for-small-farmers-to-begin-by-march-pm
https://jis.gov.jm/ganja-cultivation-project-for-small-farmers-to-begin-by-march-pm
http://cla.org.jm/sites/default/files/documents/The Alternative development Programme_as at December 2017.pdf
http://cla.org.jm/sites/default/files/documents/The Alternative development Programme_as at December 2017.pdf
http://cla.org.jm/sites/default/files/documents/The Alternative development Programme_as at December 2017.pdf
http://cla.org.jm/sites/default/files/documents/The Alternative development Programme_as at December 2017.pdf
https://web.archive.org/web/20190429093743/https://www2.jamaica-gleaner.com/article/news/20190429/accompong-ready-plant-10-acres-ganja-minister-says-small-farmers-wont-be-left 
https://web.archive.org/web/20190429093743/https://www2.jamaica-gleaner.com/article/news/20190429/accompong-ready-plant-10-acres-ganja-minister-says-small-farmers-wont-be-left 
https://web.archive.org/web/20190429093743/https://www2.jamaica-gleaner.com/article/news/20190429/accompong-ready-plant-10-acres-ganja-minister-says-small-farmers-wont-be-left 
https://web.archive.org/web/20190429093743/https://www2.jamaica-gleaner.com/article/news/20190429/accompong-ready-plant-10-acres-ganja-minister-says-small-farmers-wont-be-left 
https://web.archive.org/web/20190429093743/https://www2.jamaica-gleaner.com/article/news/20190429/accompong-ready-plant-10-acres-ganja-minister-says-small-farmers-wont-be-left 
https://idpc.net/publications/2020/04/ganja-licensing-in-jamaica-learning-lessons-and-setting-standards
https://idpc.net/publications/2020/04/ganja-licensing-in-jamaica-learning-lessons-and-setting-standards
https://idpc.net/publications/2020/04/ganja-licensing-in-jamaica-learning-lessons-and-setting-standards
https://www.tni.org/files/publication-downloads/the_emerging_cannabis_industry_in_the_caribbean_and_a_place_for_small-scale_traditional_farmers_position_paper.pdf
https://www.tni.org/files/publication-downloads/the_emerging_cannabis_industry_in_the_caribbean_and_a_place_for_small-scale_traditional_farmers_position_paper.pdf
https://www.tni.org/files/publication-downloads/the_emerging_cannabis_industry_in_the_caribbean_and_a_place_for_small-scale_traditional_farmers_position_paper.pdf
https://www.tni.org/files/publication-downloads/the_emerging_cannabis_industry_in_the_caribbean_and_a_place_for_small-scale_traditional_farmers_position_paper.pdf
https://www.emerald.com/insight/search?q=Machel Anthony%20Emanuel
https://www.emerald.com/insight/search?q=Andre Yone Haughton
https://www.emerald.com/insight/search?q=Kadamawe Knife
https://www.emerald.com/insight/publication/issn/1745-9265
https://www.emerald.com/insight/publication/issn/1745-9265
https://doi.org/10.1108/DAT-09-2017-0052
https://doi.org/10.1108/DAT-09-2017-0052
https://mca.vc/traditional-cannabis-cultivators-benefit-from-mca-training/
https://mca.vc/traditional-cannabis-cultivators-benefit-from-mca-training/
https://www.wola.org/wp-content/uploads/2020/02/Cannabis-en-Latinoam%C3%A9rica-La-Ola-Verde.pdf
https://www.wola.org/wp-content/uploads/2020/02/Cannabis-en-Latinoam%C3%A9rica-La-Ola-Verde.pdf
https://www.wola.org/wp-content/uploads/2020/02/Cannabis-en-Latinoam%C3%A9rica-La-Ola-Verde.pdf
https://www.tni.org/en/publication/fairer-trade-cannabis
https://www.tni.org/en/publication/fairer-trade-cannabis
https://www.dejusticia.org/wp-content/uploads/2020/01/Cartilla_CEED_Cannabis.pdf
https://www.dejusticia.org/wp-content/uploads/2020/01/Cartilla_CEED_Cannabis.pdf
https://www.dejusticia.org/wp-content/uploads/2020/01/Cartilla_CEED_Cannabis.pdf


96  |  A sustainable future for cannabis farmers transnationalinstitute

https://www.tni.org/files/publication-downloads/
policybrief_52_eng_web.pdf

29.	 Ramírez, J.M. (2019). La industria del cannabis 
medicinal en Colombia. Bogotá: Fedesarrollo, 
p. 30. https://www.repository.fedesarrollo.
org.co/bitstream/handle/11445/3823/Repor_
Diciembre_2019_Ramírez.pdf

30.	 Ramírez, J.M. (2019). La industria del cannabis 
medicinal en Colombia. Bogotá: Fedesarrollo, 
p. 30. https://www.repository.fedesarrollo.
org.co/bitstream/handle/11445/3823/Repor_
Diciembre_2019_Ramírez.pdf

31.	 Garzón, J.C. (2016) ‘Regulación de la marihuana 
medicinal: sinsabores, dudas y oportunidades’. 
Razón Pública, 8 August. https://razonpublica.
com/regulacion-de-la-marihuana-medicinal-
sinsabores-dudas-y-oportunidades/ 

32.	 Martinez Rivera (2019), p. 18.

33.	 Jelsma, Kay and Bewley-Taylor (2019), p. 11.

34.	 Manrique Zuluaga, V. (2020) ‘El cannabis 
medicinal: ¿una forma de estabilización o sustitución 
para los municipios en Colombia? Bogotá: 
Observatorio Iberoamericano de Drogas y Cultivos 
Ilícitos, p. 6.

35.	 Ramírez (2019), p. 53.

36.	 Majbub Avendaño, S. (2017) ‘Implementación 
del punto 4 del Acuerdo de Paz’, ideas verdes 4  p.11. 
https://co.boell.org/sites/default/files/20180214_
ideasverdes_no4_completo_web.pdf

37.	 Reuters (2018) ‘Mexico Supreme Court says 
ban on recreational marijuana unconstitutional’, 
1 November. https://www.reuters.com/article/us-
mexico-drugs-idUSKCN1N638D

38.	 Ortega, A. and León, M. (2020) ‘El debate 
de marihuana avanza en el Senado, aprueban 
dictamen’, Expansión Política, 4 March. https://
politica.expansion.mx/congreso/2020/03/04/
senado-regular-uso-ludico-de-marihuana 

39.	 Regulación por la paz (n.d.), Dictamen de 
Cannabis para Uso Adulto: Observaciones al proyecto 
de predictamen. http://regulacionporlapaz.com/
propuestas 

40.	 México Unido contra el Delito (2020) ‘MUCD 
exhorta a las Comisiones Unidas de Justicia, Salud 
y Estudios Legislativos Segunda a modificar el 
dictamen para que México tenga una regulación 
de cannabis pensada por y para los mexicanos’, 4 
March.  https://www.mucd.org.mx/2020/03/mucd-
exhorta-a-las-comisiones/ 

41.	 Senado de la República (2020) ‘Comisiones 
aprueban en lo general dictamen sobre regulación 
del cannabis’, 4 March. http://comunicacion.
senado.gob.mx/index.php/informacion/
boletines/47802-comisiones-aprueban-en-lo-
general-dictamen-sobre-regulacion-del-cannabis.
html 

42.	 Ibid. 

43.	 México Unido contra el Delito (2020).

44.	 ‘México, cannabis legal con justicia social’ 
(2020) Webinar organised by México Unido contra 
la Delincuencia y el Delito (MUCD), WOLA and 

Transnational Institute (TNI). 8 September. https://
www.facebook.com/watch/live/?v=2649066675343
841&ref=watch_permalink

45.	 Universidad de los Andes (2019) ‘La regulación 
del cannabis en la construcción de paz’. 19 
September https://uniandes.edu.co/es/noticias/
sociologia/la-regulacion-del-cannabis-en-la-
construccion-de-paz 

46.	 Garat, G. (2016) ‘Paraguay: la tierra escondida: 
Examen del mayor productor de cannabis de 
América del Sur’. Informe sobre políticas de drogas 
No. 46. Amsterdam: Friedrich-Ebert-Stiftung 
(FES) / Transnational Institute (TNI). http://www.
druglawreform.info/images/stories/documents/
paraguay%20fes%20final.pdf

47.	 COPOLAD (2017) ‘Paraguay hosts the 2nd 
edition of a workshops series on Alternative 
Development and value chains organized by 
COPOLAD’. 8 September. http://copolad.eu/en/
noticia/paraguay-acoge-la-2a-edicion-de-la-
serie-de-talleres-sobre-desarrollo-alternativo-y-
cadenas-de-valor-organizado-por-copolad

48.	 Contribution from Francisco Larrea, from 
Kamba Rembe, the heart of cannabis production in 
San Pedro Paraguay.

49.	 https://www.nodal.am/2020/02/el-gobierno-
paraguayo-otorga-licencias-a-12-empresas-para-
la-produccion-de-cannabis-medicinal/

5. Africa & Middle East
1.	 Bellakhdar (2013).

2.	 Mikuriya, T.H. (1967) ‘Kif Cultivation in the 
Rif Mountains’, Economic Botany, 2(3). https://doi.
org/10.1007/BF02860372

3.	 Blickman, T. (2017). 

4.	 Afsahi, K. (2015) ‘Are Moroccan cannabis 
growers able to adapt to recent European market 
trend?’ International Journal of Drug Policy, 26:327–
32.

5.	 Chouvy, P.A. (2005) ‘Morocco said to produce 
nearly half of the world’s hashish supply’, Jane’s 
Intelligence Review, 17(11): 32–35. http://geopium.
org/276/morocco-said-to-produce-nearly-half-
of-the-worlds-hashish-supply

6.	 Moore, H.M., Fox, H.R., Harrouni, M.C. & El 
Alami A. (1998) ‘Environmental challenges in the 
Rif mountains, northern Morocco’, Environmental 
Conservation, 25(4): 354–365. 

7.	 Grovel, R. (1996) ‘La préservation des forêts du 
Rif centro-occidental : un enjeu de développement 
de la montagne rifaine’, Revue de géographie alpine, 
84(4): 75–94. http://www.persee.fr/doc/rga_0035-
1121_1996_num_84_4_388

8.	 UNODC (2003) Maroc. Enquête sur le cannabis 
2003. Vienna: United Nations Office on Drugs 
and Crime, p. 7.  http://www.unodc.org/pdf/
publications/morocco_cannabis_survey_2003_
fr.pdf

