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Executive summary

• With a format including not only the continued use 
of separate booklets, but also a new complemen-
tary online web-based element, the World Drug 
Report 2023 presents – as ever – an impressive ar-
ray of largely accessible and user-friendly data and 
analysis of what the United Nations Office on Drugs 
and Crime (UNODC or Office) continues to refer to 
as the ‘world drug problem’. In so doing, readers can 
identify many familiar and predominantly alarming 
trends regarding the growing scale and increasing 
complexity of the illegal drug market. We are also 
informed, again, of ongoing inequalities relating 
to a range of official responses and policy interven-
tions, including the availability of pharmaceutical 
opioids for medical consumption and significant 
barriers to treatment.  

• As in previous years, the Report remains reticent 
to explicitly engage in discussion of an array of evi-
dence-based approaches, including decriminalisa-
tion of drug possession for personal use and harm 
reduction. Relatedly, the UNODC’s relative lack of 
engagement with the intersection between drug 
policy and human rights means that it remains an 
outlier within the broader UN system; a situation 
that becomes starker as other agencies and bodies 
focus ever more explicitly on the connection. 

• That said, following on from last year’s Report, it is 
welcome to see the UNODC continue to fix attention 
on the relationship between drugs and environmen-
tal harm. The 2023 publication devotes considerable 
space to the issue in the form of an in-depth analysis 
of ‘The Nexus Between Drugs and Crimes that Af-
fect the Environment and Convergent Crime in the 
Amazon Basin’. It consequently reveals the Office’s 
emerging use of green criminology as a lens through 
which to view the increasingly pressing issue. The 
perspective adopted is important since the UNO-
DC possesses considerable ‘productive power’ to set 
agendas and shape narratives within international 
drug control debates. While not alone as a benefi-
cial disciplinary approach, green criminology offers 
substantial promise for ongoing analysis. Its funda-
mental ‘critical’ nature, however, means that its de-
ployment is accompanied by significant challenges. 

• Having explained the selection criteria for the geo-
graphical scope of study, the Report analyses the 
situation within the region using a new ‘prelimina-
ry’ conceptual framework through which to bet-
ter understand the ‘crime ecosystem’. This includes 
introduction of the concept of convergent crime. 
Within this context, discussion incorporates the 
idea of direct and indirect environmental impact 
(notably deforestation and ‘narco-deforestation’), 
the related diversification of criminal organisations 
into a range of illegal markets, and the role of drug 
trafficking groups in undermining the rule of law 
and amplifying the impact of criminal economies. 
Although not without its problems, discussion also 
focuses to a limited extent on the negative environ-
mental impact of drug policy interventions rather 
than simply illegal drug markets.   

• While also limited in scope, the space devoted to 
communities and Indigenous populations indicates 
the potential of green criminology to move beyond 
a preoccupation with criminality and criminal actors 
and focus instead on the harms associated with, and 
victims of, illegal markets. To be sure, the approach 
connects well with discussions of environmental 
justice and human rights and as such could do much 
to enhance the UNODC’s limited and cautious en-
gagement to date. 

• However, if adopted to its fullest extent and in line 
with the intentions of its founders and key propo-
nents, the structural critique inherent within green 
criminology generates a key dilemma for the Office: 
how to deal with the overarching prohibitive para-
digm? The approach certainly has the potential to 
generate a much needed and better understanding 
of the complex reality within the Amazon Basin, in-
cluding through the legitimate integration of the 
drug issue into a broader portfolio of criminal activi-
ties and resultant environmental harms. Yet, despite 
the increasingly obvious ineffective and harmful 
character of global drug prohibition, the UNODC 
remains unable to question the system that sustains 
it and apply the truly holistic and integrated analysis 
that is required.
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Introduction
Following on from a shift to separate thematic 
booklets in 2017, the World Drug Report continues 
to evolve in format and presentation. As the United 
Nations Office on Drugs and Crime (UNODC or Offi-
ce) website notes, ‘For the first time since its concep-
tion’, the 2023 publication ‘consists of two products, 
a web-based element and a set of booklets’ with ‘The 
latest global, regional and subregional estimates of 
and trends in drug demand and supply’ now ‘presen-
ted in a user-friendly, interactive online segment’.1 
With a searchable function filterable via, among other 
things, region, topic and market, this excellent new 
feature certainly adds a valuable and welcome di-
mension to the Report and enhances the accessibi-
lity of data within what is an innately multi-faceted 
issue area. Keeping pace with other interactive drug 
market and policy-related databases,2 the online seg-
ment supplements the existing web-based Statistical 
Annex and Data Portal and combines well with the 
increased use of infographics and data visualisations. 
That said, it should be noted that the adoption of 
an overly reductive visual approach risks obscuring 
data sources, including the fact that – considering 
the often poor information provided by Member Sta-
tes – much uncertainly still surrounds the veracity of 
the empirical foundations upon which the Report is 
constructed.3    

More traditionally, in a similar approach to recent 
years, booklet 1 takes the form of an ‘Executive Sum-
mary’, although on this occasion it is based on ‘analy-
sis of the key findings of the online segment and the 
thematic booklet 2 and the conclusions drawn from 
them.’ Indeed, ‘in addition to providing in-depth 
analysis of key developments and emerging trends 
in selected drug markets, including in countries cu-
rrently experiencing conflict’, booklet 2 – ‘Contempo-
rary Issues on Drugs’ – focuses on several other topics 
selected for specific attention by the UNODC.4 Com-
pleting the set, booklet 3 – ‘Special Points of Interest’ 
– is then presented as offering a ‘framework around 
key takeaways and policy implications drawn from 
the analysis of the latest trends and estimates of the 
online segment’ and the discussions within booklet 2. 

Although repetitive in places, perhaps an unavoida-
ble result of the new interlocking format, the 2023 
World Drug Report once again provides an impressi-
ve range of more accessible and user-friendly data 
and analysis on what the UNODC Executive Director, 
Ghada Waly, refers to in her Preface as the ‘world drug 
problem’. This remains the case despite gradually 
growing use within the UN system, including at ti-
mes by the UNODC itself, of other more appropriate 

terms such as ‘world drug situation’. and ‘global drug 
phenomenon’.5 To be sure, in spite of the change in 
format, such continuity in terminology is in many 
ways reflective of a continuousness in content, con-
clusions and resultant headline messages from pre-
vious years. As the Executive Director emphasises 
within the context of efforts to ‘revive stalled progress 
towards achieving the Sustainable Development 
Goals’ (SDGs) in 2030, ‘[T]his edition of the World Drug 
Report highlights the growing complexity’ of what 
are described as ‘evolving drug threats’. Moreover, 
while not explicitly mentioned in the Preface, the in-
crease in scale of many elements of the global drug 
market shown within various sections of the Report 
is unambiguous. For example, even the most cursory 
glance at the booklets and limited engagement with 
the online segment reveals among other things a 
23% increase in drug use between 2011 and 2021 
(with opioids continuing to be the main drug type 
that impacts the global burden of disease), an esti-
mated 13.2 million people who inject drugs in 2021 
(18% higher than the previous year), an estimated 
1.6 million people who inject drugs living with HIV 
and 6.6 million people who inject drugs living with 
Hepatitis C worldwide in 2021, and total deaths at-
tributed to drug use increasing by 17.5% between 
2010-2019 to 494,000.6 In terms of market dynamics, 
the Report shows a prolonged surge in both supply 
and demand of cocaine, an expansion of metham-
phetamine beyond traditional markets, an increase 
in opium poppy production in 2022,7 the appearance 
of new cannabis-related products, shifting synthetic 
markets and supply chains, an ongoing opioid crisis in 
North America and increases in the New Psychoactive 
Substances (NPS) market in 2021. On the flip side, we 
are informed once again of inequalities relating to a 
range of official responses and policy interventions, 
including the availability of pharmaceutical opioids 
for medical consumption and significant barriers to 
treatment, especially for women. 

Across these and an array of other important topics, 
and aware of ongoing if not explicitly acknowled-
ged uncertainty surrounding various data sets, the 
UNODC undoubtedly provides a wealth of useful – 
frequently worrying – information, as well as, at times, 
accompanying policy advice. This is most obvious 
within the ‘Special Points of Interest’ booklet. Here 
topics selected by the UNODC as ‘Key Findings’ are 
supplemented with a set of generally productive ‘Pos-
sible Responses’. Curiously, however, even in booklet 
3 and within the context of the Executive Director’s 
statement in her Preface that the Report offers ‘im-
partial evidence’, there is an ongoing reticence to deal 
directly with several evidence-based policy respon-
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ses that are being embraced and promoted by many 
member states and other parts of the UN system. 

For example, while last year there was limited dis-
cussion of decriminalisation of drug use and related 
activities, it is barely mentioned within the 2023 Re-
port. Where it is explicitly discussed, it is specifically 
in relation to psychedelics and moves within some 
US states in chapter 2 of booklet 2, ‘Recent develo-
pments Involving Psychedelics’.8 This contrasts with 
other individual UN bodies, as well as the unequivoca-
lly supportive stance adopted in the 2018 UN System 
Common Position on drugs9 and its accompanying 
2019 Task Team Report.10 

Similarly, there is an ongoing reluctance to use the 
term ‘harm reduction’. As in 2022, the occasional re-
ference to specific harm reduction interventions can 
– with some effort – be found within various parts 
of the Report. For example, chapter 6 of booklet 3, 
‘Service Innovations During Covid-19’ makes brief 
reference to needle and syringe programmes and 
opioid agonist therapy.11 The lack of a dedicated sec-
tion on the ‘health consequences of drug use’, as used 
to be the case within the no longer produced ‘Global 
Overview’ booklet, certainly makes references to an 
array of widely used harm reduction interventions 
harder to locate within the Report. That said, even 
within the targeted discussion of ‘Inequalities, Dispa-
rities, Public Health and Human Rights’ in the ‘Special 
Points of Interest’ booklet, the term itself is assiduously 
avoided. This can perhaps be explained, if not excused, 
by the enduring tensions surrounding its use within 
the Commission on Narcotic Drugs (CND). Instead, 
preference is given to the diplomatically accepted 
proxy phrase ‘comprehensive services to minimize 
the public and social consequences of drug use in a 
continuum of care for people who use drugs’. 

As with the related issue of decriminalisation, what 
comes across as a lukewarm approach leaves the 
UNODC very much as an outlier within the broader 
UN system, including once again in relation to the 
strong support for, and use of, the term harm reduc-
tion by individual agencies such as UNAIDS, the World 
Health Organization (WHO) and the Office of the High 
Commissioner for Human Rights in addition to the 
Common Position and its Task Team Report. This is 
the case even while, ironically, the UNODC remains 
the Task Team’s lead agency, and its admittedly limi-
ted Common Position-related publications note that 
‘measures aimed at minimising the adverse public 
health consequences of drug abuse’ are ‘sometimes 
referred to as harm reduction’.12

As has been the case in previous years, the 2023 Re-
port is also still lacking in its approach to human rights. 
As we have repeatedly noted in previous critiques of 
the World Drug Report, it is concerning that such an 
influential UN publication continues to largely avoid 
meaningful engagement regarding the intersection 
between drug policy and human rights, particularly 
in relation to potential and actual abuses resulting 
from drug control policies on both the supply and 
demand sides of the issue. Again, such a position is 
particularly stark relative to other UN agencies and 
bodies beyond the OHCHR, for example UNAIDS13 and 
the UN Committee on Economic, Social and Cultural 
Rights,14 the Common Position and Task Team Report, 
and increased discussion of the issue in the CND and 
at the national level within many States. Much can be 
said for the view that, if approached carefully,15 a dedi-
cated chapter on human rights would be a timely and 
constructive contribution to international drug policy 
debates. This is especially so considering the new for-
mat of the World Drug Report and opportunities for 
the UNODC to select individual topics and organise 
them under the heading of ‘Contemporary Issues on 
Drugs’ or something similar. As it stands, human rights 
receive limited and fragmentary attention. 