9.	 Labrousse, A. and Romero, L. (2001) Rapport 
sur la situation du cannabis dans le Rif marocain (Juin-
août 2001). Observatoire français des drogues et des 

https://www.tni.org/files/publication-downloads/policybrief_52_eng_web.pdf
https://www.tni.org/files/publication-downloads/policybrief_52_eng_web.pdf
https://www.repository.fedesarrollo.org.co/bitstream/handle/11445/3823/Repor_Diciembre_2019_Ram�rez.pdf 
https://www.repository.fedesarrollo.org.co/bitstream/handle/11445/3823/Repor_Diciembre_2019_Ram�rez.pdf 
https://www.repository.fedesarrollo.org.co/bitstream/handle/11445/3823/Repor_Diciembre_2019_Ram�rez.pdf 
http://
http://
http://
https://razonpublica.com/regulacion-de-la-marihuana-medicinal-sinsabores-dudas-y-oportunidades/
https://razonpublica.com/regulacion-de-la-marihuana-medicinal-sinsabores-dudas-y-oportunidades/
https://razonpublica.com/regulacion-de-la-marihuana-medicinal-sinsabores-dudas-y-oportunidades/
https://co.boell.org/sites/default/files/20180214_ideasverdes_no4_completo_web.pdf
https://co.boell.org/sites/default/files/20180214_ideasverdes_no4_completo_web.pdf
https://www.reuters.com/article/us-mexico-drugs-idUSKCN1N638D
https://www.reuters.com/article/us-mexico-drugs-idUSKCN1N638D
https://politica.expansion.mx/congreso/2020/03/04/senado-regular-uso-ludico-de-marihuana
https://politica.expansion.mx/congreso/2020/03/04/senado-regular-uso-ludico-de-marihuana
https://politica.expansion.mx/congreso/2020/03/04/senado-regular-uso-ludico-de-marihuana
http://regulacionporlapaz.com/propuestas
http://regulacionporlapaz.com/propuestas
https://www.mucd.org.mx/2020/03/mucd-exhorta-a-las-comisiones/
https://www.mucd.org.mx/2020/03/mucd-exhorta-a-las-comisiones/
http://comunicacion.senado.gob.mx/index.php/informacion/boletines/47802-comisiones-aprueban-en-lo-general-dictamen-sobre-regulacion-del-cannabis.html
http://comunicacion.senado.gob.mx/index.php/informacion/boletines/47802-comisiones-aprueban-en-lo-general-dictamen-sobre-regulacion-del-cannabis.html
http://comunicacion.senado.gob.mx/index.php/informacion/boletines/47802-comisiones-aprueban-en-lo-general-dictamen-sobre-regulacion-del-cannabis.html
http://comunicacion.senado.gob.mx/index.php/informacion/boletines/47802-comisiones-aprueban-en-lo-general-dictamen-sobre-regulacion-del-cannabis.html
http://comunicacion.senado.gob.mx/index.php/informacion/boletines/47802-comisiones-aprueban-en-lo-general-dictamen-sobre-regulacion-del-cannabis.html
https://www.facebook.com/watch/live/?v=2649066675343841&ref=watch_permalink
https://www.facebook.com/watch/live/?v=2649066675343841&ref=watch_permalink
https://www.facebook.com/watch/live/?v=2649066675343841&ref=watch_permalink
https://uniandes.edu.co/es/noticias/sociologia/la-regulacion-del-cannabis-en-la-construccion-de-paz
https://uniandes.edu.co/es/noticias/sociologia/la-regulacion-del-cannabis-en-la-construccion-de-paz
https://uniandes.edu.co/es/noticias/sociologia/la-regulacion-del-cannabis-en-la-construccion-de-paz
http://www.druglawreform.info/images/stories/documents/paraguay fes final.pdf
http://www.druglawreform.info/images/stories/documents/paraguay fes final.pdf
http://www.druglawreform.info/images/stories/documents/paraguay fes final.pdf
http://copolad.eu/en/noticia/paraguay-acoge-la-2a-edicion-de-la-serie-de-talleres-sobre-desarrollo-alternativo-y-cadenas-de-valor-organizado-por-copolad
http://copolad.eu/en/noticia/paraguay-acoge-la-2a-edicion-de-la-serie-de-talleres-sobre-desarrollo-alternativo-y-cadenas-de-valor-organizado-por-copolad
http://copolad.eu/en/noticia/paraguay-acoge-la-2a-edicion-de-la-serie-de-talleres-sobre-desarrollo-alternativo-y-cadenas-de-valor-organizado-por-copolad
http://copolad.eu/en/noticia/paraguay-acoge-la-2a-edicion-de-la-serie-de-talleres-sobre-desarrollo-alternativo-y-cadenas-de-valor-organizado-por-copolad
https://www.nodal.am/2020/02/el-gobierno-paraguayo-otorga-licencias-a-12-empresas-para-la-produccion-de-cannabis-medicinal/
https://www.nodal.am/2020/02/el-gobierno-paraguayo-otorga-licencias-a-12-empresas-para-la-produccion-de-cannabis-medicinal/
https://www.nodal.am/2020/02/el-gobierno-paraguayo-otorga-licencias-a-12-empresas-para-la-produccion-de-cannabis-medicinal/
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF02860372
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF02860372
http://geopium.org/276/morocco-said-to-produce-nearly-half-of-the-worlds-hashish-supply
http://geopium.org/276/morocco-said-to-produce-nearly-half-of-the-worlds-hashish-supply
http://geopium.org/276/morocco-said-to-produce-nearly-half-of-the-worlds-hashish-supply
http://www.persee.fr/doc/rga_0035-1121_1996_num_84_4_388
http://www.persee.fr/doc/rga_0035-1121_1996_num_84_4_388
http://www.unodc.org/pdf/publications/morocco_cannabis_survey_2003_fr.pdf
http://www.unodc.org/pdf/publications/morocco_cannabis_survey_2003_fr.pdf
http://www.unodc.org/pdf/publications/morocco_cannabis_survey_2003_fr.pdf


transnationalinstitute A sustainable future for cannabis farmers  |  97

toxicomanies (OFDT), p. 14. http://www.ofdt.fr/
BDD/publications/docs/epbxalhc.pdf

10.	 UNODC (2003), p. 25. 

11.	 Ibid., p. 21.

12.	 Map published in UNODC (2007) Morocco 
Cannabis Survey 2005, Executive Summary.  

13.	 For more details on the discrepancies in the 
figures, see: Chouvy, P.A. and Afsahi, K. (2014) 
‘Hashish revival in Morocco’, International Journal of 
Drug Policy, 2(3): 416–423. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
drugpo.2014.01.001

14.	 In June 2010, helicopters sprayed cannabis 
fields in Bab Berred, see: Alami, A. (2011) Morocco: 
Cannabis fields torched, AFP/GlobalPost, 23 January. 
https://www.pri.org/stories/2011-01-23/morocco-
cannabis-fields-torched; Le Braz, E. (2010) ‘Raid 
sur le kif... et sur les paysans’, Courrier International, 
2 September. https://www.courrierinternational.
com/article/2010/09/02/raid-sur-le-kif-et-
sur-les-paysans. The reports mention the use of 
Gramoxone (a commercial name of the herbicide 
paraquat). In the EU, paraquat has been banned 
since 2007. See: The Court of First Instance annuls 
the directive authorising paraquat as an active 
plant protection substance, Court of First Instance 
of the European Communities, Press release No 
45/07, 11 July 2007.  http://curia.europa.eu/en/actu/
communiques/cp07/aff/cp070045en.pdf; ‘EU court 
bans Syngenta’s paraquat weedkiller’, Swissinfo, 11 
July 2007. http://www.swissinfo.ch/eng/eu-court-
bans-syngenta-s-paraquat-weedkiller/6000056

15.	 Afsahi (2015).

16.	 Chouvy, P.A. and Afsahi, K. (2014) ‘Hasish 
revival in Morocco’, International Journal of Drug 
Policy, 2(3): 416–423. http://www.ijdp.org/article/
S0955-3959(14)00003-6/fulltext

17.	 Carpentier, C., Laniel, L. and Griffiths, P. 
(2012) ‘Cannabis production and markets in 
Europe’, EMCDDA Insights, Lisbon: European 
Monitoring Centre for Drugs and Drug Addiction 
(EMCDDA), pp. 50–53. http://www.emcdda.europa.
eu/attachements.cfm/att_166248_EN_web_
INSIGHTS_CANNABIS.pdf

18.	 UNODC (2003), p. 21

19.	 Laforge, A. (2017) ‘Driss Benhima: «Il faut 
décriminaliser les agriculteurs de cannabis», Tel 
Quel,. 750, 3–9 February.  

20.	 Chouvy and  Afsahi (2014). 

21.	 UNODC (2019) World Drug Report 2019, Booklet 5: 
Cannabis and Hallucinogens. Vienna: United Nations 
Office on Drugs and Crime, p. 67. https://wdr.
unodc.org/wdr2019/prelaunch/WDR19_Booklet_5_
CANNABIS_HALLUCINOGENS.pdf

22.	 Blickman (2017). 

23.	 Chouvy and Afsahi (2014). 

24.	 Taiqui, L. (1997) ‘La dégradation écologique au 
Rif marocain: nécessités d’une nouvelle approche’, 
Mediterránea. Serie de estudios biológicos, II, 16: 5–17. 
https://www.readcube.com/articles/10.14198%2Fm
dtrra1997.16.01

25.	 Moore et al. (1998).

26.	 Afsahi, K. (2020) ‘The Rif and California: 
Environmental violence in the era of new cannabis 
markets’, International Development Policy, 12. 
http://journals.openedition.org/poldev/3931 

27.	 McNeill, J. R. (1992) ‘Kif in the Rif: A historical 
and ecological perspective on marijuana, markets, 
and manure in Northern Morocco’, Mountain 
Research and Development, 12(4): 389–392.

28.	 Blickman (2017). 

29.	 Afsahi (2015); Blickman (2017). 

30.	 UNODC and APDN (2007) Maroc: enquete sur le 
cannabis 2005, p. 5.  https://www.unodc.org/pdf/
research/Morocco_survey_2005.pdf

31.	 Jaidani, C. and Elkadiri, A. (2015) 

32.	 Toufiq, J. (Director Drafting Committee) 
Annual Report of the National Observatory on Drugs and 
Addiction 2014, Morocco, p. 90. https://rm.coe.int/
annual-report-of-the-national-observatory-on-
drugs-and-addiction-/168075f741

33.	 The moqadem, the village chief and the 
local representative of the governor, who is 
nominated by the Ministry of the Interior, can use 
his knowledge about growers to effectively take 
citizens hostage (taken from Blickman (2017). 

34.	 Laforge, A. (2017). 

35.	 Council of the European Union (2016) Regional 
report for North Africa, Note from the Spanish 
Regional Chair of the Dublin Group, Brussels, 
(CORDROGUE 59/COAFR 274), 25 October 2016, p 
12. https://data.consilium.europa.eu/doc/document/
ST-13633-2016-INIT/en/pdf

36.	 Chouvy and Afsahi (2014).

37.	 Blickman (2017). 

38.	 Hoebink (2005) pp. 55–56.

39.	 Ibid., pp. 55–56.

40.	 Rhoul, F. (2020) ‘Produits cosmétiques à base 
de cannabis, une filière à potentiel pour le Maroc’, 
H24Info, 27 December. https://www.h24info.
ma/maroc/produits-cosmetiques-a-base-de-
cannabis-un-filiere-a-potentiel-pour-le-maroc/

41.	 Blickman (2017); Chouvy, Pierre-Arnaud 
(2020) ‘Le kif, l’avenir du Rif ? Variété de 
pays, terroir, labellisation, atouts d’une future 
légalisation’, Belgeo (Revue belge de géographie). 
http://journals.openedition.org/belgeo/41353

42.	 Majdi, Y. and Choukrallah, Z. (2014) ‘Pourquoi 
la légalisation du cannabis bloque’, Tel Quel, 25 
June. http://telquel.ma/2014/06/25/pourquoi-
legalisation-cannabis-bloque_140223

43.	 Chouvy (2020).

44.	 Blickman (2017). 

45.	 Conseil Economique, Social et Environnemental 
(2017) Le développement rural : Espace des zones 
montagneuses, Saisine n° 21/201. https://
www.cese.ma/media/2020/10/Rapport-Le-
d%C3%A9veloppement-rural_Espace-des-zones-
montagneuses.pdf

46.	 Bladi (2020) ‘Maroc : ce que proposent les 
cultivateurs du cannabis’, 26 February. https://www.
bladi.net/maroc-cultivateurs-cannabis,65279.html

http://www.ofdt.fr/BDD/publications/docs/epbxalhc.pdf
http://www.ofdt.fr/BDD/publications/docs/epbxalhc.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.drugpo.2014.01.001
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.drugpo.2014.01.001
https://www.pri.org/stories/2011-01-23/morocco-cannabis-fields-torched
https://www.pri.org/stories/2011-01-23/morocco-cannabis-fields-torched
https://www.courrierinternational.com/article/2010/09/02/raid-sur-le-kif-et-sur-les-paysans
https://www.courrierinternational.com/article/2010/09/02/raid-sur-le-kif-et-sur-les-paysans
https://www.courrierinternational.com/article/2010/09/02/raid-sur-le-kif-et-sur-les-paysans
http://curia.europa.eu/en/actu/communiques/cp07/aff/cp070045en.pdf
http://curia.europa.eu/en/actu/communiques/cp07/aff/cp070045en.pdf
http://www.swissinfo.ch/eng/eu-court-bans-syngenta-s-paraquat-weedkiller/6000056
http://www.swissinfo.ch/eng/eu-court-bans-syngenta-s-paraquat-weedkiller/6000056
http://www.ijdp.org/article/S0955-3959(14)00003-6/fulltext
http://www.ijdp.org/article/S0955-3959(14)00003-6/fulltext
http://www.emcdda.europa.eu/attachements.cfm/att_166248_EN_web_INSIGHTS_CANNABIS.pdf
http://www.emcdda.europa.eu/attachements.cfm/att_166248_EN_web_INSIGHTS_CANNABIS.pdf
http://www.emcdda.europa.eu/attachements.cfm/att_166248_EN_web_INSIGHTS_CANNABIS.pdf
https://wdr.unodc.org/wdr2019/prelaunch/WDR19_Booklet_5_CANNABIS_HALLUCINOGENS.pdf
https://wdr.unodc.org/wdr2019/prelaunch/WDR19_Booklet_5_CANNABIS_HALLUCINOGENS.pdf
https://wdr.unodc.org/wdr2019/prelaunch/WDR19_Booklet_5_CANNABIS_HALLUCINOGENS.pdf
https://www.readcube.com/articles/10.14198%2Fmdtrra1997.16.01
https://www.readcube.com/articles/10.14198%2Fmdtrra1997.16.01
http://journals.openedition.org/poldev/3931
https://www.unodc.org/pdf/research/Morocco_survey_2005.pdf
https://www.unodc.org/pdf/research/Morocco_survey_2005.pdf
https://rm.coe.int/annual-report-of-the-national-observatory-on-drugs-and-addiction-/168075f741
https://rm.coe.int/annual-report-of-the-national-observatory-on-drugs-and-addiction-/168075f741
https://rm.coe.int/annual-report-of-the-national-observatory-on-drugs-and-addiction-/168075f741
https://data.consilium.europa.eu/doc/document/ST-13633-2016-INIT/en/pdf
https://data.consilium.europa.eu/doc/document/ST-13633-2016-INIT/en/pdf
https://www.h24info.ma/maroc/produits-cosmetiques-a-base-de-cannabis-un-filiere-a-potentiel-pour-le-maroc/
https://www.h24info.ma/maroc/produits-cosmetiques-a-base-de-cannabis-un-filiere-a-potentiel-pour-le-maroc/
https://www.h24info.ma/maroc/produits-cosmetiques-a-base-de-cannabis-un-filiere-a-potentiel-pour-le-maroc/
http://journals.openedition.org/belgeo/41353
http://telquel.ma/2014/06/25/pourquoi-legalisation-cannabis-bloque_140223
http://telquel.ma/2014/06/25/pourquoi-legalisation-cannabis-bloque_140223
https://www.cese.ma/media/2020/10/Rapport-Le-d%C3%A9veloppement-rural_Espace-des-zones-montagneuses.pdf
https://www.cese.ma/media/2020/10/Rapport-Le-d%C3%A9veloppement-rural_Espace-des-zones-montagneuses.pdf
https://www.cese.ma/media/2020/10/Rapport-Le-d%C3%A9veloppement-rural_Espace-des-zones-montagneuses.pdf
https://www.cese.ma/media/2020/10/Rapport-Le-d%C3%A9veloppement-rural_Espace-des-zones-montagneuses.pdf
https://www.bladi.net/maroc-cultivateurs-cannabis,65279.html 
https://www.bladi.net/maroc-cultivateurs-cannabis,65279.html 


98  |  A sustainable future for cannabis farmers transnationalinstitute

47.	 Chahid, S. (2020) ‘La légalisation du cannabis, 
un levier de développement?. Tel Quel, 23 July. 
https://telquel.ma/2020/07/23/legalisation-du-
cannabis-un-enjeu-du-nouveau-modele-de-
developpement_1691835

48.	 Read all about these recommendations here : 
http://www.undrugcontrol.info/en/item/9948-
rescheduling-cannabis-at-the-un-level

49.	 Haskouri, K. and Hamann, J. (2021) ‘Morocco’s 
cannabis legalization bill: Translated and 
annotated, Morocco World News, !8 March. https://
www.moroccoworldnews.com/2021/03/337594/
moroccos-cannabis-legalization-bill-translated-
and-annotated/amp/

50.	 Chakir Alaoui, M. (2021) ‘Exclusif: ce que dit le 
projet de loi sur l’usage légal du cannabis’, Le360, 
23 February. https://fr.le360.ma/societe/exclusif-
ce-que-dit-le-projet-de-loi-sur-lusage-legal-du-
cannabis-234127

51.	 Iraqi, F. (2021) ‘Cannabis: ces zones autorisées 
qui vaudront des milliards’, Le360, 10 March. 
https://fr.le360.ma/societe/cannabis-ces-zones-
autorisees-qui-vaudront-des-milliards-234931

52.	 Chouvy (2020).

53.	 Haaretz (2018) ‘A plan to jump start Lebanon’s 
economy: Export cannabis to the world’, 8 July. 
https://www.haaretz.com/middle-east-news/a-
plan-to-jump-start-lebanon-s-economy-export-
cannabis-to-the-world-1.6248600

54.	 Hall, R. (2018) ‘Budding business: how 
cannabis could transform Lebanon’, The Guardian, 
18 July. https://www.theguardian.com/world/2018/
jul/18/budding-business-how-cannabis-could-
transform-lebanon

55.	 UNODC (2019) World Drug Report 2019, 
Booklet 5, p. 17.

56.	 ‘Lebanon Economic Vision’, pp. 54, 58. https://
www.economy.gov.lb/media/11893/20181022-
1228full-report-en.pdf 

57.	 Ibid., p. 58. 

58.	 Al Aaraj, Reem (2020) Lebanon’s green plans: 
Exploring the contribution of cannabis legalisation 
to sustainable rural development in Lebanon, 
Master’s thesis, Msc. Sustainable Development, 
International Development, Utrecht University, 
August 2020. https://dspace.library.uu.nl/
bitstream/handle/1874/398908/Reem%20Al%20
Aaraj%20-%20Thesis%20.pdf

59.	 Ibid.  

60.	 Bulos, N. and Yam, M. (2020) ‘Lebanon’s 
economy is going to pot — in a good way, it hopes’, 
Los Angeles Times, 29 September. https://www.
latimes.com/world-nation/story/2020-09-29/
lebanon-approves-marijuana-cannabis-crops-
economy

61.	 Nashed, M. (2020) ‘Lebanon has legalised 
cannabis growing, but its political class are 
muscling in on small farmers’, The New Arab, 
27 April. https://english.alaraby.co.uk/english/
comment/2020/4/27/lebanon-legalises-cannabis-
growing-its-political-class-eye-profits

62.	 Al Aaraj (2020), quoting Saghieh, N. & 
Nammour, K. (2020). ‘Notes on the proposed 
legalisation of cannabis cultivation in Lebanon: 
Consumption is still criminalised, and agricultural 
legislation enhances quotas and clientelism’ (in 
Arabic). Legal Agenda; https://www.legal-agenda.
com/article.php?id=6533; Hall (2018).

63.	 Lewis, L. (2020) ‘Is Lebanon’s legalisation of 
cannabis an economic lifeline or an opportunity 
for corruption?’ Middle East Monitor, 1 May. https://
www.middleeastmonitor.com/20200501-is-
lebanons-legalisation-of-cannabis-an-economic-
lifeline-or-an-opportunity-for-corruption/; Al 
Aaraj (2020).

64.	 Al Aaraj (2020).

65.	 Ibid.

66.	 Hamade, K. (2019) ‘McKinsey’s agriculture 
plan: A skewed vision’, Executive, 8 May. https://
www.executive-magazine.com/industry-
agriculture/mckinseys-agriculture-plan 

67.	 Al Aaraj (2020).

68.	 Lewis (2020)

69.	 Al Aaraj (2020), quoting Saghieh, N. & 
Nammour, K. (2020). 

70.	 Nashed (2020)

71.	 Uwiringiyimana, C. (2020) ‘Rwanda in talks 
with EU, U.S. firms to produce cannabis for export’, 
Reuters, 14 October. https://www.reuters.com/
article/us-rwanda-drugs/rwanda-in-talks-with-
eu-u-s-firms-to-produce-cannabis-for-export-
idUKKBN26Z239

72.	 Duvall (2019) 

73.	 Ibid. 

74.	 Ibid. 

75.	 Zondo, A.C.J. (2018) Minister of Justice and 
Constitutional Development and Others v Prince [and 
Others] ZACC 30 [court decision]. Constitutional 
Court of South Africa, Case CCT 108/17, 18 
September. http://www.saflii.org/za/cases/
ZACC/2018/30.html 

76.	 Kay, S., Jelsma, M. and Bewley-Taylor, D. 
(2020) ‘Fair Trade cannabis: a road map for 
meeting the socio-economic needs and interests of 
small and traditional growers, Journal of Fair Trade, 
2(1): 27–34. https://cronfa.swansea.ac.uk/Record/
cronfa55853/Download/55853__19169__7b6666c
67e5b47758f48e0f6e9656a0e.pdf

77.	 Harper, P. (2020) ‘Cannabis Bill carries harsh 
penalties’, Mail & Guardian, 14 August. https://
mg.co.za/news/2020-08-14-cannabis-bill-carries-
harsh-penalties/

78.	 Minister of Justice and Correctional Services 
(2020) Cannabis for Private Purposes Bill, Republic 
of South Africa, Government Gazette No. 43595, 
7 August.  https://static.pmg.org.za/B19-2020_
Cannabis_for_Private_Purposes6591.pdf