Where the issue is mentioned explicitly, the Report’s 
messaging is in the main positive, however. For instan-
ce, acknowledging the need for a holistic appreciation 
of the issue area, it is noted that ‘Inequality and social 
and economic disparities continue to drive and be dri-
ven by the drug phenomenon, threating public health 
and human rights’.16 Moreover, and in a welcome refe-
rence to specific policy interventions, when outlining 
‘possible responses’ vis-à-vis treatment services, the 
UNODC highlights that ‘provision must be voluntary 
and based on human rights’ (original emphasis). Si-
milarly, the Report’s useful discussion of illicit drug 
economies is – at the headline level at least – also fra-
med in terms of human rights. Here, furthermore, the 
Report engages with the issue of complexity as em-
phasised in the Executive Director’s foreword. Indeed, 
readers are informed in the Special Points of Interest 
booklet that ‘Illicit drug economies’, what are referred 
to as ‘converging crimes’, as well as ‘displacement and 
conflict are accelerating environmental devastation 
and degrading human rights, especially in vulnerable 
groups’, including crucially Indigenous Peoples.17 The 
attention given to these intimately interconnected to-
pics within both the Executive Summary18 and Special 
Points of Interest booklets highlight the discussions 
and analysis presented within chapter 4 of booklet 2, 
‘The Nexus Between Drugs and Crimes that Affect the 
Environment and Convergent Crime in the Amazon 
Basin’. Such welcome attention to the environment 
follows on from last year’s Report. This contained, for 
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the first time in its history, a most welcome and long 
overdue thematic chapter dedicated to the issue of 
drugs and the environment;19 a largely constructive 
segment that was the focus of our analysis of the 2022 
World Drug Report.20 

Considering the increasing urgency to elevate dis-
cussions of environmental harm within drug policy 
debates, not only at the mid-point towards achieving 
the SDGs but also in terms of the 2024 Midterm Re-
view of the 2019 Ministerial Declaration,21 this IDPC/
GPDO/Viso Mutop critique will also focus on the issue, 
predominantly chapter 4 of booklet 2. Rather than 
concentrate on specific blind spots as was the case last 
year, this analysis both examines some key aspects of 
the chapter and explores the promise and peril of the 
UNODC’s emerging use of green criminology as a lens 
through which to view the drugs-environment nexus. 
It is argued that while other disciplinary approaches 
exist, green criminology has the potential to simul-
taneously shift attention away from criminal markets 
and actors and raise the profile of victims’ rights, par-
ticularly Indigenous Peoples’ rights, and associated 
State obligations within future World Drug Reports 
and related outputs. This is important since via its 
annual publication, especially in its new format and 
selection of topics for special attention, the UNODC 
possesses considerable ‘productive power’22 to set 
agendas and shape narratives within international 
drug control debates. However, as will be demonstra-
ted, engagement with a range of green criminology 
perspectives also presents the Office with an uncom-
fortable fundamental dilemma.
 

The Nexus Between Drugs and 
Crimes that Affect the  
Environment and Convergent 
Crime in the Amazon Basin: 
Chapter Overview
Setting the tone for the discussion and analysis to 
follow, the chapter begins by stating plainly that ‘Sig-
nificant parts of the Amazon Basin are wracked by a 
complex ecosystem of drug crime, crime that affects 
the environment and convergent crime’. Consequent-
ly, we are told that it ‘sheds light on this nexus, inclu-
ding the diverse impacts of drug-related activities 
where natural and human ecosystems are most at 
risk’. Indeed, while most readers will no doubt already 
be aware, the broader scene is established early on 
with the reminder that the world’s largest rainforest 
is ‘threatened by deforestation and degradation, 
virtually all of it illegal’. More specifically, emphasis 
is placed on the fact that ‘The countries hosting the 

largest share of the Amazon Basin rainforest – Brazil 
(59 per cent), Peru (13 per cent), Plurinational State 
of Bolivia (8 per cent), and Colombia (7 per cent) – are 
particularly at risk of forest and biodiversity loss’. 

As noted, this section of the Report builds on the 2022 
publication, which the UNODC points out ‘provided 
an overview of the possible environmental impacts 
of illicit drug cultivation and production on natural 
ecosystems and communities’. Crucially, reflection 
upon last year’s thematic chapter also highlights how 
analysis at that point kept ‘the size of those effects in 
perspective relative to other human activities that 
cause environmental degradation’23 – an important 
point to which we will return. 

In terms of geographic focus, the UNODC acknowled-
ges that while Ecuador, Guyana, Suriname, Venezuela 
(Bolivarian Republic of ) and French Guiana are also 
part of the Amazon Basin that are ‘affected by drug 
and related crime issues’ the chapter focuses on the 
Amazon region covering Bolivia (Plurinational State 
of ), Brazil, Colombia, and Peru. Not only are these the 
largest within the Amazon basin, they are also Sta-
tes ‘that either host nearly all global illicit cultivation 
of coca leaf and cocaine manufacture or have high 
levels of cocaine trafficking’. Case study selection is 
further, and again not unreasonably, justified by the 
fact that it is ‘in these four countries that UNODC has 
a stronger research capacity’ and ‘could build on exis-
ting programmes’.24 As in other areas of the Office’s 
work, a paucity of data and associated methodolo-
gical challenges remains an ongoing concern. Addi-
tional, once more legitimate, justification given for 
focusing on one specific geographical region is that 
such an approach allows a ‘comprehensive focus on 
the multi-layered relationships between drug produc-
tion, trafficking and consumption on the one side, and 
crimes that affect the environment and convergent 
crime on the other’.25 And it is fair to say that, espe-
cially in relation to some other parts of the Report, 
the chapter successfully offers an impressive wealth 
of well-referenced information and analysis across a 
broad range of interconnected issues. Despite this 
richness of content, here we will concentrate attention 
on several specific topics only. 

Introduction of a new preliminary 
conceptual framework
As the title of the chapter suggests, building upon 
its previous ‘deep dive into the nexus between drugs 
and the environment’,26 the UNODC this year introdu-
ces a new framework ‘conceptualising’ what it terms 
the ‘crime ecosystem’ (see Figure 1). Moving beyond 
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the ‘three routes of environmental impact’ presen-
ted in 2022,27 this useful addition also incorporates 
the phenomena of ‘convergent crime’: ‘criminal ac-
tivities that connect, overlap, enable and co-locate 
with drug-related crime and crimes that affect the 
environment, including corruption, money-launde-
ring, fraud, extortion, violence and other forms of 
victimization’.28 Within this context, we are informed 
that ‘The relationships between drug-related crime, 
crimes that affect the environment, and convergent 
crime in the Amazon Basin are complex and evolving’. 
Consequently, and not unreasonably, it is noted how 
‘Any assessment will be partial and non-exhaustive’ 
with the chapter offering ‘a preliminary analysis of 
basic trends and patterns’.29 Drawing from research 
focusing specifically on the tri-State border between 

Brazil, Colombia and Peru, what is honestly introdu-
ced as a ‘preliminary conceptual framework tracing 
the ways in which drug-related crimes interact with 
crimes that affect the environment and convergent 
crime, as well as highlighting wider impacts on socie-
ty’, is offered as a ‘roadmap for diagnosing risks and 
formulating prevention strategies’.30 

With this in mind, the UNODC highlights several fea-
tures of its new conceptual framework; a framework 
that provides the organising structure for the entire 
chapter. First, it is noted how ‘the process of produ-
cing, processing and trafficking, can have a direct 
and indirect impact on the environment’ (emphasis 
added). This is described as ranging from ‘selective 
illegal deforestation and degradation, which makes 

Credit: Taken from Booklet 2 – ‘Contemporary Issues on Drugs’, ‘Chapter 4: The nexus between drugs and crimes that affect the environment and convergent crime in the Amazon Basin’, p. 64, 2023 
World Drug Report 

Figure 1. Conceptual framework: Conceptualising the crime ecosystem
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way for the cultivation and processing of drugs, to 
the pollution of the environment due to the burning 
of trees and use of precursor chemicals, as well as fi-
nancial and land acquisition crimes associated with 
what is referred to as “narco-deforestation”’. Second, 
the UNODC points out that ‘drug trafficking groups 
are diversifying into crimes that affect the environ-
ment by default and design, including illegal land oc-
cupation for industrial agricultural purposes, illegal 
logging, illegal mining, poaching and trafficking in 
wildlife as a way of generating and laundering illicit 
profits’. And third, the authors stress the fact that ‘drug 
trafficking undermines the rule of law and amplifies 
criminal economies that facilitate and incentivize the 
involvement of a wide range of individuals and actors 
involved in crimes that affect the environment’.31 On 
this last point, the chapter devotes considerable space 
to analysis of drug trafficking routes and drug seizures 
as well as some attention to ‘Mapping drug trafficking 
organizations’. 

Deforestation and  
‘Narco-deforestation’
As the chapter notes, the relationship between the 
illegal drug market and deforestation in countries 
in the Amazon basin, particularly Colombia, is not a 
new issue of concern: ‘From the 1990s onward, go-
vernments started explicitly linking the production 
of coca, and the trafficking of coca paste and cocaine, 
with the destruction of the rainforests’. We are rea-
sonably informed, however, that the ‘relationships 
between coca production and deforestation and 
degradation in the Amazon Basin are not clear cut’. 
Whereas traditional conceptions and related analysis 
as recent as a decade ago often focused on the direct 
impact of drug production – and to a far lesser extent 
drug policies – on deforestation, the Report stresses 
that ‘the far more important drivers of forest clearance 
are crop and livestock production’. To be sure, as the 
chapter discusses in detail, while there are undoub-
tedly some direct impacts, ‘the actual production of 
coca leaf and processing into cocaine overall appear 
to have a comparatively limited direct effect on de-
forestation and degradation’.

Synthesis of the growing evidence base presented in 
the chapter reveals the extent to which the indirect 
impact of the illegal coca economy is more significant, 
especially in connection to related money laundering 
tied to local ‘extractive sectors’. As such, activities asso-
ciated with ‘narco-deforestation’, are seen to include 
‘the reinvestment of drug trafficking proceeds into 
legal and illegal land acquisition, forest clearance, the 
creation of pasture for cattle, and other agricultural 

activities such as soy and palm plantations’.32 Mo-
reover, analysis demonstrates how ‘Alongside the 
recycling of profits into agricultural activities is the 
financing of accompanying infrastructure, ranging 
from landing strips to irregular roads, all of which 
affect the integrity of forests and biodiversity’.33 The 
increasing complexity of the drug-environment nexus 
or ‘crime ecosystem’ becomes even more profound 
with the acknowledgment that ‘The expansion and 
diversification of drug trafficking organizations and 
other criminal groups into cattle ranching, selective 
logging, gold mining, real estate, and trafficking in 
wildlife are directly and indirectly contributing to a 
host of negative environmental impacts’.34 In this re-
gard it is interesting to note the Report’s deployment 
of the term ‘narco-deforestation’. Chapter 5 in the 2022 
World Drug Report made no reference to the phrase 
within the text, although McSweeny and colleagues’ 
important 2014 piece in Science introducing the con-
cept is referenced.35 This year, however, it is given some 
visibility, including in the chapter’s key findings and 
the Report’s Executive Summary36 where ‘narco-defo-
restation’ is highlighted as ‘posing a growing danger 
to the world’s largest rainforest’. 

Forced crop eradication

Considering the chapter’s presentation of the new 
conceptual framework as a ‘roadmap’ for the formula-
tion of strategies, there is disappointingly little discus-
sion of the impact of specific drug policies themselves 
on the environment, let alone the effect of the overar-
ching international legal architecture within which 
they operate; issues that are receiving increasing cri-
tical attention.37 In terms of individual interventions, 
however, it is worth noting here inclusion within the 
chapter of a brief discussion on forced eradication. 
It is positive to see the Report note that, along with 
a range of other factors, forced eradication can ‘tri-
gger deforestation and environmental degradation 
since it can push illicit cultivation into new areas’ as 
well as ‘contribute to population displacement and 
voluntary migration, thus imposing new pressures on 
forested areas through urbanization and increasing 
deforestation and degradation’.38 It is also noteworthy 
that, although the chapter seems to overlook some 
relevant research in Bolivia, it implicitly suggests the 
need for investigation beyond Colombia. 

That said, it is important to highlight several areas 
of concern regarding the UNODC’s presentation of 
existing research. Specifically, while the chapter refers 
to a 2013 assessment suggesting a ‘positive correla-
tion between eradication and shifting cultivation’, the 
UNODC once again counters this with reference to 
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a study six years later indicating that ‘the effect on 
new coca cultivation is either non-existent (in the 
case of manual eradication) or leads to a reduction 
of new coca cultivation in neighbouring areas as well 
(in the case of aerial spraying)’. It is of course good 
practice to present a balanced account of the exis-
ting evidence base. Nonetheless, this must be done 
with careful consideration, including with research 
that incorporates implications for development and 
human rights. As it is, and in an unfortunate repeat of 
discussion in last year’s Report, the same 2019 study is 
presented uncritically and without any consideration 
for methodology and consequent issues concerning 
comparability. Since discussion around the validity 
of the balloon effect in Colombia was given signifi-
cant attention in our 2022 analysis of that year’s World 
Drug Report, there is no need to reprise the arguments 
here. Amidst many other studies on the phenomena 
in Colombia, it appears methodologically unwise – if 
perhaps politically useful – to continue to deploy a sin-
gle study as the ‘definitive’ counteracting ‘statement 
on this subject’.39 

In terms of balance, the chapter does a better job in 
its brief discussion of aerial fumigation. It notes that 
‘while some research has shown that aerial spraying 
can generate negative health effects on coca growing 
communities’ other research is not so conclusive 
about the size and scope of the impact on the envi-
ronment of glyphosate, spraying mixtures and the 
precision of spraying’. Readers are directed to Booklet 
5 from 202240 for evidence for the latter perspective 
and once the reference is located must then turn to 
the online Methodological Annex to dig out suppor-
ting material.41 

To be fair, here the UNODC has drawn together an 
impressive list of research publications into the issue. 
Importantly, however, discussions under the heading 
‘Eradication and the Environment’ begin with the cri-
tical qualification that ‘The impact of illicit crop era-
dication on the environment may have different out-
comes and different ramifications depending upon 
the context’; a crucial message that might have been 
usefully included within the main Reports themselves. 

Moreover, despite ongoing academic debate concer-
ning the carcinogenic properties of glyphosate,42 it 
is surprising that the UNODC does not apply a more 
overtly cautious approach to the policy option in 
general. This is particularly the case bearing in mind 
the findings of the WHO’s International Agency for 
Research on Cancer in 2015 that the pesticide was 
‘probably carcinogenic to humans’.43 Further, and whi-
le not explicitly noted within the Annex or chapter 4, 
assessment of the impact of eradication, including 

aerial fumigation, on the environment will ultimately 
depend on the indicators deployed. This is the case 
for both academic research design and official policy 
evaluation. For example, on the latter and influenced 
to some extent by the Global Drug Policy Index,44 re-
cent work by Colombian researchers suggests that 
where that country is concerned, specific indicators 
relating to forest conservation should be included 
with more holistic metrics focusing on socioeconomic 
conditions through multidimensional poverty mea-
sures, protection of human rights defenders, social 
leaders and their communities and local legitima-
cy of State institutions. As the authors of the March 
2023 Report note, ‘one advantage of these indicators 
is that they are all quantifiable and have already been 
monitored by cooperation agencies such as UNODC 
through surveys of households linked’ to Colombia’s 
Comprehensive National Program of the Substitution 
of illicitly used crops’ (PNIS).45 This is not to say that 
there is no need for more environmentally focused 
metrics, however. 

Communities and Indigenous 
Peoples 
In a welcome expansion of the scope of analysis from 
the very limited mention in last year’s Report,46 it is 
largely positive to see chapter 4 devote specific at-
tention to communities and Indigenous populations. 
A dedicated – although still relatively brief and so-
mewhat problematic – section on the topic begins by 
explaining how ‘In under-policed areas of the Ama-
zon Basin where State presence and associated social 
services are limited, drug production, trafficking and 
consumption typically have a disproportionately high 
impact on vulnerable communities and the environ-
ment for each unit produced’. ‘One reason for this’, it 
continues ‘is that drug producers and traffickers have 
fewer constraints in place to minimize their environ-
mental impacts’. The Report goes on to outline how, in 
an attempt to ‘reduce the risk of disruption from secu-
rity services’, what are defined as ‘drug groups’ ‘often 
confine production and trafficking to more isolated, 
protected areas where many of these environmen-
tal impacts are hidden from public scrutiny’.47 We are 
also informed how the encroachment of ‘organized 
criminal groups’ into national and state parks, conser-
vation areas and Indigenous territories has multiple 
implications. These range from property disputes to 
‘periodic cooptation’, or assimilation, and ‘recruitment 
into various facets of the illicit drug trade’ with the 
impact having the potential to be extremely violent.48

Although in many ways useful, analysis here is open to 
challenge for several reasons. First there is an inbuilt 



A
na

ly
si

s 
o

f 
th

e 
W

o
rl

d
 D

ru
g

 R
ep

o
rt

 2
0

23
: 

Th
e 

p
ro

m
is

e 
an

d
 p

er
il 

o
f 

g
o

in
g

 g
re

en

9

assumption that increased State presence will by its 
very nature improve the circumstances of commu-
nities and Indigenous populations and is therefore 
warranted. Such a perspective overlooks the reality 
of political situations where, seeking to enrich them-
selves and close associates, those in power actively 
encourage environmental degradation and at the very 
least turn a blind eye to related criminal activity and 
human rights violations. The former Brazilian Presi-
dent Jair Bolsonaro (2019-2022) was a case in point. 
Moreover, it should not be forgotten how ‘over-poli-
cing’ can also result in serious and extensive negative 
outcomes. Again, Brazil provides an example of what 
can be described as ‘structural violence’ with related 
police action – frequently brutal in nature – dispro-
portionately impacting Indigenous groups. Second, 
the UNODC’s analysis overlooks how, in the absence 
of a functioning State, in many instances the illegal 
drug economy can act as a lifeline for communities 
and Indigenous Peoples.49 

While discussing the alarming growth in homicidal 
violence within Indigenous populations in Brazil, the 
Report notes the rapid increases in exploitation of 
protected lands, in particular from land-grabbers, ille-
gal loggers and garimpeiros (wildcat goldminers) and 
highlights the role of members of the criminal group 
the PCC in a range of nefarious activities. Illegal gold 
mining in the Yanomami and Munduruku territories of 
Brazil is shown to have resulted in shockingly elevated 
levels of mercury poisoning within the Indigenous 
populations. This consequence of environmental 
degradation is in addition to mining-related defo-
restation. An analogous situation is also reported in 
parts of Colombia and Peru, with, in the latter, armed 
groups routinely targeting ‘Indigenous and commu-
nity leaders in the Amazon region’. What the UNODC 
terms, ‘narco-penetration’ is also revealed as exten-
ding to trafficking in wildlife and illegal fisheries.50 All 
of which leads the authors to highlight as one of the 
chapter’s key findings, and hence also stress within the 
Report’s Executive Summary, that ‘Indigenous Peoples 
and other minorities are disproportionately affected 
by the criminal nexus in the Amazon Basin, as they 
suffer forcible displacement, mercury poisoning and 
other health-related impacts, increased exposure to 
violence and victimization and more’.51 

Mindful of this important aspect of the complex in-
tersections explored in the chapter, such attention is 
clearly positive and complements increased attention 
within the CND. Admittedly after protracted and diffi-
cult negotiations, the 66th session in March 2023 saw 
the Committee of the Whole adopt, for the first time, 
a resolution emphasising indigenous rights within a 

sustainable and inclusive alternative development 
framework.52 

Nonetheless, considering once again presentation of 
the new conceptual framework as a guide for ‘diagno-
sing risks and formulating prevention strategies’, the 
paucity of meaningful analysis of the impact of drug 
control interventions on the intricate relationship be-
tween rural communities, Indigenous peoples and the 
environment is disappointing. For instance, despite 
the discussion on forced eradication, it is surprising 
that there is no mention of the problems associated 
with post-2016 coca control policies in Colombia. In 
spite of its links to rural reform adopted in the Peace 
Agreement and the concomitant promise of ‘environ-
mental recovery’,53 research has shown how ‘Certain 
flaws in the design and implementation of the PNIS 
have had negative consequences’ including ‘the rise in 
the murder of leaders, deforestation and inter-ethnic 
and socio-environmental conflicts’.54 

It is worthwhile recalling here that, in her Preface to 
the Report, the Executive Director stressed how ‘Pu-
tting people first requires policymakers and service 
providers to actively protect human rights of all by de-
molishing barriers to evidence-based services across 
the continuum of care’. It is true that her comments 
in this instance relate specifically to drug treatment. 
They are equally applicable, however, to discussion 
of a range of issues within the crime-environment 
‘ecosystem’, particularly regarding those people who 
bear the greatest burden of not just criminal activity 
but ill-conceived and/or poorly implemented policy 
approaches. And as such, while in-depth analysis of an 
array of interconnecting illegal markets and the beha-
viours of a range of criminal actors operating within 
them is important and illuminating, this should not be 
at the expense of meaningful discussion of affected 
communities and, crucially, States’ obligations to pro-
tect them and indeed the environment itself. It can be 
argued that the predominant focus within chapter 4 
on criminal markets and criminal actors is an inevitable 
product of how the topic is perceived, and moreover 
how the favoured analytical lens is deployed. After all, 
it is natural for different ontological perspectives to 
generate different conclusions and priorities. 