79.	 Nyembezi, N. (2020) ‘amaMpondo traditional 
leaders reject Private Use Cannabis Bill’, SABC News, 
10 October. https://www.sabcnews.com/sabcnews/
amampondo-traditional-leaders-reject-private-
use-cannabis-bill/

https://telquel.ma/2020/07/23/legalisation-du-cannabis-un-enjeu-du-nouveau-modele-de-developpement_1691835
https://telquel.ma/2020/07/23/legalisation-du-cannabis-un-enjeu-du-nouveau-modele-de-developpement_1691835
https://telquel.ma/2020/07/23/legalisation-du-cannabis-un-enjeu-du-nouveau-modele-de-developpement_1691835
http://www.undrugcontrol.info/en/item/9948-rescheduling-cannabis-at-the-un-level
http://www.undrugcontrol.info/en/item/9948-rescheduling-cannabis-at-the-un-level
https://www.moroccoworldnews.com/2021/03/337594/moroccos-cannabis-legalization-bill-translated-and-annotated/amp/
https://www.moroccoworldnews.com/2021/03/337594/moroccos-cannabis-legalization-bill-translated-and-annotated/amp/
https://www.moroccoworldnews.com/2021/03/337594/moroccos-cannabis-legalization-bill-translated-and-annotated/amp/
https://www.moroccoworldnews.com/2021/03/337594/moroccos-cannabis-legalization-bill-translated-and-annotated/amp/
https://fr.le360.ma/recherche?f%5B0%5D=field_signature%253Auid%3A264
https://fr.le360.ma/societe/exclusif-ce-que-dit-le-projet-de-loi-sur-lusage-legal-du-cannabis-234127
https://fr.le360.ma/societe/exclusif-ce-que-dit-le-projet-de-loi-sur-lusage-legal-du-cannabis-234127
https://fr.le360.ma/societe/exclusif-ce-que-dit-le-projet-de-loi-sur-lusage-legal-du-cannabis-234127
https://fr.le360.ma/societe/cannabis-ces-zones-autorisees-qui-vaudront-des-milliards-234931
https://fr.le360.ma/societe/cannabis-ces-zones-autorisees-qui-vaudront-des-milliards-234931
https://www.haaretz.com/middle-east-news/a-plan-to-jump-start-lebanon-s-economy-export-cannabis-to-the-world-1.6248600
https://www.haaretz.com/middle-east-news/a-plan-to-jump-start-lebanon-s-economy-export-cannabis-to-the-world-1.6248600
https://www.haaretz.com/middle-east-news/a-plan-to-jump-start-lebanon-s-economy-export-cannabis-to-the-world-1.6248600
https://www.theguardian.com/world/2018/jul/18/budding-business-how-cannabis-could-transform-lebanon
https://www.theguardian.com/world/2018/jul/18/budding-business-how-cannabis-could-transform-lebanon
https://www.theguardian.com/world/2018/jul/18/budding-business-how-cannabis-could-transform-lebanon
https://www.economy.gov.lb/media/11893/20181022-1228full-report-en.pdf
https://www.economy.gov.lb/media/11893/20181022-1228full-report-en.pdf
https://www.economy.gov.lb/media/11893/20181022-1228full-report-en.pdf
https://dspace.library.uu.nl/bitstream/handle/1874/398908/Reem%20Al%20Aaraj%20-%20Thesis%20.pdf
https://dspace.library.uu.nl/bitstream/handle/1874/398908/Reem%20Al%20Aaraj%20-%20Thesis%20.pdf
https://dspace.library.uu.nl/bitstream/handle/1874/398908/Reem%20Al%20Aaraj%20-%20Thesis%20.pdf
https://www.latimes.com/world-nation/story/2020-09-29/lebanon-approves-marijuana-cannabis-crops-economy
https://www.latimes.com/world-nation/story/2020-09-29/lebanon-approves-marijuana-cannabis-crops-economy
https://www.latimes.com/world-nation/story/2020-09-29/lebanon-approves-marijuana-cannabis-crops-economy
https://www.latimes.com/world-nation/story/2020-09-29/lebanon-approves-marijuana-cannabis-crops-economy
https://english.alaraby.co.uk/english/comment/2020/4/27/lebanon-legalises-cannabis-growing-its-political-class-eye-profits
https://english.alaraby.co.uk/english/comment/2020/4/27/lebanon-legalises-cannabis-growing-its-political-class-eye-profits
https://english.alaraby.co.uk/english/comment/2020/4/27/lebanon-legalises-cannabis-growing-its-political-class-eye-profits
https://www.legal-agenda.com/article.php?id=6533
https://www.legal-agenda.com/article.php?id=6533
https://www.middleeastmonitor.com/20200501-is-lebanons-legalisation-of-cannabis-an-economic-lifeline-or-an-opportunity-for-corruption/
https://www.middleeastmonitor.com/20200501-is-lebanons-legalisation-of-cannabis-an-economic-lifeline-or-an-opportunity-for-corruption/
https://www.middleeastmonitor.com/20200501-is-lebanons-legalisation-of-cannabis-an-economic-lifeline-or-an-opportunity-for-corruption/
https://www.middleeastmonitor.com/20200501-is-lebanons-legalisation-of-cannabis-an-economic-lifeline-or-an-opportunity-for-corruption/
https://www.executive-magazine.com/industry-agriculture/mckinseys-agriculture-plan
https://www.executive-magazine.com/industry-agriculture/mckinseys-agriculture-plan
https://www.executive-magazine.com/industry-agriculture/mckinseys-agriculture-plan
https://www.reuters.com/article/us-rwanda-drugs/rwanda-in-talks-with-eu-u-s-firms-to-produce-cannabis-for-export-idUKKBN26Z239
https://www.reuters.com/article/us-rwanda-drugs/rwanda-in-talks-with-eu-u-s-firms-to-produce-cannabis-for-export-idUKKBN26Z239
https://www.reuters.com/article/us-rwanda-drugs/rwanda-in-talks-with-eu-u-s-firms-to-produce-cannabis-for-export-idUKKBN26Z239
https://www.reuters.com/article/us-rwanda-drugs/rwanda-in-talks-with-eu-u-s-firms-to-produce-cannabis-for-export-idUKKBN26Z239
http://www.saflii.org/za/cases/ZACC/2018/30.html
http://www.saflii.org/za/cases/ZACC/2018/30.html
https://cronfa.swansea.ac.uk/Record/cronfa55853/Download/55853__19169__7b6666c67e5b47758f48e0f6e9656a0e.pdf
https://cronfa.swansea.ac.uk/Record/cronfa55853/Download/55853__19169__7b6666c67e5b47758f48e0f6e9656a0e.pdf
https://cronfa.swansea.ac.uk/Record/cronfa55853/Download/55853__19169__7b6666c67e5b47758f48e0f6e9656a0e.pdf
https://mg.co.za/news/2020-08-14-cannabis-bill-carries-harsh-penalties/
https://mg.co.za/news/2020-08-14-cannabis-bill-carries-harsh-penalties/
https://mg.co.za/news/2020-08-14-cannabis-bill-carries-harsh-penalties/
https://static.pmg.org.za/B19-2020_Cannabis_for_Private_Purposes6591.pdf
https://static.pmg.org.za/B19-2020_Cannabis_for_Private_Purposes6591.pdf
https://www.sabcnews.com/sabcnews/amampondo-traditional-leaders-reject-private-use-cannabis-bill/ 
https://www.sabcnews.com/sabcnews/amampondo-traditional-leaders-reject-private-use-cannabis-bill/ 
https://www.sabcnews.com/sabcnews/amampondo-traditional-leaders-reject-private-use-cannabis-bill/ 


transnationalinstitute A sustainable future for cannabis farmers  |  99

80.	 BusinessTech (2020) ‘South Africans are 
setting up ‘cannabis clubs’ across the country – are 
they legal?’ 18 September. https://businesstech.
co.za/news/lifestyle/434401/south-africans-are-
setting-up-cannabis-clubs-across-the-country-
are-they-legal/

81.	 Barriuso Alonso, M. (2011) Cannabis social 
clubs in Spain: A normalizing alternative underway. 
Series on Legislative Reform of Drug Policies No. 
9. Amsterdam: Transnational Institute.  http://
druglawreform.info/images/stories/documents/
dlr9.pdf

82.	 Smit, S. (2021) ‘Haze Club case: ‘Cannabis 
grow clubs allow people to access their rights’, 
Mail & Guardian, 2 February. https://mg.co.za/
business/2021-02-02-haze-club-case-cannabis-
grow-clubs-allow-people-to-access-their-rights/

83.	 Ibid. 

84.	 Mbuyisa, C. (2020) ‘eSwatini: A brief tale of 
two laws’, New Frame, 15 September. https://www.
newframe.com/eswatini-a-brief-tale-of-two-
laws/

85.	 Dlamini, Z.M. (2020a) ‘King Mswati, Stem 
Holdings and the multi-billion political dagga 
cold war’, Swaziland News, 1 August. http://www.
swazilandnews.co.za/fundza.php?nguyiphi=560

86.	 Motau, P. (2019) ‘Govt disputes awarding 
dagga licences’, Times of Swaziland, 31 March. 
http://www.times.co.sz/news/123009-govt-
disputes-awarding-dagga-licences.html

87.	 Mhlongo, N. (2020) ‘Parliament withdraws 
Drugs Bill Amendment’, Times of Swaziland, 18 June. 
http://www.times.co.sz/news/128719-parliament-
withdraws-drugs-bill-amendment.html

88.	 Mbuyisa (2020).

89.	 Sukati, S. (2020) ‘10 companies apply for 
cannabis production’, Times of Swaziland, 15 
June. http://www.times.co.sz/news/128667-10-
companies-apply-for-cannabis-production.html

90.	 Mbuyisa (2020).

91.	 Ibid. 

92.	 Ibid. 

93.	 Dlamini, Z.M. (2020b) ‘Angry dagga farmers 
want to burn multi-billion forests, sugarcane fields 
as revenge’, Swaziland News, 10 July.  https://www.
swazilandnews.co.za/fundza.php?nguyiphi=517

94.	 Duvall (2019). 

6.  Alternative Development with Cannabis
1.	 E/INCB/2020/1, Report of the International 
Narcotics Control Board for 2020, International 
Narcotics Control Board (INCB), New York: United 
Nations, 2021, p. 25.

2.	 National Conference of State Legislatures 
(NCSL) (2021), State Medical Marijuana Laws, web 
publication, 11 January. http://www.ncsl.org/
research/health/state-medical-marijuana-laws.
aspx   

3.	 WHO Expert Committee on Drug Dependence 
(2018) Critical Review, Cannabis and cannabis resin, 

Section 5: Epidemiology. Geneva: World Health 
Organization (WHO), p. 48. https://www.who.int/
medicines/access/controlled-substances/Cannabis-
and-cannabis-resin.pdf

4.	 Laba, N. (2021) ‘Canadian cannabis exports 
increased nearly 300% in 2020’, Mugglehead, 
29 January. https://mugglehead.com/canadian-
cannabis-exports-increased-nearly-300-in-2020/

5.	 WHO (2015) National policy on traditional 
medicine and regulation of herbal medicines: report 
of a WHO global survey, Geneva: World Health 
Organisation (WHO). http://apps.who.int/
medicinedocs/pdf/s7916e/s7916e.pdf

6.	 EMCDDA (2018) Medical use of cannabis and 
cannabinoids, Questions and answers for policymaking. 
Lisbon: European Monitoring Centre for Drugs 
and Drug Addiction (EMCDDA), p. 19. https://
www.emcdda.europa.eu/publications/rapid-
communications/medical-use-of-cannabis-
and-cannabinoids-questions-and-answers-for-
policymaking_en

7.	 EMCDDA (2020) Low-THC cannabis products in 
Europe. Lisbon: European Monitoring Centre for 
Drugs and Drug Addiction (EMCDDA), p. 6. https://
www.emcdda.europa.eu/publications/ad-hoc-
publication/low-thc-cannabis-products-europe_
en

8.	 Ibid., p. 7.

9.	 EMCDDA (2020), p. 16.

10.	 INCB Narcotics (2021) Narcotic Drugs – 
Estimated World Requirements for 2021, Statistics 
for 2019. E/INCB/2020/2, Vienna April 2021. https://
www.incb.org/incb/en/narcotic-drugs/Technical_
Reports/narcotic_drugs_reports.html

11.	 INCB Psychotropics (2020) Psychotropic 
Substances 2019 – Statistics for 2018. E/
INCB/2019/3, Vienna 2020, p. 55. https://www.incb.
org/incb/en/psychotropics/technical-report.html

12.	 INCB Narcotics (2021).

13.	 Ibid.

14.	 USDA (2020) Economic Viability of Industrial 
Hemp in the United States: A Review of State Pilot 
Programs, US Department of Agriculture, Economic 
Research Service, Economic Information Bulletin 
Number 217, February. https://www.ers.usda.gov/
webdocs/publications/95930/eib-217.pdf

15.	 USDA/GAIN (2020) 2019 Hemp Annual Report 
– People’s Republic of China, US Department of 
Agriculture and Global Agricultural Information 
Network, Report number CH2020-0018, Beijing 
24 February 2020. https://apps.fas.usda.gov/
newgainapi/api/Report/DownloadReportByFileNam
e?fileName=2019%20Hemp%20Annual%20Report_
Beijing_China%20-%20Peoples%20Republic%20
of_02-21-2020EMCDDA (2018), p. 20. 