Green criminology and beyond: 
‘Possibilities and problems’
Combined with booklet 5 of the 2022 World Drug Re-
port, this year’s chapter 4 of the ‘Contemporary Issues 
on Drugs’ booklet can be seen as the beginnings of 
the UNODC’s engagement with green criminology as 
an approach to interrogate, better understand and 
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help guide the development of policies to address 
the complex and increasingly important relationship 
between various aspects of illegal markets, drugs key 
amongst them, and the environment. This should cer-
tainly be regarded as an encouraging and potentially 
rewarding – if not entirely unproblematic – move. To 
paraphrase the title of a recent academic article, it is 
this type of criminology ‘That Matters in the Age of 
Global Ecological Collapse’.55 

Other disciplinary perspectives, including explicitly 
human rights-focused approaches, can also be deplo-
yed as conceptual lenses and organising frameworks 
for investigation of the issue area (see Box 1). Yet, as 
noted earlier, despite encouragement for the UNODC 
to engage more meaningfully with the myriad human 
rights dimensions of drug policy and become less of 
an outlier within the UN system, it is a delusion that the 
Office on Drugs and Crime will dispense completely 
with criminologically-oriented perspectives. Not in 

the short term at least. For some, the introduction 
of environmental (including convergent) crime into 
the UNODC’s work can be seen as an important route 
for breaking down the ‘notoriously siloed approaches 
within the UN drug and crime control systems’ with 
the ‘chapter on the Amazon’ leaving ‘little doubt that 
there is a strong need for comprehensive approaches, 
both at the global policy-making level, as well as at 
the implementation level’.56 An emphasis on crime, 
however, is not without its problems. Recent research 
into the nexus between crime and development ably 
exposes this point (see Box 2). Nonetheless, with that 
reality in mind, the careful application of green crimi-
nology does offer real opportunities to move beyond 
a traditional focus on the study of criminal activities 
and criminal actors and function as an entry point for 
engagement with a range of critical issues that inter-
sect with many of the concerns of other approaches, 
including those focusing on human rights.

Box 1. Narratives beyond crime: Alternatives are available 

In addition to green criminology and green Interna-
tional Relations theory, it is possible to use a range 
of other organising intellectual/disciplinary fra-
meworks through which to explore the complex 
relationship between drugs, convergent crimes 
and the environment. For instance, if deployed with 
care, recent developments in critical security stu-
dies provide entry points in terms, among others, of 
human and environmental security.57 Mindful of the 
UN’s fundamental concern for human rights, howe-
ver, a particularly relevant alternative approach to 
the current crime focus, even in the form of green 
criminology, can be found in the increasingly rich 
connections being explored through the lens of 
human rights and environmental protection. 

At its simplest, this can be broken down into three 
interconnected frameworks. Each overlap and su-
pplement one another and in places correspond in 
many ways, including in terminology and outlook, 
with some perspectives within green criminology. 

Within a human rights and environmental law 
framework, for example, beyond a range of UN 
documents enshrining different human rights, in-
cluding those after the 1972 UN Conference on the 
Human Environment, recent developments have 
seen nature, including rivers and forests, accorded 
legal rights.58 

Emerging out of a concern for the disproportionate 
impact of a range of environmental challenges on 

certain communities, as in green criminology the 
environmental justice approach is multifaceted. In-
cluding important works like Joan Martinez-Alier’s 
‘environmentalism of the poor’,59 it nevertheless 
coalesces around the search to establish the duty 
bearers and recipients of justice, sees environmen-
tal problems as exacerbating existing inequalities, 
and often ‘relates to situations in which those who 
are least responsible for a problem are the ones 
most affected and vulnerable to its consequences’. 
Some legal scholars also include inter-species jus-
tice within this typology.60 

Not without its critics, stemming originally from the 
1987 Report of the World Commission on Environ-
ment and Development (commonly known as the 
Brundtland Report), the Sustainable Development 
framework unsurprisingly deploys the Sustainable 
Development Agenda as an overarching concept 
and its associated SDGs as tools and indicators for 
dealing with the intersection between different 
forms of environmental degradation and human 
rights. 

These and indeed other frameworks, including tra-
ditional knowledge of Indigenous Peoples, the law 
and society approach, and the North-South divi-
de, consequently, provide alternative narratives to 
that apparently establishing dominance within the 
emerging international policy discourse on drugs 
and the environment.61
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Now over three decades old, green criminology re-
mains somewhat difficult to define. The term itself was 
first coined in 1990 and has now been widely accepted 
as describing a perspective within criminological work 
‘devoted to the study of crime against and harms to 
the natural environment’.62 Its utility, therefore, lies in 
the fact that it expands the scope of criminology to ad-
dress forms of crime that are ordinarily excluded from 
criminological research. Indeed, green criminology 
extends ‘beyond the focus on street and interpersonal 
crimes’ to incorporate consideration of what has been 
described as ‘the destructive effects of human activi-
ties on local and global ecosystems’.63 In so doing, the 
approach goes further than the mainstream’s focus 
on individual offenders and ‘considers not just ques-
tions of crime as defined by a strict legalist/criminal 
law conception’,64 but also among other things exami-
nes questions concerning ‘rights, justice’ and crucia-
lly ‘victimization’.65 In many ways, its emergence and 
subsequent evolution outside traditional disciplinary 
boundaries parallels what can be seen as the ‘green 
turn’ in other social science disciplines. For instance, 
while environmental problems have long been a con-
cern within the discipline of International Relations 
(IR), critical green theories that also emerged in the 
early 1990s challenge the State-centric framework, 
rationalist analysis and ‘ecological blindness of ortho-
dox’ IR approaches and can be seen to ‘offer a range of 
new environmental interpretations of international 
justice, democracy, development, modernization and 
security’.66 

To some extent like the plurality of green theory per-
spectives in IR, a broad approach embracing an array 
of different names (including eco-critical criminology, 
conservation criminology and eco-global criminol-
ogy), typologies and associated subfields has led to 
the view that there is ‘no green criminology theory as 
such’ (original emphasis). Rather, as observed in 1998 
by one of the key figures in the development of the 
approach, there is what can be loosely described as 
a green ‘perspective’.67 This draws on ‘various philo-
sophical, sociological, legal and scientific traditions’68 
with Nigel South’s view arguably as pertinent today 
as it was 25 years ago. Writing in 2016, another lead-
ing figure in the field observed that ‘Green crime is a 
fast-moving and somewhat contested area in which 
academics, policymakers and practitioners frequent-
ly disagree not only on how green crimes should be 
defined but also on the nature of criminality invol-
ved, potential solutions to problems of green crime 
and the content and priorities of policy’.69 That said, it 
should be highlighted that there is an understanding 
that green criminology ‘provides for inter-disciplinary 
and multi-disciplinary engagement’ with not only  

‘environmental crimes’ but also ‘broader environmen-
tal harms’.70 

As part of an evolutionary process whereby the dis-
cipline of criminology has moved to reframe the pa-
rameters of enquiry outside traditional conceptions 
of crime, and to some can thus be seen as part of a 
shift towards ‘supranational criminology’71 and even 
‘criminology beyond crime’,72 the consideration of a 
range of harms within green criminology is indeed 
paramount. It might also be viewed as an aspect of the 
emergence within the discipline of the notion of ‘social 
harm’73 as an important guiding concept. As has been 
noted, this itself is ‘not without analytical problems in 
its definition, but ‘unlike “crime” the concept of harm 
can be constituted primarily by its operationalisation, 
rather than a strictly defined legal system’. Moreover, 
‘“harm” can primarily be defined as such by those who 
have experienced or witnessed it’ and ‘therefore may 
be more responsive to considering the ranges of cau-
ses of human suffering than the concept of “crime”’.74 

With this in mind, and conscious of green crimino-
logy’s gaze beyond anthropocentric concerns, at its 
‘most abstract level’ it can be seen to include the study 
and acknowledgement of ‘those harms against’ not 
just ‘humanity’ but also ‘against the environment […] 
and against non-human animals committed by both 
powerful organisations (e.g., governments, transna-
tional corporations, military apparatuses) but also 
ordinary people’.75 Criminal organisations, including 
those involved in various ways within the illegal drug 
markets can of course be added to the list of ‘power-
ful’ actors. It must not, however, be forgotten that 
the actions of government also remain a main area 
of concern. Moreover, influenced in many ways by 
political economic green criminology (PEG-C) – the 
original approach employed to define its boundaries 
– green criminology is fundamentally concerned with 
the operation of, and harm associated with, overar-
ching economic and political systems. Although the 
principal focus is capitalism,76 this is not at the expense 
of other organising ideological frameworks, a critical 
point for our discussion. 

At the risk of oversimplification, it is plausible therefo-
re to suggest that one of Rob Whites’ core arguments 
in his 2008 Crimes Against Nature: Environmental Crim-
inology and Ecological Justice still stands. Then he put 
forward the view that ‘most environmental criminol-
ogy can be distinguished on the basis of who or what 
precisely is being victimized’ (original emphasis). With 
this proposition as a starting point, White argues that 
there are ‘three broad theoretical tendencies that gen-
erally frame how specific writers view the nature of 
environmental issues, including harm and responses 
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to harm’: environmental justice, ecological justice and 
species justice.77 

Admittedly the subject of some contestation within 
the field, these interconnected ‘tendencies’ could all 
be usefully deployed in further UNODC analysis of the 
drugs-environment nexus. For example, ecological 
justice, with its focus on the relationship or interaction 
between humans and the natural environment, insists 
that any contact be assessed within the context of 
damage to other living things. From this perspective, 
‘Ecological notions of rights and justice see humans 
as but one component of complex ecosystems that 
should be preserved for their own sake, as supported 
by the notion of the rights of the environment.’78 This 
links with other approaches, including International 
Relations green theory and some approaches within 

international law, that accentuate the identity of the 
environment, or components thereof, in its own right 
(see Box 1). At a practical level it also highlights the 
importance of issues relating to monitoring and the 
use of appropriate indicators. For example, in rela-
tion to assessing biodiversity loss associated with a 
range of not only illegal market activities but also drug 
control interventions. The non-human or biocentric 
focus of species justice and its assertion that there is 
no hierarchy of existence with human beings at the 
pinnacle encourages similar considerations and ques-
tions concerning the monitoring and evaluation of 
drug policies. Attention here, however, will focus on 
the potential of the environmental justice approach, 
particularly its intersection with human rights, to en-
hance future analysis. 

Box 2. Unravelling the crime-development nexus

Writing in their 2022 monograph, Jarrett Blaustein, 
Tom Chodor and Nathan W. Pino ask a deceptively 
simple question: is crime a development issue? 
Combining historical analysis with both interviews 
with high-level international crime policy officials 
(past and present) and a sophisticated theoretical 
framework, the book forensically ‘…interrogates 
the claim that crime is an obstacle to development 
by considering how and why this issue-linkage 
has been constructed to advance and secure va-
riations of a global capitalist agenda’. In so doing it 
illuminates the ‘political economy of global crime 
governance’ and argues persuasively that radical 

reforms are necessary for ‘aligning the work of the 
international crime policy community with the aims 
of the Sustainable Development Goals’. 

As the research demonstrates, the UNODC is a 
late comer within a framing process that has been 
evolving since the League of Nations. Yet, from an 
institutional perspective, the Office’s advocacy for 
linking the issues of crime and development has 
been ‘driven by material and bureaucratic consi-
derations’. From this perspective, and mindful of 
the important role it plays within the maintenance 
and operationalisation of States’ activities within the 
nexus, the authors argue that ‘Reforming UNODC, 
transforming the global governance of crime, and 
reframing the focus of its work is therefore essen-
tial for constructing a more inclusive and authentic 
transnational legal order that might prove conse-
quential when it comes to creating conditions that 
support a more equitable and sustainable future’ 
(original emphasis). 