16.	 EMCDDA (2018), p. 20.

17.	 Ibid., p. 19.

18.	 Ibid.

19.	 Hazekamp, A. and Fischedick, J. T. (2012) 
‘Cannabis - from cultivar to chemovar’, Drug 
Testing and Analysis, 4(7&8): 660–667, Special 

https://businesstech.co.za/news/lifestyle/434401/south-africans-are-setting-up-cannabis-clubs-across-the-country-are-they-legal/
https://businesstech.co.za/news/lifestyle/434401/south-africans-are-setting-up-cannabis-clubs-across-the-country-are-they-legal/
https://businesstech.co.za/news/lifestyle/434401/south-africans-are-setting-up-cannabis-clubs-across-the-country-are-they-legal/
https://businesstech.co.za/news/lifestyle/434401/south-africans-are-setting-up-cannabis-clubs-across-the-country-are-they-legal/
http://druglawreform.info/images/stories/documents/dlr9.pdf
http://druglawreform.info/images/stories/documents/dlr9.pdf
http://druglawreform.info/images/stories/documents/dlr9.pdf
https://mg.co.za/business/2021-02-02-haze-club-case-cannabis-grow-clubs-allow-people-to-access-their-rights/
https://mg.co.za/business/2021-02-02-haze-club-case-cannabis-grow-clubs-allow-people-to-access-their-rights/
https://mg.co.za/business/2021-02-02-haze-club-case-cannabis-grow-clubs-allow-people-to-access-their-rights/
https://www.newframe.com/eswatini-a-brief-tale-of-two-laws/
https://www.newframe.com/eswatini-a-brief-tale-of-two-laws/
https://www.newframe.com/eswatini-a-brief-tale-of-two-laws/
http://www.swazilandnews.co.za/fundza.php?nguyiphi=560
http://www.swazilandnews.co.za/fundza.php?nguyiphi=560
http://www.times.co.sz/news/123009-govt-disputes-awarding-dagga-licences.html
http://www.times.co.sz/news/123009-govt-disputes-awarding-dagga-licences.html
http://www.times.co.sz/news/128719-parliament-withdraws-drugs-bill-amendment.html
http://www.times.co.sz/news/128719-parliament-withdraws-drugs-bill-amendment.html
http://www.times.co.sz/news/128667-10-companies-apply-for-cannabis-production.html
http://www.times.co.sz/news/128667-10-companies-apply-for-cannabis-production.html
https://www.swazilandnews.co.za/fundza.php?nguyiphi=517
https://www.swazilandnews.co.za/fundza.php?nguyiphi=517
https://www.who.int/medicines/access/controlled-substances/Cannabis-and-cannabis-resin.pdf
https://www.who.int/medicines/access/controlled-substances/Cannabis-and-cannabis-resin.pdf
https://www.who.int/medicines/access/controlled-substances/Cannabis-and-cannabis-resin.pdf
https://mugglehead.com/canadian-cannabis-exports-increased-nearly-300-in-2020/
https://mugglehead.com/canadian-cannabis-exports-increased-nearly-300-in-2020/
http://apps.who.int/medicinedocs/pdf/s7916e/s7916e.pdf
http://apps.who.int/medicinedocs/pdf/s7916e/s7916e.pdf
https://www.emcdda.europa.eu/publications/rapid-communications/medical-use-of-cannabis-and-cannabinoids-questions-and-answers-for-policymaking_en
https://www.emcdda.europa.eu/publications/rapid-communications/medical-use-of-cannabis-and-cannabinoids-questions-and-answers-for-policymaking_en
https://www.emcdda.europa.eu/publications/rapid-communications/medical-use-of-cannabis-and-cannabinoids-questions-and-answers-for-policymaking_en
https://www.emcdda.europa.eu/publications/rapid-communications/medical-use-of-cannabis-and-cannabinoids-questions-and-answers-for-policymaking_en
https://www.emcdda.europa.eu/publications/rapid-communications/medical-use-of-cannabis-and-cannabinoids-questions-and-answers-for-policymaking_en
https://www.emcdda.europa.eu/publications/ad-hoc-publication/low-thc-cannabis-products-europe_en
https://www.emcdda.europa.eu/publications/ad-hoc-publication/low-thc-cannabis-products-europe_en
https://www.emcdda.europa.eu/publications/ad-hoc-publication/low-thc-cannabis-products-europe_en
https://www.emcdda.europa.eu/publications/ad-hoc-publication/low-thc-cannabis-products-europe_en
https://www.incb.org/incb/en/narcotic-drugs/Technical_Reports/narcotic_drugs_reports.html
https://www.incb.org/incb/en/narcotic-drugs/Technical_Reports/narcotic_drugs_reports.html
https://www.incb.org/incb/en/narcotic-drugs/Technical_Reports/narcotic_drugs_reports.html
https://www.incb.org/incb/en/psychotropics/technical-report.html
https://www.incb.org/incb/en/psychotropics/technical-report.html
https://www.ers.usda.gov/webdocs/publications/95930/eib-217.pdf
https://www.ers.usda.gov/webdocs/publications/95930/eib-217.pdf
https://apps.fas.usda.gov/newgainapi/api/Report/DownloadReportByFileName?fileName=2019%20Hemp%20Annual%20Report_Beijing_China%20-%20Peoples%20Republic%20of_02-21-2020EMCDDA
https://apps.fas.usda.gov/newgainapi/api/Report/DownloadReportByFileName?fileName=2019%20Hemp%20Annual%20Report_Beijing_China%20-%20Peoples%20Republic%20of_02-21-2020EMCDDA
https://apps.fas.usda.gov/newgainapi/api/Report/DownloadReportByFileName?fileName=2019%20Hemp%20Annual%20Report_Beijing_China%20-%20Peoples%20Republic%20of_02-21-2020EMCDDA
https://apps.fas.usda.gov/newgainapi/api/Report/DownloadReportByFileName?fileName=2019%20Hemp%20Annual%20Report_Beijing_China%20-%20Peoples%20Republic%20of_02-21-2020EMCDDA
https://apps.fas.usda.gov/newgainapi/api/Report/DownloadReportByFileName?fileName=2019%20Hemp%20Annual%20Report_Beijing_China%20-%20Peoples%20Republic%20of_02-21-2020EMCDDA


100  |  A sustainable future for cannabis farmers transnationalinstitute

Issue: Psychedelic Substances. https://doi.
org/10.1002/dta.407

20.	 Ibid.

21.	 Map courtesy of National Conference of State 
Legislatures. http://www.ncsl.org/research/health/
state-medical-marijuana-laws.aspx 

22.	 Quoted in Mills, J.H. (2016) ‘The WHO as actor: 
The case of cannabis and the Single Convention 
on Narcotic Drugs 1961’, Hygiea Internationalis, 
13(1): 95–115. https://doi.org/10.3384/
hygiea.1403-8668.1613195; https://www.ncbi.nlm.
nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC6440645/

23.	 WHO (2019) Annex 1 - Extract from the Report 
of the 41st Expert Committee on Drug Dependence: 
Cannabis and cannabis-related substances, 5. Cannabis 
and cannabis-related substances, Geneva: World 
Health Organization (WHO). https://www.who.
int/medicines/access/controlled-substances/
Annex_1_41_ECDD_recommendations_
cannabis_22Jan19.pdf

24.	 Map by International Drug Policy Consortium 
(IDPC).

25.	 E/INCB/2018/1, Report of the International 
Narcotics Control Board for 2018, International 
Narcotics Control Board (INCB), New York: United 
Nations, 2019. https://www.incb.org/documents/
Publications/AnnualReports/Thematic_chapters/
English/AR_2018_E_Chapter_I.pdf

26.	 Ibid., p. 2, para 7.

27.	 Ibid., p. 3, paras 14–15.

28.	 United Nations (1973) Commentary on the Single 
Convention on Narcotic Drugs, 1961. New York: United 
Nations, p. 111.

29.	 A new Constitution approved in 2008 protects 
coca as a national patrimony.

30.	 TNI/WOLA press release (2013) ‘Bolivia wins 
a rightful victory on the coca leaf’. Amsterdam/
Washington DC; Transnational Institute/
Washington Office on Latin America, 15 January. 
https://www.tni.org/en/article/bolivia-wins-a-
rightful-victory-on-the-coca-leaf-0

31.	 Abduca, R. and Metaal, P. (2013) ‘Working 
towards a legal coca market: The case of coca leaf 
chewing in Argentina’, Series on Legislative Reform 
of Drug Policies Nr. 23. Amsterdam: Transnational 
Institute. https://www.tni.org/files/DLR_23_eng_
def-1.pdf

32.	 Jelsma, M., Boister, N., Bewley-Taylor, D., 
Fitzmaurice, M. and Walsh, J. (2018) Balancing 
Treaty Stability and Change: Inter se modification of 
the UN drug control conventions to facilitate cannabis 
regulation, WOLA/TNI/GDPO Policy Report, March. 
https://www.tni.org/en/publication/balancing-
treaty-stability-and-change

33.	 Dörr, O. and Schmalenbach, K. (Eds.) 
(2012) Vienna Convention on the Law of Treaties: 
A Commentary. London/New York: Springer 
Heidelberg, p. 719. https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-
642-19291-3 

34.	 Walsh, J. and Jelsma, M. (2019) ‘Regulating 
drugs: Resolving conflicts with the UN Drug Control 

Treaty System’, Journal of Illicit Economies and 
Development, 1(3): 266–271. http://doi.org/10.31389/
jied.23

35.	 Adviescommissie ‘Experiment gesloten 
cannabisketen’ (2018) Een experiment met een 
gesloten cannabisketen. Den Haag, 20 June, p. 
16. https://www.rijksoverheid.nl/documenten/
rapporten/2018/06/20/een-experiment-met-een-
gesloten-cannabisketen

36.	 Ibid., p. 47.

37.	 Jelsma, Kay and Bewley-Taylor (2019).

38.	 Jelsma, Kay and Bewley-Taylor (2019), p. 11. 

39.	 Fridell, G. (2010) ‘The case against cheap 
bananas: Lessons from the EU-Caribbean Banana 
Agreement’, Critical Sociology, 37(3): 285–307. 
https://doi.org/10.1177/0896920510379447

40.	 MEMO/97/28, EC fact sheet on Caribbean bananas 
and the WTO, Brussels: European Commission, 18 
March 1997. http://europa.eu/rapid/press-release_
MEMO-97-28_en.htm?locale=en

41.	 Charles, J. (2014) ‘Caribbean countries consider 
loosening marijuana laws’, Miami Herald, 29 March. 
https://www.miamiherald.com/news/nation-
world/world/americas/haiti/article2087895.html; 
Camillo Gonsalves was Permanent Representative 
to the UN 2007–2013, then Foreign Minister and 
since 2017 Minister of Finance.

42.	 Interview with Lindsay Labelle, Chief 
Operating Officer of Green Lava Labs, by Sylvia Kay, 
November 2019, St. Vincent and the Grenadines.

43.	 Jagielski, D. (2020) ‘Malawi legalizes medical 
marijuana’, The Motley Fool, 2 March. https://www.
fool.com/investing/2020/03/02/malawi-legalizes-
medical-marijuana.aspx

44.	 Duvall (2019).

45.	 Pascual, A. (2020a) ‘Red tape hampers 
Peru’s medical cannabis market, but new 
products expected soon’, Marijuana Business Daily, 
4 September. https://mjbizdaily.com/red-tape-
hampers-perus-medical-cannabis-market-but-
new-products-expected-soon/

46.	 Pascual, A. (2020b) ‘Latin American cannabis 
exports continue to fall short of lofty expectations’, 
Marijuana Business Daily, 24 November. https://
mjbizdaily.com/latin-american-cannabis-exports-
continue-to-fall-short-of-lofty-expectations/

47.	 Bloomberg (2019) ‘The pot stock bubble 
has burst. Here’s why’, Los Angeles Times, 16 
November. https://www.latimes.com/business/
story/2019-11-16/pot-stock-bubble-has-burst

48.	 Roberts, C. (2020) ‘After blockbuster Aphria-
Tilray merger, world’s largest cannabis company 
eyes U.S. market’, Fortune, 17 December. https://
www.forbes.com/sites/chrisroberts/2020/12/17/
after-blockbuster-merger-worlds-largest-
cannabis-company-eyes-us-market/

49.	 Ibid. 

50.	 Clever Leaves (2020) ‘Clever Leaves announces 
milestone in cannabis exports to 14 different 
countries on 5 continents’, Press release, 18 
November. https://www.globenewswire.com/news-

https://doi.org/10.1002/dta.407
https://doi.org/10.1002/dta.407
http://www.ncsl.org/research/health/state-medical-marijuana-laws.aspx
http://www.ncsl.org/research/health/state-medical-marijuana-laws.aspx
https://doi.org/10.3384/hygiea.1403-8668.1613195
https://doi.org/10.3384/hygiea.1403-8668.1613195
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC6440645/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC6440645/
https://www.who.int/medicines/access/controlled-substances/Annex_1_41_ECDD_recommendations_cannabis_22Jan19.pdf
https://www.who.int/medicines/access/controlled-substances/Annex_1_41_ECDD_recommendations_cannabis_22Jan19.pdf
https://www.who.int/medicines/access/controlled-substances/Annex_1_41_ECDD_recommendations_cannabis_22Jan19.pdf
https://www.who.int/medicines/access/controlled-substances/Annex_1_41_ECDD_recommendations_cannabis_22Jan19.pdf
https://www.incb.org/documents/Publications/AnnualReports/Thematic_chapters/English/AR_2018_E_Chapter_I.pdf
https://www.incb.org/documents/Publications/AnnualReports/Thematic_chapters/English/AR_2018_E_Chapter_I.pdf
https://www.incb.org/documents/Publications/AnnualReports/Thematic_chapters/English/AR_2018_E_Chapter_I.pdf
https://www.tni.org/en/article/bolivia-wins-a-rightful-victory-on-the-coca-leaf-0
https://www.tni.org/en/article/bolivia-wins-a-rightful-victory-on-the-coca-leaf-0
https://www.tni.org/files/DLR_23_eng_def-1.pdf
https://www.tni.org/files/DLR_23_eng_def-1.pdf
https://www.tni.org/en/publication/balancing-treaty-stability-and-change
https://www.tni.org/en/publication/balancing-treaty-stability-and-change
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-642-19291-3
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-642-19291-3
http://doi.org/10.31389/jied.23
http://doi.org/10.31389/jied.23
https://www.rijksoverheid.nl/documenten/rapporten/2018/06/20/een-experiment-met-een-gesloten-cannabisketen
https://www.rijksoverheid.nl/documenten/rapporten/2018/06/20/een-experiment-met-een-gesloten-cannabisketen
https://www.rijksoverheid.nl/documenten/rapporten/2018/06/20/een-experiment-met-een-gesloten-cannabisketen
https://doi.org/10.1177/0896920510379447
http://europa.eu/rapid/press-release_MEMO-97-28_en.htm?locale=en
http://europa.eu/rapid/press-release_MEMO-97-28_en.htm?locale=en
https://www.miamiherald.com/news/nation-world/world/americas/haiti/article2087895.html
https://www.miamiherald.com/news/nation-world/world/americas/haiti/article2087895.html
https://www.miamiherald.com/news/nation-world/world/americas/haiti/article2087895.html
https://www.miamiherald.com/news/nation-world/world/americas/haiti/article2087895.html
https://www.miamiherald.com/news/nation-world/world/americas/haiti/article2087895.html
https://mjbizdaily.com/red-tape-hampers-perus-medical-cannabis-market-but-new-products-expected-soon/
https://mjbizdaily.com/red-tape-hampers-perus-medical-cannabis-market-but-new-products-expected-soon/
https://mjbizdaily.com/red-tape-hampers-perus-medical-cannabis-market-but-new-products-expected-soon/
https://mjbizdaily.com/latin-american-cannabis-exports-continue-to-fall-short-of-lofty-expectations/
https://mjbizdaily.com/latin-american-cannabis-exports-continue-to-fall-short-of-lofty-expectations/
https://mjbizdaily.com/latin-american-cannabis-exports-continue-to-fall-short-of-lofty-expectations/
https://www.latimes.com/business/story/2019-11-16/pot-stock-bubble-has-burst
https://www.latimes.com/business/story/2019-11-16/pot-stock-bubble-has-burst
https://www.forbes.com/sites/chrisroberts/2020/12/17/after-blockbuster-merger-worlds-largest-cannabis-company-eyes-us-market/
https://www.forbes.com/sites/chrisroberts/2020/12/17/after-blockbuster-merger-worlds-largest-cannabis-company-eyes-us-market/
https://www.forbes.com/sites/chrisroberts/2020/12/17/after-blockbuster-merger-worlds-largest-cannabis-company-eyes-us-market/
https://www.forbes.com/sites/chrisroberts/2020/12/17/after-blockbuster-merger-worlds-largest-cannabis-company-eyes-us-market/
https://www.globenewswire.com/news-release/2020/11/18/2129157/0/en/Clever-Leaves-Announces-Milestone-in-Cannabis-Exports-to-14-Different-Countries-on-5-Continents.html


transnationalinstitute A sustainable future for cannabis farmers  |  101

release/2020/11/18/2129157/0/en/Clever-Leaves-
Announces-Milestone-in-Cannabis-Exports-to-
14-Different-Countries-on-5-Continents.html

51.	 Asocolcanna, Procannacol, Asomedccam, 
Asocañamo, Asocannacol (2021) Carta al Señor Iván 
Duque Márquez Presidente de la República de Colombia, 
Bogotá, 31 January.

52.	 FAO, Sustainable Agribusiness and Food Value 
Chains, webpage (accessed 26 January 2021). http://
www.fao.org/policy-support/policy-themes/
sustainable-agribusiness-food-value-chains/
en/#c452809

53.	 UNODC (2013) The alternative development 
model in San Martin: A case study on local economic 
development, Executive Summary, Vienna: United 
Nations Office on Drugs and Crime (UNODC). 
https://www.unodc.org/documents/alternative-
development/San_Martin_english.pdf

54.	 German, L.A., Bonanno A.M., Foster, L.C., 
and Cotula, L. (2020) ‘”Inclusive business” 
in agriculture: Evidence from the evolution of 
agricultural value chains’, World Development, 134, , 
p. 2. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.worlddev.2020.105018

55.	 Ibid.

56.	 UNDP (2003) Realizing Africa’s wealth: Building 
inclusive businesses for shared prosperity, UNDP 
African Facility for Inclusive Markets, New York: 
United Nations Development Programme (UNDP), 
p. 8. https://www.africa.undp.org/content/dam/
undp/library/corporate/Partnerships/Private%20
Sector/UNDP%20AFIM%20Realizing%20
Africas%20Wealth.pdf

57.	 German et al. (2020), p. 2.

58.	 Ibid., pp. 14–15.

59.	 Ibid., p. 15.

60.	 Ibid., p. 11.

61.	 Ibid., p. 16.

62.	 Bennett, E.A. (2019) ‘Passing on pot: when 
environmental organizations disengage from 
political consumerism in highly stigmatized 
sectors’, Environmental Politics. https://doi.org/10.10
80/09644016.2019.1654237

63.	 See for example Borras Jr., S. & Franco, J. 
(2010), “From Threat to Opportunity? Problems 
with the Idea of a ‘Code of Conduct’ for Land-
Grabbing”, Yale Human Rights and Development Law 
Journal, 13:2. https://digitalcommons.law.yale.edu/
yhrdlj/vol13/iss2/7/

64.	 Nancy Pelosi, Speaker of the House (2020) 
Pelosi Statement on House Passage of MORE Act to 
Federally Decriminalize Marijuana, 4 December. 
https://www.speaker.gov/newsroom/12420-4

65.	 See: The Cannabis Cultivation (Amnesty) 
Bill 2018. http://www.gov.vc/images/
PoliciesActsAndBills/Cannabis_Cultivation_
Amnesty_Bill_2018.pdf

66.	 The World News (2019), ‘Green Lava first 
out the ganja blocks’, 21 November. https://
theworldnews.net/vc-news/green-lava-first-out-
the-ganja-blocks

67.	 Interview with Lindsay Labelle, Chief 
Operating Officer of Green Lava Labs, by Sylvia Kay, 
November 2019, St. Vincent and the Grenadines.

68.	 This has crystallised in the Fair Trade model. 
The key difference from standard trading practices 
is that the price paid by the consumer ensures 
a minimum price guarantee for producers and 
a social premium to be invested in community 
development. It is largely based on a cooperative 
or social enterprise model. The World Fair Trade 
Organisation (WFTO) is the official body which 
monitors adherence to a set of principles set out 
in the Fair Trade Charter and carries out third-
party auditing, certification and labelling. The Fair 
Trade model has contributed to some important 
gains: it has raised awareness among consumers 
and also important economic, social, and ecological 
questions concerning trade. It currently governs 
the practices of 1,66 million producers and workers 
around the world in areas such as agriculture, 
food, handicrafts and fashion. In this section, the 
reference to fair trade (non-capitalised) or fairer 
trade or just trade is used to imply the embedding 
of principles of social justice and sustainable 
development within cannabis policy-making and 
markets rather than compliance with the standards 
defined by the WFTO.

69.	 Most notably the work of the Fair(er) Trade 
Cannabis Working Group, a Caribbean based 
network of cannabis farmers, academics and 
activists. See: https://www.tni.org/en/publication/
position-paper-of-the-fair-trade-cannabis-
working-group-in-the-caribbean

70.	 FAO (2010) Linking People, Places and Products, A 
guide for promoting quality linked to geographical origin 
and sustainable geographical indications, Rome: Food 
and Agriculture Organization (FAO), Second edition, 
2009-2010. http://www.fao.org/3/i1760e/i1760e.pdf

71.	 Stoa, R.B. (2017), ‘Marijuana Appellations: The 
Case for Cannibicultural Designations of Origin’, 
Harvard Law and Policy Review, 11: 513-540.

72.	 Ibid. p.515.

73.	 Fields of Green for ALL (2019), Cannabis in 
South Africa. The People’s Plant. A Full Spectrum 
Manifesto for Policy Reform, 3rd edition. See: 
https://fieldsofgreenforall.org.za/updated-
manifesto-launch-2021/

74.	 Ibid., p.26

75.	 Ibid., p.61

76.	 Klein, A. and Hanson, V. J. (2020).

77.	 CARICOM Regional Commission on Marijuana 
(2018), p.5.

78.	 A TNI-organised workshop with a cannabis 
farmer’s community held in Tangier, January 2020. 

79.	 Pharmaceutical Inspection Convention (PIC/S) 
(2018) Manufacture of Herbal Medicinal Products, 
Guide to Good Manufacturing Practice for Medicinal 
Products, PE 009-14 (Annexes), Annex 7, Geneva, 1 
July, p. 76.