Moreover, they continue, ‘In the absence of signifi-
cant institutional reforms, UNODC’s contributions to 
the SDG agenda may at best prove inconsequential 
and out of synch with the wider UN system, and will 
thus continue to undermine the long-standing aim 
of promoting system wide coherence. At worst, it 
may simply serve to reproduce a transnational legal 
order that is fundamentally designed to preserve 
an unsustainable and inequitable model of global 
capitalism which would represent an obstacle to the 
realization of the most ambitious and progressive 
aspirations of the 2030 Agenda’.79 
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Green Criminology, environmental 
justice, and human rights

Environmental justice is a discourse focusing on the 
‘distribution of environments among peoples in terms 
of access to and use of specific natural resources in 
defined geographical areas, and the impacts of par-
ticular social practices and environmental hazards on 
specific populations.80 With analysis of human health 
and wellbeing at its core, central to the approach is 
an understanding that various types of crime related 
environmental degradation do not affect individuals 
and communities equally. Put simply, ‘some people 
are more likely to be disadvantaged by environmental 
problems than others’.81 In this regard, much green 
criminology focuses on patterns of ‘differential vic-
timization’ relating to the ‘siting of toxic waste dumps, 
extreme air pollution, chemical accidents, access to 
clean drinking water and so on’.82 

The perspective, however, is equally applicable to 
communities in the Amazon Basin impacted delete-
riously by various aspects, both direct and indirect, of 
the illegal drug market on the environment. It should 
be recalled that certain groups also incur dispropor-
tionate costs associated with poorly conceived, de-
signed and/or implemented government policies 
as the example of PNIS mentioned above illustrates. 
As with the more typical application of the environ-
mental justice approach, within the Amazon Basin it 
is often Indigenous Peoples that are the victims of a 
range of harms, including those relating to ‘conver-
gent crime’. A point that, as discussed above, chapter 
4 rightly acknowledges. 

This reality connects in a direct fashion with a bifur-
cation of perspectives concerning human interests 
within the environmental justice approach. While a 
focus on humans remains at the core of both, the an-
thropocentric dominated conception privileges what 
White refers to as the ‘conventional instrumentalist 
view of the world and human’s domination over na-
ture including nonhuman animals’. An more ecocen-
tric approach, however, can be seen to be based on 
‘enlightened human self interest, one that is informed 
by notions of interrelationship between humans, bio-
sphere and nonhuman animals’ (original emphasis).83 

Although it is ‘widely accepted that the environment 
and human rights are interdependent to the extent 
that environmental harms can, and often do, under-
mine progress towards the full realization of human 
rights’,84 such a perspective is particularly poignant 
vis-à-vis the rights of Indigenous Peoples and their 
often symbiotic relationship with their local natural 

environments.85 As the UN Department of Economic 
and Social Affairs points out, their ‘relationships to 
ancestral lands are the source of cultural, spiritual 
and social identity, and form the basis of their tra-
ditional knowledge systems’.86 This was a point rec-
ognised within the UN system as long ago as 1992 at 
the Conference on Environment and Development. 
Mindful of the focus of the event, the Earth Summit, 
as it is sometimes called, recognised that Indigenous 
Peoples and their communities have a critical role to 
play in managing and protecting the environment. 
Nonetheless, it also highlighted the importance of 
their ‘traditional knowledge and practices’.87 This is a 
key issue within the Convention on Biological Diver-
sity; a hard law instrument that came out of the Earth 
Summit and that is central for emerging analysis of 
the drugs-environment nexus, particularly regarding 
States’ obligations to protect biodiversity. With this in 
mind, and despite the tendency of green criminology 
and traditional criminology even more so to neglect 
the ‘green victimization’ of Native and Indigenous 
Peoples, the environmental justice approach clearly 
creates strong conceptual and practical links between 
human rights and the environment, including what 
can be defined as the subset of Indigenous rights. 

Recent research drawing on Marxist ecological the-
ory goes further and explores the ways in which the 
‘structural organisation of capitalism cofacilitates the 
intersection of ecocide with genocide and illustrates 
how ecological destruction contributes to genocide’.88 
Relatedly, the approach taken by another strand of 
green criminology, Southern Green Criminology, con-
tends that the North-South divide is ‘fundamental in 
the production of environmental harm’.89 And such a 
perspective can certainly be applied to analysis of the 
global cocaine market and the growing recognition of 
the unequal distribution between the so-called Global 
North and Global South of a variety of costs, including 
those concerning not only market-related violence 
but also environmental degradation and associated 
human rights violations.90 Writing in 2015, McSweeny 
explains how ‘Countries from the global South have 
been paying a huge ecological and human price for 
drug policies driven primarily by affluent nations of 
the global North’. ‘This disproportionate burden car-
ried by poor countries’, she continues, ‘includes lost 
economic opportunities, pollution and health prob-
lems caused by defoliants, the enriching of militaries 
and elites, cities ravaged by violence-not to mention 
steep environmental costs’.91 

Within this context, and in parallel with gradual and 
overdue moves in the scholarship on drug history and 
policy to shift away from the privileging of Western 
narratives,92 there is much to be said for the view that, 
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harnessing the ‘epistemological power of the margin-
alised, impoverished and oppressed’, Southern green 
criminology ‘must seek to critically uncover the harmful 
practices that make the South victim to ecological dis-
crimination’.93 As Avi Brisman and Nigel South point out, 
while at the ‘macro/global level, green criminology has 
always recognised global inequalities, the north-south 
divide and the weight of exploitation bearing down on 
indigenous and colonial peoples’, recent years have 
seen a powerful connection to the ‘important new area 
of southern criminology’ and investigation of, among 
other things, ‘injustice against Indigenous peoples’.94 
To be sure, while its scope extends beyond the purely 
anthropocentric nature of traditional human rights 
approaches, green criminology is ‘fundamentally […] 
concerned with “rights” (whether considered in terms 
of law, philosophy or fairness)’.95

With all this in mind, the UNODC should be com-
mended for devoting some, albeit limited, attention 
to communities and Indigenous peoples when dis-
cussing illegal markets and criminal actors. What is 
missing from the analysis, however, is a more explicit 
connection to Indigenous rights and the obligations 
of States to consider the protection of human rights 
more broadly in the development and deployment of 
policy interventions. As mentioned earlier, the issue 
is included, in general terms, in the Special Points of 
Interest booklet.96 It is also particularly welcome to see 
it highlighted in the associated ‘Possible Responses’ 
section. Here it is noted that ‘Tailored, community-lev-
el interventions for local and Indigenous communities 
should protect their rights to health and safety and to 
a clean, healthy and sustainable environment, in line 
with the United Nations Declaration on the Rights of 
Indigenous Peoples [UNDRIP], while addressing their 
needs and providing sustainable alternatives to the 
illicit economy’. 

The Declaration, and the need to meaningfully involve 
affected communities as laid out in articles 18, 19 and 
32 as well as other – internationally binding – com-
mitments, is clearly central to any consideration of 
the issue.97 It is, however, but one international legal 
instrument, and associated set of obligations, in need 
of attention. As noted in a 1997 case before the Inter-
national Court of Justice, ‘damage to the environment 
can impair and undermine all the human rights spo-
ken of in the Universal Declaration on Human Rights 
and in other human rights instruments’ including both 
the International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights 
and the International Covenant on Economic, Social 
and Cultural Rights. 98 

Moreover, while there is no need to reproduce it here, 
the comprehensive list of obligations and associated 

commentary accompanying guidance produced 
by the International Guidelines on Human Rights 
demonstrates the breadth of issues States must take 
into consideration, including crucially monitoring the 
implementation of drug control activities.99 

It is telling, therefore, that within the text of chapter 4 
itself there is only a single mention of human rights. 
And then, included within the ‘Conceptualizing the 
Crime Ecosystem’ graphic (see Figure 1), it is framed 
as an ‘additional’ rather than core harm. As this sug-
gests, from the perspective of green criminology and 
its focus on harm as much as crime,100 there is certainly 
scope for work. A more fundamental challenge for the 
UNODC and its use of green criminology, however, lies 
within the perspective’s implicitly critical foundations. 

Structural critiques: The inherent 
dilemma for green criminology 
and the drug-environment nexus 

Despite the numerous approaches and internal de-
bates within green criminology, a common theme 
binding many of them together relates to a perception 
of capitalism as an overarching structure of harm. As 
Michael Lynch has argued, ‘Given the connection be-
tween capitalism, corporate expansion, and ecolog-
ical destruction/disorganization’, green criminology 
‘recognizes that laws and environmental policies can, 
at best, limit some, but cannot solve the ecological dam-
age caused by overproduction, overconsumption, and 
economic growth associated with the inherent expan-
sionary tendencies of capitalism’ (original emphasis).101 

While perhaps not immediately obvious, it is possible 
to draw a direct green line between such a perspective 
and a critique of global drug prohibition as sustained 
by the treaty-based UN drug control system. Recent 
years have seen a growing number of excellent analy-
ses, some of them cited by the UNODC itself, exploring 
the impact of drug policy on the environment. Once 
again, there is no need to reprise their arguments here. 
Suffice to say, what has been usefully defined as the 
‘drug policy-environment nexus’ shows ‘just how pro-
foundly counter-narcotics policies can work in oppo-
sition to policies intended to protect the environment 
and sustain development’.102 

Green criminology, however, allows the discussions 
to be taken a step further. For example, drawing on, 
among other works, David Courtwright’s seminal Forc-
es of Habit: Drugs and the Making of the Modern World, 
Tammy Ayres argues that ‘drug prohibition has always 
prioritised, or at least been tied to, the exigencies of 
capitalism and the interests of the state’.103 She conse-
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quently contends ‘Drug prohibition and policies and 
programmes aimed at supply (rather than demand) 
are contradictory, discriminatory, harmful and pri-
oritise the expansion of capitalism and the interests 
of those in power’.104 Moreover, Ayres articulates the 
view that:

‘In fact, because of the War on Drugs’ adverse im-
pact on the environment (e.g., biodiversity loss, 
deforestation, pollution of air soil and water), one 
could argue that it is an ecologically destructive 
intervention that amounts to state-induced ecoci-
de–a prohibition scheme that causes untold harm 
and irreversible damage beyond ecosystem level, 
disproportionately effecting developing (transit 
and producer) countries, many of which are loca-
ted in the Global South’.105 

Whether or not one agrees with this ‘critical’ perspec-
tive, as with most other areas of attention within the 
Report, it is difficult to disconnect analysis of drugs and 
the environment from the prohibitive emphasis of 
the overarching multilateral framework within which 
drug policy takes place. Indeed, while it is possible 
to argue that similar markets operating within the 
capitalist framework, coffee production for example, 
are not always environmentally harm free, their legal 
status allows for regulation that can minimise nega-
tive effects. Moreover, even in the absence of such 
an overtly anti-capitalist critique, as a social science 
(sub)discipline, green criminology must go beyond 
the gaze of physical scientists to explore why a range 
of harms occur.106 Nevertheless, despite productive 
discussion of the increasingly complex interconnec-
tions between various forms of crime in the Amazon 
Basin – including the useful introduction of the idea of 
convergent crime and the associated conceptions of 
a ‘crime ecosystem’ – chapter 4 and related parts of the 
Report more broadly assiduously avoid engagement 
with pertinent discussions of structurally determined 
market dynamics. 

As presented by the UNODC, increasing research into 
the issue certainly reveals the enormous indirect ef-
fect of the illegal market on the environment and relat-
ed infringements of human rights. Various aspects of 
‘narco-penetration’ and ‘narco-deforestation’ as well as 
other forms of illegal activity, including mining, have 
a larger deleterious impact than activities directly re-
lating to the illegal cultivation and trafficking of crops, 
coca principal among them. 

Emphasising this complex reality legitimately inte-
grates the drug issue into a broader portfolio of crim-
inal activities and enhances our understanding of 
how criminal groups behave and how this generates 

environmental impacts. Yet what is missing from the 
analysis is any acknowledgement that it is precisely 
the huge profits made from the illegal drugs market 
in the first place that underpin those activities gener-
ating such extreme levels of indirect ecological harm. 
Ironically, by shining a light on an epiphenomenal 
dimension of the illegal drug market in the region, 
the Report emphasises – albeit implicitly – the inher-
ent structural problems relating to prohibition as an 
ideology rather than simply focus on specific aspects 
of the market and policy interventions designed to 
deal with them. Thus, what might then appear as an 
attempt to side-step broader systemic dilemmas in 
many ways backfires. 

Omission of any discussion of broader systemic chal-
lenges is unfortunate considering not only the critical 
importance of this larger picture for meaningful and 
sustained environmental protection, and associated 
protection of human rights, but also since recent years 
have seen government authorities themselves initi-
ate discussions concerning the need for alternative 
policy approaches and the importance of such shifts 
for the Amazon rainforest. Prominent in this process 
was Colombian President Gustavo Petro’s September 
2022 speech, his first, to the UN General Assembly. 
Then, as UN News reported, Petro said that ‘the world’s 
addiction to money, oil and carbon is destroying the 
rainforest and its people under the excuse of a “hyp-
ocritical” war against drugs’.107 

Concluding comments 
Continued attention within the World Drug Report 
2023 on the topic of drugs and the environment 
must be seen as a positive move. Not only does the 
UNODC’s significant consideration of the issue via a 
green criminology perspective raise its profile within 
policy debates in Vienna, and hopefully beyond, the 
introduction of the concept of convergent crime and 
‘criminal ecosystems’ also enhances understanding 
of the complexity of criminal markets and associated 
activities within the Amazon Basin; a framework that 
has the potential to be deployed in other ecologically 
sensitive regions. 

From this perspective the Office is right to highlight 
that, in protecting fragile ecosystems, Member States 
need to employ ‘integrated efforts’ that permit law en-
forcement agencies to keep pace with agile criminal 
models.108 This is very much in line with the perspective 
of green criminology whereby attention is given to ‘in-
novative ways to combat the multi-dimensional nature 
of environmental crimes’.109 Moreover, in articulating 
the complex nature of the drugs-environment nexus, 
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chapter 4 of the Report does well to highlight the del-
eterious impact of criminal activities on communities, 
Indigenous Peoples and the environment itself. 

Missed opportunities and fundamental challenges 
remain, however. And it can be argued that these are 
a product of an ongoing tendency by the Office to 
privilege the phenomena of ‘crime’ over associated 
harms and human rights. This is a trend that is difficult 
to disconnect from the eagerness of Member States 
to invest in ‘anti-crime’ policies – notably ‘countering 
transnational organised crime’ – and the associated 
imbalance towards the crime as opposed to drugs 
programme within the UNODC’s consolidated bud-
get.110 Indeed, the relationship between special pur-
pose funding and UNODC research can be seen as a 
reinforcing circle whereby States support work that 
privileges the crime narrative, which itself in turn then 
highlights the need for more anti-crime oriented in-
vestment. And so on.  

Consequently, for instance, despite the presentation 
of the new conceptual framework as a ‘roadmap for 
diagnosing risks and formulating prevention strate-
gies’, the Report contains limited attention – even if 
presented as preliminary discussions – to the harm-
ful impact of policy interventions and the ‘drug poli-
cy-environment nexus’. Analysis of forced eradication 
is welcome. But further emphasis would have been 
constructive, including in relation to the design and 
implementation of ‘alternative development’ pro-
grammes, as well as regarding its impacts on human 
rights and the environment. 

Similarly, special mention of the importance of the 
UNDRIP should be commended. Yet, given the central-
ity of the relationship between Indigenous Peoples’ 
rights and environmental protection, further analysis 
of this and other human rights obligations of States 
represents a missed opportunity that characterises 
the UNODC’s ongoing operation as an outlier with-
in the UN system vis-à-vis the issue of human rights. 
The crucial nature of this relationship is powerfully 
outlined by the UN Department of Economic and So-
cial Affairs: ‘There is an urgent need to advance these 
rights to improve Indigenous peoples’ well-being but 
also to address some of the most pressing global chal-
lenges, including climate change and environmental 
degradation’.111 Moreover, and considering the 2018 
UN Declaration on the topic, for Andean countries like 
Colombia it is vital that the rights of farmers and ‘other 
people working in rural areas’ are also considered.112

For some, a growing interest in the role of indigenous 
wisdom and the connection between psychedelics 
and the environment holds promise for the future.113 

Relatedly, recent efforts of the Bolivian government to 
initiate a WHO critical review of the scheduling of coca 
leaf within the 1961 Single Convention certainly links 
a number of relevant strands relating to indigenous 
Peoples’ rights, environmental protection and the in-
creasingly germane topic of decolonisation of drug 
policy more broadly;114 the latter providing another 
potentially productive lens through which to anal-
yse the drugs-environment nexus. Further, and while 
deviating from the environmental justice approach 
within green criminology espoused here as a prom-
ising path forward, more attention could have been 
given to States’ obligations relative to other relevant 
international legal instruments. For instance, while 
biodiversity is mentioned in passing within chapter 
4,115 its criticality to discussions of the intersection 
between drugs and the environment, both in terms 
of direct and indirect impact, means it deserves more 
space. This is particularly so in terms of biodiversity 
risk assessments. 

These, and other examples of gaps in the analysis 
are important but can be easily addressed within 
any further research, related publications and state-
ments – including crucially during what remains of 
the Midterm Review process.116 A more problematic 
challenge, however, lies in how the UNODC handles, 
or once again side-steps, the harms generated by the 
overarching framework of global drug prohibition. For 
all the potential benefits to result from the adoption of 
a green criminology perspective, and there are many 
regarding its role in not only opening discussion of 
human rights – particularly Indigenous rights – but 
also in highlighting a series of broadly defined harms, 
it is increasingly difficult to ignore the overarching 
influence of the UN drug control architecture. Year on 
year, like other parts of the Vienna-based drug control 
apparatus, the UNODC consequently finds itself in a 
progressively more awkward position. Emphasising 
the role of convergent crime and the enormous indi-
rect impact of illegal drug markets on environmental 
well-being, and within that the serious implications 
for both biodiversity loss and climate change, admit-
tedly captures other parts of a complex equation. Yet, 
even with a full application of a green criminology 
approach demanding it, the UNODC is not yet able 
question the system that sustains it and apply the 
truly holistic and integrated analysis that is required.  

Acknowledgements
The author, Dave Bewley-Taylor (Global Drug Policy 
Observatory), would like to acknowledge the fee-
dback and comments from Marie Nougier (IDPC), 
Sylvia Kay (TNI), Pedro Arenas (Viso Mutop), Kendra 



A
na

ly
si

s 
o

f 
th

e 
W

o
rl

d
 D

ru
g

 R
ep

o
rt

 2
0

23
: 

Th
e 

p
ro

m
is

e 
an

d
 p

er
il 

o
f 

g
o

in
g

 g
re

en

17

McSweeny (Ohio State University) and Tracey Sager 
(Swansea University). As ever, errors of fact or inter-
pretation remain with the author.  

Endnotes
1.  See: United Nations Office on Drugs and Crime (2023), 
World Drug Report 2023, https://www.unodc.org/unodc/en/
data-and-analysis/world-drug-report-2023.html 

2.  See, for example, the Global Drug Policy Index: https://
globaldrugpolicyindex.net/. In terms of crime, also see the 
Global Organised Crime Index: https://ocindex.net/ 

3.  For details, see: United Nations Office on Drugs and Crime 
(2023), ‘Methodological Annex’, World Drug Report 2023, 
https://www.unodc.org/unodc/en/data-and-analysis/world-
drug-report-2023.html 

4.  These are ‘The synthetic drug phenomenon’, ‘Recent 
developments involving psychedelics’, ‘Herbal cannabis for 
medical use: A spectrum of regulatory approaches’, ‘The 
nexus between drugs and crimes that affect the environ-
ment and convergent crime in the Amazon Basin’, ‘Substance 
use disorders in humanitarian settings’, ‘Service innovations 
during Covid-19’, ‘Use of the dark web and social media for 
drug supply’ and ‘Developments and emerging trends in 
selected drug markets’. See: United Nations Office on Drugs 
and Crime (2023), ‘Booklet 2: Contemporary issues on drugs’, 
World Drug Report 2023, https://www.unodc.org/unodc/en/
data-and-analysis/wdr-2023_booklet-2.html 

5.  See: United Nations Office on Drugs and Crime (2023), 
‘Booklet 3: Special Points of Interest’, World Drug Report 2023, 
p. 3, https://www.unodc.org/unodc/en/data-and-analysis/
wdr-2023_Special_Points.html. Hereafter ‘Booklet 3’

6.  Cognisant of lag times for the collection and analysis of 
data, it remains worrying to see that the latest available 
information on drug use-related deaths dates to 2019

7.  It should be noted that there is also an admission that ac-
tions of the Taliban authorities may reverse the trend in 2023 
and this is proving to be the case

8.  United Nations Office on Drugs and Crime (2023), ‘Chapter 
2: Recent developments involving psychedelics’, in ‘Booklet 
2: Contemporary issues on drugs’, World Drug Report 2023, p. 
34, https://www.unodc.org/res/WDR-2023/WDR23_B3_CH2_
psychedelics.pdf. Hereafter ‘Booklet 2’

9.  United Nations Chief Executives Board (2018), United 
Nations system common position supporting the implementa-
tion of the international drug control policy through effective 
inter-agency collaboration, CEB/2018/2, https://unsceb.org/
united-nations-system-common-position-supporting-imple-
mentation-international-drug-control-policy 

10.  UN system coordination Task Team on the Implemen-
tation of the UN System Common Position on drug-related 
matters (March 2019), What we have learned over the last ten 
years: A summary of knowledge acquired and produced by the 
UN system on drug-related matters, https://www.unodc.org/
documents/commissions/CND/2019/Contributions/UN_Enti-
ties/What_we_have_learned_over_the_last_ten_years_-_14_
March_2019_-_w_signature.pdf. While it was published three 
months after the launch of the World Drug Report, it is also 
worth highlighting the recent support for decriminalisation 
from the Office of the United Nations High Commissioner 

for Human Rights: Office of the United Nations High 
Commissioner for Human Rights (September 2023), Human 
Rights challenges in addressing and countering all aspects of 
the world drug problem, A/HRC/54/53 https://www.ohchr.
org/en/calls-for-input/2023/call-inputs-ohchrs-report-hu-
man-rights-challenges-addressing-and-countering 

11.  United Nations Office on Drugs and Crime (2023), 
‘Chapter 6: Service innovations during Covid-19’, in ‘Booklet 
2: Contemporary issues on drugs’, World Drug Report 2023, 
p. 118, https://www.unodc.org/res/WDR-2023/WDR23_B3_
CH6_drug_issues_covid.pdf 

12.  See the UNODC’s Brochure: Untied Nations Office on 
Drugs and Crime (2023), United Nations System Common 
Position Supporting the Implementation of the International 
Drug Control Policy through Effective Inter-Agency Collabo-
ration, p. 5, https://www.unodc.org/res/un-common-posi-
tion-drugs/index_html/2315371E-eBook.pdf 

13.  See, for example: UNAIDS (2022), In danger: UNAIDS 
global AIDS update 2022, https://www.unaids.org/en/resourc-
es/documents/2022/in-danger-global-aids-update; UNAIDS 
(2021), End inequalities. End AIDS. Global AIDS strategy 
2021-2026, https://www.unaids.org/en/Global-AIDS-Strate-
gy-2021-2026 