80.	 The Pharmaceutical Inspection Co-operation 
Scheme (PIC/S). https://picscheme.org/en/about-
introduction

https://www.globenewswire.com/news-release/2020/11/18/2129157/0/en/Clever-Leaves-Announces-Milestone-in-Cannabis-Exports-to-14-Different-Countries-on-5-Continents.html
https://www.globenewswire.com/news-release/2020/11/18/2129157/0/en/Clever-Leaves-Announces-Milestone-in-Cannabis-Exports-to-14-Different-Countries-on-5-Continents.html
https://www.globenewswire.com/news-release/2020/11/18/2129157/0/en/Clever-Leaves-Announces-Milestone-in-Cannabis-Exports-to-14-Different-Countries-on-5-Continents.html
http://www.fao.org/policy-support/policy-themes/sustainable-agribusiness-food-value-chains/en/#c452809
http://www.fao.org/policy-support/policy-themes/sustainable-agribusiness-food-value-chains/en/#c452809
http://www.fao.org/policy-support/policy-themes/sustainable-agribusiness-food-value-chains/en/#c452809
http://www.fao.org/policy-support/policy-themes/sustainable-agribusiness-food-value-chains/en/#c452809
https://www.unodc.org/documents/alternative-development/San_Martin_english.pdf
https://www.unodc.org/documents/alternative-development/San_Martin_english.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.worlddev.2020.105018
https://www.africa.undp.org/content/dam/undp/library/corporate/Partnerships/Private%20Sector/UNDP%20AFIM%20Realizing%20Africas%20Wealth.pdf
https://www.africa.undp.org/content/dam/undp/library/corporate/Partnerships/Private%20Sector/UNDP%20AFIM%20Realizing%20Africas%20Wealth.pdf
https://www.africa.undp.org/content/dam/undp/library/corporate/Partnerships/Private%20Sector/UNDP%20AFIM%20Realizing%20Africas%20Wealth.pdf
https://www.africa.undp.org/content/dam/undp/library/corporate/Partnerships/Private%20Sector/UNDP%20AFIM%20Realizing%20Africas%20Wealth.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1080/09644016.2019.1654237 
https://doi.org/10.1080/09644016.2019.1654237 
https://digitalcommons.law.yale.edu/yhrdlj/vol13/iss2/7/
https://digitalcommons.law.yale.edu/yhrdlj/vol13/iss2/7/
https://www.speaker.gov/newsroom/12420-4
http://www.gov.vc/images/PoliciesActsAndBills/Cannabis_Cultivation_Amnesty_Bill_2018.pdf
http://www.gov.vc/images/PoliciesActsAndBills/Cannabis_Cultivation_Amnesty_Bill_2018.pdf
http://www.gov.vc/images/PoliciesActsAndBills/Cannabis_Cultivation_Amnesty_Bill_2018.pdf
https://theworldnews.net/vc-news/green-lava-first-out-the-ganja-blocks
https://theworldnews.net/vc-news/green-lava-first-out-the-ganja-blocks
https://theworldnews.net/vc-news/green-lava-first-out-the-ganja-blocks
https://www.tni.org/en/publication/position-paper-of-the-fair-trade-cannabis-working-group-in-the-caribbean
https://www.tni.org/en/publication/position-paper-of-the-fair-trade-cannabis-working-group-in-the-caribbean
https://www.tni.org/en/publication/position-paper-of-the-fair-trade-cannabis-working-group-in-the-caribbean
http://www.fao.org/3/i1760e/i1760e.pdf
https://fieldsofgreenforall.org.za/updated-manifesto-launch-2021/
https://fieldsofgreenforall.org.za/updated-manifesto-launch-2021/
https://picscheme.org/en/about-introduction
https://picscheme.org/en/about-introduction


102  |  A sustainable future for cannabis farmers transnationalinstitute

81.	 Interview with Lindsay Labelle, Chief 
Operating Officer of Green Lava Labs, by Sylvia Kay, 
November 2019, St. Vincent and the Grenadines.

82.	 This table has been adapted from Kay, S., 
Jelsma, M. and Bewley-Taylor, D. (2020).

83.	 For a discussion about the complex standards 
and norms within the emerging licit cannabis 
industry, see the roundtable on ‘Standards and 
norms for cannabis cultivation, transformation 
and trade. A multidisciplinary perspective for 
sustainable markets’ convened as part of the 
International Cannabis Policy Conference organised 
by FAAT and held 7–9 December 2018 in Vienna: 
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=ru1A4leqWbw

84.	 Bennett, E.A. (2018) ‘Extending ethical 
consumerism theory to semi-legal sectors: insights 
from recreational cannabis’, Agriculture and Human 
Values, 35(2): 295–317. https://doi.org/10.1007/
s10460-017-9822-8 

85.	 Martinez Rivera, N. (2019).

86.	 Silvaggio, T. (2018) ‘Environmental 
Consequences of Prohibition: Lessons from 
California’, presentation delivered during the 
International Cannabis Policy Conference organised 
by FAAT, 7–9 December 2018 in Vienna. https://
www.youtube.com/watch?v=4fvgn4d30-E

7.  Cannabis and Development: Redux
1.	 Zurayk, R. (2013), ‘Should farmers just 
say no?’, Journal of Agriculture, Food Systems, 
and Community development 4(1), https://doi.
org/10.5304/jafscd.2013.041.009

2.	 This concept of the cannabis regime is 
inspired by the work of Harriet Freedman and 
Phil McMichael and their theorisation of ‘food 
regimes’ to describe ‘a rule-governed structure 
of production and consumption of food on a 
world scale’. For an overview, see: McMichael, 
P. (2009) ‘A food regime genealogy’, The Journal 
of Peasant Studies, 36(1): 139–169. https://doi.
org/10.1080/03066150902820354 

3.	 For an overview of key agrarian questions 
in the 21st century, see: Akram-Lodhi, H. & Kay, 
C. (2010) ‘Surveying the agrarian question (part 
2): current debates and beyond’, The Journal 
of Peasant Studies, 37(2): 255–284. https://doi.
org/10.1080/03066151003594906

4.	 As described in Laniel, L. (2006) ‘Producing 
Cannabis in Africa South of the Sahara. A review 
of OGD findings in the 1990s’, paper prepared for 
the international workshop Drugs and Alcohol in 
Africa: Production, Distribution, Consumption & Control, 
delivered at St. Antony’s College, University of 
Oxford, 23 May 2006.http://laniel.free.fr/INDEXES/
PapersIndex/CANNABIS_AFRICA_OXFORD/
Cannabis_in_Africa_Oxford.htm#_ftn6

5.	 In a classic study, Henry Bernstein examines 
the dynamics of Ghana’s drug economy in which 
cannabis plays a major role. While consumption 
data are notoriously hard to come by, he offers 
some preliminary findings on the nature of 
cannabis consumption in the country which 
include a range of occupational groups best 

described as belonging to the working class or 
other marginal groups including construction 
workers, miners, stevedores and porters, 
transport workers, watchmen, sex workers, petty 
criminals, agricultural labourers, fishermen and 
sailors. See: Bernstein, H. (1999), ‘Ghana’s drug 
economy: some preliminary data’, Review of 
African Political Economy, 26:79. https://doi.org/ 
10.1080/03056249908704358 

6.	 The high barriers to entry for small-scale 
cannabis farmers are detailed in a number of 
studies including in California, see: California 
Growers Association (2018), An Emerging Crisis: 
Barriers to Entry in California Cannabis, February 15. 
https://www.calgrowersassociation.org/crisisreport 
. They describe the high costs of compliance for 
small cannabis farmers to enter into the licit 
medical and recreational markets which have 
proven to be extremely burdensome, sometimes 
prohibitively so. As a result, it is estimated that still 
only a small fraction – possibly as little as 10% - of 
the total number of cannabis farmers in the state 
are licensed.  

7.	 See: https://viacampesina.org/en/schools/

8.	 IFOAM (2018), IFOAM Policy Brief on How 
Governments Can Recognize and Support Participatory 
Guarantee Systems (PGS), Bonn: IFOAM. Available 
at: https://www.ifoam.bio/ sites/default/files/
policybrief_how_governments_can_ support_
pgs.pdf 

9.	 Hanson, V.J. (2020).

10.	 The Voluntary Guidelines on the Responsible 
Governance of Tenure of Land, Fisheries 
and Forests in the Context of National Food 
Security promote secure tenure rights and equitable 
access to land, fisheries and forests as a means 
of eradicating hunger and poverty, supporting 
sustainable development and enhancing the 
environment. See:  Committee on World Food 
Security (CSF) Voluntary guidelines on the responsible 
governance of tenure of land, fisheries and forests in 
the context of national food security, webpage, Rome: 
Food and Agriculture Organization (FAO) http://
www.fao.org/cfs/home/activities/vggt/en/

11.	 See for example the following case study of 
illegal cannabis plantations in the Submédio São 
Francisco region of Brazil where it was estimated 
that 40,000 rural workers, including 10,000 are 
children and young people were working under 
highly repressive and exploitative conditions at 
the time of writing: Silva Lulianelli, J.A. (2004), 
‘Rural Brazil: Cannabis and Violence’, in: Silva 
Iulianelli, J.A, Guanabara, L.P., Pontes Fraga, P.C. 
and Blickman, T., A Pointless War. Drugs and Violence 
in Brazil, Drugs & Conflict Debate Paper, No. 2004/8. 
Amsterdam: Transnational Institute. https://www.
tni.org/files/download/debate11.pdf

12.	 Afsahi (2020).

13.	 Duvall (2019). 

14.	 According to the Worker Driven Social 
Responsibility Network, “WSR [worker social 
responsibility] provides a proven new form of 
power for previously powerless workers to protect 
and enforce their own rights. These rights can 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=ru1A4leqWbw
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10460-017-9822-8
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10460-017-9822-8
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=4fvgn4d30-E
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=4fvgn4d30-E
https://doi.org/10.5304/jafscd.2013.041.009
https://doi.org/10.5304/jafscd.2013.041.009
https://doi.org/10.1080/03066150902820354
https://doi.org/10.1080/03066150902820354
https://doi.org/10.1080/03066151003594906
https://doi.org/10.1080/03066151003594906
http://laniel.free.fr/INDEXES/PapersIndex/CANNABIS_AFRICA_OXFORD/Cannabis_in_Africa_Oxford.htm#_ftn6
http://laniel.free.fr/INDEXES/PapersIndex/CANNABIS_AFRICA_OXFORD/Cannabis_in_Africa_Oxford.htm#_ftn6
http://laniel.free.fr/INDEXES/PapersIndex/CANNABIS_AFRICA_OXFORD/Cannabis_in_Africa_Oxford.htm#_ftn6
https://doi.org/ 10.1080/03056249908704358
https://doi.org/ 10.1080/03056249908704358
https://www.calgrowersassociation.org/crisisreport 
https://viacampesina.org/en/schools/
https://www.ifoam.bio/ sites/default/files/policybrief_how_governments_can_ support_pgs.pdf
https://www.ifoam.bio/ sites/default/files/policybrief_how_governments_can_ support_pgs.pdf
https://www.ifoam.bio/ sites/default/files/policybrief_how_governments_can_ support_pgs.pdf
http://www.fao.org/cfs/home/activities/vggt/en/
http://www.fao.org/cfs/home/activities/vggt/en/
https://www.tni.org/files/download/debate11.pdf
https://www.tni.org/files/download/debate11.pdf


transnationalinstitute A sustainable future for cannabis farmers  |  103

include – according to the circumstances and 
priorities of the workers driving the program – the 
right to freedom of association, the right to a safe 
and healthy work environment (including the right 
to work free from sexual harassment and sexual 
violence), and the right to work free of forced labor 
or violence, among other fundamental rights. The 
WSR paradigm is founded on the understanding 
that, in order to achieve meaningful and lasting 
improvements, human rights protections in 
corporate supply chains must be worker-driven, 
enforcement-focused, and based on legally 
binding commitments that assign responsibility 
for improving working conditions to the global 
corporations at the top of those supply chains”. For 
more information, see: https://wsr-network.org 

15.	 Clark, C. (2019), ‘Legalisation is killing our 
market, say small-scale dagga growers’, GroundUp, 
4 October, https://www.groundup.org.za/article/
small-scale-cannabis-growers-say-legalisation-
killing-demand/

16.	 Afsahi (2020).

17.	 Klein, A. and Hanson, V.J. (2020). 

18.	 See: The Cannabis Cultivation (Amnesty) 
Bill 2018. http://www.gov.vc/images/
PoliciesActsAndBills/Cannabis_Cultivation_
Amnesty_Bill_2018.pdf

19.	 Note however that production levels have not 
suffered due a series of agricultural innovations 
that have taken place beginning in the mid-2000s 
including the adoption of high-yielding varieties 
of cannabis, modern agricultural practices, and 
modern hashish production techniques. For a 
discussion of this, see: Chouvy, P.A. & Macfarlane, 
J. (2018), ‘Agricultural innovations in Morocco’s 
cannabis industry’, International Journal of Drug 
Policy, 58:2018, pp.85-91. 