14.  See, among many others: UN Committee on Economic, 
Social and Cultural Rights (2022), Concluding observa-
tions to the third period review of Uzbekistan, E/C.12/UZB/
CO/3, https://docstore.ohchr.org/SelfServices/FilesHandler.
ashx?enc=4slQ6QSmlBEDzFEovLCuW3blC8tkbJsstoVw34Dg-
j3n8JdUIzZMXc0Czi48yLN5PUitxD9xXV8IgaE1cokKn37BvqRvr-
rLR4SyZ76awJ%2BGRE%2BkkGnsY06Te21a%2BsM8iN 

15.  Such a chapter would inevitably require strong involve-
ment and information from UN human rights entities, in 
particular the OHCHR

16.  Booklet 3, p. 8

17.  Booklet 3, p. 10

18.  Also see: United Nations Office on Drugs and Crime 
(2023), ‘Booklet 1: Executive Summary’, World Drug Report 
2023, https://www.unodc.org/unodc/en/data-and-analysis/
Exsum_wdr2023.html. Hereafter ‘Booklet 1’. Here, it is noted 
‘The Illicit drug economy accelerates other illegal markets 
that also harm the environment and human rights’, p. 27

19.  United Nations Office on Drugs and Crime (2022), ‘Book-
let 5: Drugs and the environment’, World Drug Report 2022, 
https://www.unodc.org/unodc/en/data-and-analysis/wdr-
2022_booklet-5.html 

20.  International Drug Policy Consortium, Transnational 
Institute & Global Drug Policy Observatory (December 
2022), Analysis of the UNODC World Drug Report 2022: Drugs, 
drug policy and the environment, https://idpc.net/publica-
tions/2022/12/idpc-analysis-of-the-unodc-world-drug-re-
port-2022 

21.  International Drug Policy Consortium (December 2023), 
Off track: Shadow Report for the Mid-Term Review of the 2019 
Ministerial Declaration on drugs, p. 60, https://idpc.net/publi-
cations/2023/12/idpc-shadow-report-2024

22.  Barnett, M. & Duvall, R. (2005), ‘Power in global gover-
nance’, in: Barnett, M. & Duvall, R. (Eds) (2005), Power in global 
governance, CUP, p. 20

23.  United Nations Office on Drugs and Crime (2023), 
‘Chapter 4: The nexus between drugs and crimes that affect 

https://www.unodc.org/unodc/en/data-and-analysis/world-drug-report-2023.html
https://www.unodc.org/unodc/en/data-and-analysis/world-drug-report-2023.html
https://globaldrugpolicyindex.net/
https://globaldrugpolicyindex.net/
https://ocindex.net/
https://www.unodc.org/unodc/en/data-and-analysis/world-drug-report-2023.html
https://www.unodc.org/unodc/en/data-and-analysis/world-drug-report-2023.html
https://www.unodc.org/unodc/en/data-and-analysis/wdr-2023_booklet-2.html
https://www.unodc.org/unodc/en/data-and-analysis/wdr-2023_booklet-2.html
https://www.unodc.org/unodc/en/data-and-analysis/wdr-2023_Special_Points.html
https://www.unodc.org/unodc/en/data-and-analysis/wdr-2023_Special_Points.html
https://www.unodc.org/res/WDR-2023/WDR23_B3_CH2_psychedelics.pdf
https://www.unodc.org/res/WDR-2023/WDR23_B3_CH2_psychedelics.pdf
https://unsceb.org/united-nations-system-common-position-supporting-implementation-international-drug-control-policy
https://unsceb.org/united-nations-system-common-position-supporting-implementation-international-drug-control-policy
https://unsceb.org/united-nations-system-common-position-supporting-implementation-international-drug-control-policy
https://www.unodc.org/documents/commissions/CND/2019/Contributions/UN_Entities/What_we_have_learned_over_the_last_ten_years_-_14_March_2019_-_w_signature.pdf
https://www.unodc.org/documents/commissions/CND/2019/Contributions/UN_Entities/What_we_have_learned_over_the_last_ten_years_-_14_March_2019_-_w_signature.pdf
https://www.unodc.org/documents/commissions/CND/2019/Contributions/UN_Entities/What_we_have_learned_over_the_last_ten_years_-_14_March_2019_-_w_signature.pdf
https://www.unodc.org/documents/commissions/CND/2019/Contributions/UN_Entities/What_we_have_learned_over_the_last_ten_years_-_14_March_2019_-_w_signature.pdf
https://www.ohchr.org/en/calls-for-input/2023/call-inputs-ohchrs-report-human-rights-challenges-addressing-and-countering
https://www.ohchr.org/en/calls-for-input/2023/call-inputs-ohchrs-report-human-rights-challenges-addressing-and-countering
https://www.ohchr.org/en/calls-for-input/2023/call-inputs-ohchrs-report-human-rights-challenges-addressing-and-countering
https://www.unodc.org/res/WDR-2023/WDR23_B3_CH6_drug_issues_covid.pdf
https://www.unodc.org/res/WDR-2023/WDR23_B3_CH6_drug_issues_covid.pdf
https://www.unodc.org/res/un-common-position-drugs/index_html/2315371E-eBook.pdf
https://www.unodc.org/res/un-common-position-drugs/index_html/2315371E-eBook.pdf
https://www.unaids.org/en/resources/documents/2022/in-danger-global-aids-update
https://www.unaids.org/en/resources/documents/2022/in-danger-global-aids-update
https://www.unaids.org/en/Global-AIDS-Strategy-2021-2026
https://www.unaids.org/en/Global-AIDS-Strategy-2021-2026
https://docstore.ohchr.org/SelfServices/FilesHandler.ashx?enc=4slQ6QSmlBEDzFEovLCuW3blC8tkbJsstoVw34Dgj3n8JdUIzZMXc0Czi48yLN5PUitxD9xXV8IgaE1cokKn37BvqRvrrLR4SyZ76awJ%2BGRE%2BkkGnsY06Te21a%2BsM8iN
https://docstore.ohchr.org/SelfServices/FilesHandler.ashx?enc=4slQ6QSmlBEDzFEovLCuW3blC8tkbJsstoVw34Dgj3n8JdUIzZMXc0Czi48yLN5PUitxD9xXV8IgaE1cokKn37BvqRvrrLR4SyZ76awJ%2BGRE%2BkkGnsY06Te21a%2BsM8iN
https://docstore.ohchr.org/SelfServices/FilesHandler.ashx?enc=4slQ6QSmlBEDzFEovLCuW3blC8tkbJsstoVw34Dgj3n8JdUIzZMXc0Czi48yLN5PUitxD9xXV8IgaE1cokKn37BvqRvrrLR4SyZ76awJ%2BGRE%2BkkGnsY06Te21a%2BsM8iN
https://docstore.ohchr.org/SelfServices/FilesHandler.ashx?enc=4slQ6QSmlBEDzFEovLCuW3blC8tkbJsstoVw34Dgj3n8JdUIzZMXc0Czi48yLN5PUitxD9xXV8IgaE1cokKn37BvqRvrrLR4SyZ76awJ%2BGRE%2BkkGnsY06Te21a%2BsM8iN
https://www.unodc.org/unodc/en/data-and-analysis/Exsum_wdr2023.html
https://www.unodc.org/unodc/en/data-and-analysis/Exsum_wdr2023.html
https://www.unodc.org/unodc/en/data-and-analysis/wdr-2022_booklet-5.html
https://www.unodc.org/unodc/en/data-and-analysis/wdr-2022_booklet-5.html
https://idpc.net/publications/2022/12/idpc-analysis-of-the-unodc-world-drug-report-2022
https://idpc.net/publications/2022/12/idpc-analysis-of-the-unodc-world-drug-report-2022
https://idpc.net/publications/2022/12/idpc-analysis-of-the-unodc-world-drug-report-2022
https://idpc.net/publications/2023/12/idpc-shadow-report-2024
https://idpc.net/publications/2023/12/idpc-shadow-report-2024


A
na

ly
si

s 
o

f 
th

e 
W

o
rl

d
 D

ru
g

 R
ep

o
rt

 2
0

23
: 

Th
e 

p
ro

m
is

e 
an

d
 p

er
il 

o
f 

g
o

in
g

 g
re

en

18

the environment and convergent crime in the Amazon Basin’, 
‘Booklet 2: Contemporary issues on drugs’, World Drug Report 
2023, p. 61, https://www.unodc.org/res/WDR-2023/WDR23_
B3_CH4_Amazon.pdf. Hereafter ‘Chapter 4’ 

24.  Chapter 4, p. 61

25.  Ibid.

26.  United Nations Office on Drugs and Crime (2022), ‘Book-
let 5: Drugs and the environment’, World Drug Report 2022, p. 
13 https://www.unodc.org/unodc/en/data-and-analysis/wdr-
2022_booklet-5.html

27.  Ibid. 

28.  Chapter 4, p. 65

29.  Indeed, despite such an honest admission, the UNODC 
should be applauded for its methodology. As chapter 4 
points out, research findings are ‘based on official data, site 
visits to selected countries, open sources and qualitative 
information collected through 25 interviews with experts 
from law enforcement authorities, the judiciary, environmen-
tal protection agencies, intergovernmental entities and civil 
society’. See: Chapter 4, p. 63. Even after a review of the ‘Notes 
and references’ and cognisant of research ethics protocols, 
however, it is unclear which civil society representatives were 
interviewed and whether this included members of affected 
communities

30.  Chapter 4, p. 65 

31.  Ibid.

32.  Chapter 4, p. 67. The Key Points section of the chapter 
defines ‘narco-deforestation’ slightly differently as ‘the laun-
dering of drug trafficking profits into land speculation, the 
agricultural sector, cattle ranching and related infrastructure’. 
See p. 61

33.  Chapter 4, pp. 67-68

34.  Chapter 4, p. 68 

35.  McSweeney, K. et al. (21 January 2014), ‘Drug policy as 
conservation policy: Narco-deforestation’, Science, 343(6170): 
489-490

36.  Booklet 1, p. 26

37.  A crucial point well noted by: Brombacher, D. & San-
tos, H.F. (2023), ‘The Amazon in the crossfire. Review of the 
Special Chapter of the UN World Drug Report 2023 on the 
Amazon Basin’, Journal of Illicit Economies and Development, 
5(1): 16 

38.  Chapter 4, pp. 66-67 

39.  International Drug Policy Consortium, Transnational 
Institute & Global Drug Policy Observatory (December 
2022), Analysis of the UNODC World Drug Report 2022: Drugs, 
drug policy and the environment, p. 7, https://idpc.net/pub-
lications/2022/12/idpc-analysis-of-the-unodc-world-drug-
report-2022. The study in question is: Davalos, E.& Morales, 
L.F. (2019), ‘Is there a balloon effect? Coca crops and forced 
eradication in Colombia’, SSRN, Electronic Journal, EAFIT, 19-08 
2019

40.  Chapter 4, p. 67 references: United Nations Office on 
Drugs and Crime (2022), ‘Booklet 5: Drugs and the environ-
ment’, World Drug Report 2022, p. 53, https://www.unodc.org/
unodc/en/data-and-analysis/wdr-2022_booklet-5.html

41.  UNODC Research and Trend Analysis Branch (2022), 
World Drug Report 2022: Methodological annex, pp. 128-130 
https://www.unodc.org/res/wdr2022/MS/Statistical%20An-
nex/WDR-2022-Methodology_final.docx 