20.	 Chouvy, P. and Laniel, L. (2007) ‘Agricultural 
Drug Economies: Cause or Alternative to Intra-
State Conflicts’, Crime, Law and Social Change, 
48:133–150. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10611-
007-9085-1 	 https://d1wqtxts1xzle7.cloudfront.
net/47338572/Agricultural_drug_economies_
cause_or_alt20160718-29440-hnl6u7.pdf

21.	 Interview with Andre De Caires also known as 
‘Pancho’, by Sylvia Kay, November 2019, St. Vincent 
and the Grenadines.

22.	 Afsahi  (2020).

23.	 Silvaggio, T. (2018) Presentation 
‘Environmental Consequences of Prohibition 
(Legalization with Prohibition): Lessons from 
California’ at the Colorado State University Pueblo 
Institute of Cannabis Research, Getting High on 
Anthropology: A Story-Based Approach to Cannabis 
Research, Education and Funding, Episode 57. https://
www.denveropenmedia.org/shows/tony-silvaggio-
environmental-consequences-prohibition

24.	 Mills, E. (2012), ‘The carbon footprint of indoor 
cannabis cultivation’, Energy Policy, 46: 58-67. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.enpol.2012.03.023

25.	 Ibid., p. 59.

26.	 Ibid., p. 63.

27.	 Hood, G. (2018), ‘Nearly 4 Percent of Denver’s 
Electricity Is Now Devoted To Marijuana’, CPR News, 
19 February. https://www.cpr.org/2018/02/19/
nearly-4-percent-of-denvers-electricity-is-now-
devoted-to-marijuana/

28.	 Interview with Andre De Caires also known as 
‘Pancho’, by Sylvia Kay, November 2019, St. Vincent 
and the Grenadines.

29.	 Brombacher and David (2019).

30.	 A/RES/S-20/2 Political Declaration, Resolution 
adopted by the UN General Assembly, 10 June 1998, 
New York: United Nations. https://www.unodc.
org/documents/commissions/CND/Political_
Declaration/Political_Declaration_1998/1998-
Political-Declaration_A-RES-S-20-2.pdf

31.	 Brombacher and David (2019). Although the 
authors note themselves that AD only accounted 
for 0.1% of global ODA in 2013 reflecting what can 
be considered a chronic lack of funding for AD 
programmes in the context of illicit crops, and 
especially cannabis. 

Summary Conclusions
1.	 Interview with Junior Cottle, alias Spirit, by 
Sylvia Kay, November 2019, St. Vincent and the 
Grenadines.

2.	 BMZ (2020) Alternative Development - 
Sustainable change through development-oriented 
drug policy, Berlin: Federal Ministry for Economic 
Cooperation and Development,  p. 13. https://
www.gpdpd.org/fileadmin/user_upload/bmz_
alternative_development_.pdf

3.	 Ibid., p. 14.

4.	 Abhinav Srinivasan (2020) ‘It’s high time 
that India reclaimed its ganja’, The Wire Science, 31 
October.  https://science.thewire.in/the-sciences/
oshaughnessy-cannabis-ganja-mahal-lunatic-
asylums-ndps-act/

5.	 Fair Trade Cannabis Working Group (2020), p. 
12.

6.	 Fair Trade Cannabis Working Group (2020), p. 
12.

7.	 Jelsma, M. (2018) Connecting the dots… Human 
rights, illicit cultivation and alternative development. 
Amsterdam: Transnational Institute. https://www.
tni.org/en/publication/connecting-the-dots

https://wsr-network.org
https://www.groundup.org.za/article/small-scale-cannabis-growers-say-legalisation-killing-demand/
https://www.groundup.org.za/article/small-scale-cannabis-growers-say-legalisation-killing-demand/
https://www.groundup.org.za/article/small-scale-cannabis-growers-say-legalisation-killing-demand/
http://www.gov.vc/images/PoliciesActsAndBills/Cannabis_Cultivation_Amnesty_Bill_2018.pdf
http://www.gov.vc/images/PoliciesActsAndBills/Cannabis_Cultivation_Amnesty_Bill_2018.pdf
http://www.gov.vc/images/PoliciesActsAndBills/Cannabis_Cultivation_Amnesty_Bill_2018.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10611-007-9085-1
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10611-007-9085-1
https://d1wqtxts1xzle7.cloudfront.net/47338572/Agricultural_drug_economies_cause_or_alt20160718-29440-hnl6u7.pdf
https://d1wqtxts1xzle7.cloudfront.net/47338572/Agricultural_drug_economies_cause_or_alt20160718-29440-hnl6u7.pdf
https://d1wqtxts1xzle7.cloudfront.net/47338572/Agricultural_drug_economies_cause_or_alt20160718-29440-hnl6u7.pdf
https://www.denveropenmedia.org/shows/tony-silvaggio-environmental-consequences-prohibition
https://www.denveropenmedia.org/shows/tony-silvaggio-environmental-consequences-prohibition
https://www.denveropenmedia.org/shows/tony-silvaggio-environmental-consequences-prohibition
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.enpol.2012.03.023 
https://www.cpr.org/2018/02/19/nearly-4-percent-of-denvers-electricity-is-now-devoted-to-marijuana/
https://www.cpr.org/2018/02/19/nearly-4-percent-of-denvers-electricity-is-now-devoted-to-marijuana/
https://www.cpr.org/2018/02/19/nearly-4-percent-of-denvers-electricity-is-now-devoted-to-marijuana/
https://www.unodc.org/documents/commissions/CND/Political_Declaration/Political_Declaration_1998/1998-Political-Declaration_A-RES-S-20-2.pdf
https://www.unodc.org/documents/commissions/CND/Political_Declaration/Political_Declaration_1998/1998-Political-Declaration_A-RES-S-20-2.pdf
https://www.unodc.org/documents/commissions/CND/Political_Declaration/Political_Declaration_1998/1998-Political-Declaration_A-RES-S-20-2.pdf
https://www.unodc.org/documents/commissions/CND/Political_Declaration/Political_Declaration_1998/1998-Political-Declaration_A-RES-S-20-2.pdf
https://eur03.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.gpdpd.org%2Ffileadmin%2Fuser_upload%2Fbmz_alternative_development_.pdf&data=04%7C01%7CD.R.Taylor%40Swansea.ac.uk%7Ccf6d61eaeedf435eedc008d8c9b56018%7Cbbcab52e9fbe43d6a2f39f66c43df268%7C0%7C0%7C637481128131692180%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C1000&sdata=Ecp2JKDgjYi8GkMwmMQIgHRh9zCx9VP25va8coss0MQ%3D&reserved=0
https://eur03.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.gpdpd.org%2Ffileadmin%2Fuser_upload%2Fbmz_alternative_development_.pdf&data=04%7C01%7CD.R.Taylor%40Swansea.ac.uk%7Ccf6d61eaeedf435eedc008d8c9b56018%7Cbbcab52e9fbe43d6a2f39f66c43df268%7C0%7C0%7C637481128131692180%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C1000&sdata=Ecp2JKDgjYi8GkMwmMQIgHRh9zCx9VP25va8coss0MQ%3D&reserved=0
https://eur03.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.gpdpd.org%2Ffileadmin%2Fuser_upload%2Fbmz_alternative_development_.pdf&data=04%7C01%7CD.R.Taylor%40Swansea.ac.uk%7Ccf6d61eaeedf435eedc008d8c9b56018%7Cbbcab52e9fbe43d6a2f39f66c43df268%7C0%7C0%7C637481128131692180%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C1000&sdata=Ecp2JKDgjYi8GkMwmMQIgHRh9zCx9VP25va8coss0MQ%3D&reserved=0
https://science.thewire.in/the-sciences/oshaughnessy-cannabis-ganja-mahal-lunatic-asylums-ndps-act/
https://science.thewire.in/the-sciences/oshaughnessy-cannabis-ganja-mahal-lunatic-asylums-ndps-act/
https://science.thewire.in/the-sciences/oshaughnessy-cannabis-ganja-mahal-lunatic-asylums-ndps-act/
https://www.tni.org/en/publication/connecting-the-dots
https://www.tni.org/en/publication/connecting-the-dots


The Transnational Institute (TNI) is an international research and advocacy institute committed to building a 
just, democratic and sustainable world. Founded in 1974 as a network of ‘activist scholars’, TNI continues to 
be a unique nexus between social movements, engaged scholars and policy makers.

TNI has gained an international reputation for carrying out well researched and radical critiques and 
anticipating and producing informed work on key issues long before they become mainstream concerns, 
for example, our  work on food and hunger, third world debt, transnational corporations, trade, and carbon 
trading. As a non-sectarian institute, TNI has also consistently advocated alternatives that are both just 
and pragmatic, for example developing alternative  approaches to international drugs policy and providing 
support for the practical detailed work of public water services reform.   

TNI’s Drugs & Democracy  programme analyses drug policies and trends in the illicit drugs market. TNI 
examines the underlying causes of drug production and consumption and the impacts of current drug 
policies on conflict, development, and democracy. The programme facilitates dialogue and advocates 
evidence-based policies, guided by principles of harm reduction and human rights for users and producers.

www.TNI.org

From the early days of cannabis prohibition, traditional producing countries have 
stressed the importance of finding alternative livelihoods for rural communities 
dependent on cannabis cultivation. The first crop-substitution projects in the 1960s 
in Lebanon and Morocco were the genesis of continuing UN debate on ‘alternative 
development’ and ‘shared responsibility’. Growing demand for cannabis in the North 
and crashing prices of agricultural commodities like coffee, cocoa and banana due to 
free trade policies, turned the ever-expanding illegal cannabis market into a survival 
economy for millions of people. Almost no-where have small cannabis farmers been 
offered substantial development assistance for moving out of the illegal market.

The recent wave of policy changes and fast-growing legal spaces in the medical 
cannabis market offer new opportunities for small farmers to transition out of illegality 
while continuing to grow cannabis. Several traditional producing countries have 
started to explore this option of ‘alternative development with cannabis’. Barriers to 
entry, however, are not easy to overcome and few small farmers have been able thus 
far to conquer some space in the billion-dollar medical cannabis market. The emerging 
legal markets are increasingly captured by big corporations, pushing out small farmers 
from the South. This report argues that lessening the barriers for small farmers while 
raising them for large companies can help to steer legal cannabis markets in a more 
sustainable and equitable direction based on principles of community empowerment, 
social justice, fair(er) trade and sustainable development.
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