42.  Nayer, J. (9 December 2020), ‘Aerial fumigation in 
Colombia: The bad and the ugly’, Harvard International 
Review, https://hir.harvard.edu/aerial-fumigation-in-colom-
bia-the-bad-and-the-ugly/ 

43.  See: International Agency for Research on Cancer, World 
Health Organization (1 March 2016), Q&A on Glyphosate: 
https://www.iarc.who.int/wp-content/uploads/2018/11/
QA_Glyphosate.pdf 

44.  https://globaldrugpolicyindex.net/ 

45.  Vélez, M.A., Marín Llanes, L. & Cruz, L.F. (March 2023), 
Coca supply control, territorial transformation policy and new 
indicators for policy success (Universidad de los Andes, CESED 
& Dejusticia), Policy Brief #12, p. 9, https://cesed.uniandes.
edu.co/wp-content/uploads/2023/08/Coca-supply-control.pdf 

46.  These were only mentioned four times, and then in pass-
ing with no specific attention

47.  Chapter 4, p. 73

48.  Chapter 4, p. 74

49.  See for example: Grene, H. (January 2021), Vio-
lence, peace and drugs in the borderlands (Christian Aid), 
https://www.christianaid.org.uk/resources/our-work/vio-
lence-peace-and-drugs-borderlands 

50.  Chapter 4, p. 76

51.  Chapter 4, p. 61 and Booklet 1, p. 26

52.  International Drug Policy Consortium (31 August 2023), 
Stuck in the inertia of the past: Report of the 66th session of 
the Commission on Narcotic Drugs, https://idpc.net/publica-
tions/2023/08/stuck-in-the-inertia-of-the-past-report-of-the-
66th-session-of-the-commission-on-narcotic-drugs 

53.  Acero, C. & Machuca, D. (2021) ‘The substation program 
on trial: progress and setbacks of the peace agreement in the 
policy against illicit crops in Colombia,’ International Journal 
of Drug Policy, 89: 6

54.  Vélez, M.A., Marín Llanes, L. & Cruz, L.F. (March 2023), 
Coca supply control, territorial transformation policy and new 
indicators for policy success (Universidad de los Andes, CESED 
& Dejusticia), Policy Brief #12, p. 4, https://cesed.uniandes.
edu.co/wp-content/uploads/2023/08/Coca-supply-control.pdf

55.  Lynch, M.J. (2020, ‘Green criminology and environmental 
crime: Criminology that matters in the age of global ecologi-
cal collapse,’ Journal of While Collar and Corporate Crime, 1(1): 
50-61

56.  Brombacher, D. & Santos, H.F. (2023), ‘The Amazon in the 
crossfire. Review of the Special Chapter of the UN World Drug 
Report 2023 on the Amazon Basin’, Journal of Illicit Econo-
mies and Development, 5(1): 17. Also see: Amazon Watch, 
INfoamazonia, Amazon Underworld, Global Initiative Against 
Transnational Organized Crime (November 2023), Amazon 
underworld: Criminal economies in the world’s largest rainfor-
est, https://www.iucn.nl/app/uploads/2023/12/Amazon-Un-
derworld_Nov-2023_English.pdf. This recent report (funded 
by Open Society Foundations, the UK Government and the 
National Committee of the Netherlands) also follows, and 
in so doing perpetuates, the increasingly dominant crime 
narrative. 

https://www.unodc.org/res/WDR-2023/WDR23_B3_CH4_Amazon.pdf
https://www.unodc.org/res/WDR-2023/WDR23_B3_CH4_Amazon.pdf
https://www.unodc.org/unodc/en/data-and-analysis/wdr-2022_booklet-5.html
https://www.unodc.org/unodc/en/data-and-analysis/wdr-2022_booklet-5.html
https://idpc.net/publications/2022/12/idpc-analysis-of-the-unodc-world-drug-report-2022
https://idpc.net/publications/2022/12/idpc-analysis-of-the-unodc-world-drug-report-2022
https://idpc.net/publications/2022/12/idpc-analysis-of-the-unodc-world-drug-report-2022
https://www.unodc.org/unodc/en/data-and-analysis/wdr-2022_booklet-5.html
https://www.unodc.org/unodc/en/data-and-analysis/wdr-2022_booklet-5.html
https://www.unodc.org/res/wdr2022/MS/Statistical%20Annex/WDR-2022-Methodology_final.docx
https://www.unodc.org/res/wdr2022/MS/Statistical%20Annex/WDR-2022-Methodology_final.docx
https://hir.harvard.edu/aerial-fumigation-in-colombia-the-bad-and-the-ugly/
https://hir.harvard.edu/aerial-fumigation-in-colombia-the-bad-and-the-ugly/
https://www.iarc.who.int/wp-content/uploads/2018/11/QA_Glyphosate.pdf
https://www.iarc.who.int/wp-content/uploads/2018/11/QA_Glyphosate.pdf
https://globaldrugpolicyindex.net/
https://cesed.uniandes.edu.co/wp-content/uploads/2023/08/Coca-supply-control.pdf
https://cesed.uniandes.edu.co/wp-content/uploads/2023/08/Coca-supply-control.pdf
https://www.christianaid.org.uk/resources/our-work/violence-peace-and-drugs-borderlands
https://www.christianaid.org.uk/resources/our-work/violence-peace-and-drugs-borderlands
https://idpc.net/publications/2023/08/stuck-in-the-inertia-of-the-past-report-of-the-66th-session-of-the-commission-on-narcotic-drugs
https://idpc.net/publications/2023/08/stuck-in-the-inertia-of-the-past-report-of-the-66th-session-of-the-commission-on-narcotic-drugs
https://idpc.net/publications/2023/08/stuck-in-the-inertia-of-the-past-report-of-the-66th-session-of-the-commission-on-narcotic-drugs
https://cesed.uniandes.edu.co/wp-content/uploads/2023/08/Coca-supply-control.pdf
https://cesed.uniandes.edu.co/wp-content/uploads/2023/08/Coca-supply-control.pdf
https://www.iucn.nl/app/uploads/2023/12/Amazon-Underworld_Nov-2023_English.pdf
https://www.iucn.nl/app/uploads/2023/12/Amazon-Underworld_Nov-2023_English.pdf


A
na

ly
si

s 
o

f 
th

e 
W

o
rl

d
 D

ru
g

 R
ep

o
rt

 2
0

23
: 

Th
e 

p
ro

m
is

e 
an

d
 p

er
il 

o
f 

g
o

in
g

 g
re

en

19

57.  See, for example: Hough, P., Moran, A., Pilbeam, B. & 
Stokes, W. (2021), International security studies. Theory and 
Ppactice (Routledge, 2nd Edition); William, P.D. & McDonald, 
M. (Eds) (2018), Security studies. An Introduction (Routledge); 
Peoples, C. & Vaughn-Williams, N. (2021), Critical security 
studies. An introduction (Routledge, 3rd Edition)

58.  Atapattu, S. & Schapper, A. (2019), Human rights and the 
environment. Key issues (Routledge), p. 5; Chen, C.W. & Dunes 
Renteln, A. (2023), International human rights. A survey (Cam-
bridge University Press), p. 267

59.  Martinez-Alier, J. (July 2014), ‘The environmentalism of 
the poor,’ Geoforum, 54: 239-241

60.  Atapattu, S. & Schapper, A. (2019), Human rights and the 
environment. Key issues (Routledge), pp. 9 & 15

61.  Ibid, p. 25

62.  Barrett, K.L. & Marshall, R.F. (May 2023), ‘Theory and 
green criminology’, Oxford Research Encyclopaedia, Criminol-
ogy and Criminal Justice, https://oxfordre.com/criminology/
display/10.1093/acrefore/9780190264079.001.0001/acre-
fore-9780190264079-e-745 

63.  South, N. & Beirne, P. (1998), ‘Editors introduction’, Theo-
retical Criminology, 2(2): 147, cited in: Nurse, A. (31 October 
2017), ‘Green criminology: Shining a critical lens on environ-
mental harm’, Comment, Palgrave Communications, 3(10): 2 

64.  Situ, Y. & Emmons, D. (2000), Environmental crime. The 
criminal justice system’s role in protecting the environment 
(Sage), cited in: Nurse, A. (31 October 2017), ‘Green criminolo-
gy: Shining a critical lens on environmental harm’, Comment, 
Palgrave Communications, 3(10): 2 

65.  Nurse, A. (31 October 2017), ‘Green criminology: Shining 
a critical lens on environmental harm’, Comment, Palgrave 
Communications, 3(10): 2

66.  Eckersley, R. (2021), ‘Green theory’, in: Dunne, T., Kurki, 
M. & Smith, S. (Eds) (2021), International relations theories: 
Discipline and diversity, (Oxford, 5th Edition), p. 263

67.  Cited in: White, R. (2008), Crimes against nature: Environ-
mental criminology and ecological justice (Cullompton, Willan 
Publishing), p. 14

68.  ‘Criminology beyond crime’, OpenLearn, The Open Uni-
versity, https://www.open.edu/openlearn/society-politics-law/
criminology-beyond-crime/content-section-7, citing: White, R. 
(2008), Crimes against nature: Environmental criminology and 
ecological justice (Cullompton, Willan Publishing)

69.  Nurse, A. (2016), An Introduction to green criminology and 
environmental justice (Sage), p xi

70.  Nurse, A. (31 October 2017), ‘Green criminology: Shining 
a critical lens on environmental harm’, Comment, Palgrave 
Communications, 3(10): 2

71.  Smeulers, A. & Haveman, R. (Eds) (2008), Supranational 
criminology: Towards a criminology of international crimes 
(Intersentia). This branch of critical criminology also focuses 
on drugs trafficking as a core area of concern 

72.  ‘Criminology beyond crime’, OpenLearn, The Open Univer-
sity, https://www.open.edu/openlearn/society-politics-law/
criminology-beyond-crime/content-section-7

73.  Paddy Hillyard and Steve Tombs, ‘From crime to social 
harm’, Crime, Law and Social Change, Vol. 48, Nos 1-2, 2007, 
pp. 9-25

74.  ‘Criminology beyond crime’, OpenLearn, The Open Uni-
versity, https://www.open.edu/openlearn/society-politics-law/
criminology-beyond-crime/content-section-7

75.  Bierne, P. & Nigel South, (Eds) (2007), Issues in green crim-
inology: Confronting harms against environments, humanity 
and other animals (Cullompton, Willan), p. xiii, cited in: 
‘Criminology beyond crime’, OpenLearn, The Open University, 
https://www.open.edu/openlearn/society-politics-law/crimi-
nology-beyond-crime/content-section-7

76.  Lynch, M.J. (2020), ‘Green criminology and environmental 
crime: Criminology that matters in the age of global ecological 
collapse,’ Journal of White Collar and Corporate Crime, 1(1): 56

77.  White, R. (2008), Crimes against nature: Environmental 
criminology and ecological justice (Cullompton, Willan Publish-
ing), p. 14

78.  Ibid, p. 19; ‘Criminology beyond crime’, OpenLearn, The 
Open University, p. 11, https://www.open.edu/openlearn/so-
ciety-politics-law/criminology-beyond-crime/content-section-7

79.  Blaustein, J., Chodor, T. & Pino, N.W. (2022), Unraveling the 
crime-development nexus (Rowman & Littlefield), pp. 23 & 200

80.  White, R. (2008), Crimes against nature: Environmental 
criminology and ecological justice (Cullompton, Willan Publish-
ing), pp. 15-16

81.  Ibid., p. 16

82.  Ibid.

83.  Ibid., pp. 17-18

84.  Johnson, H., South, N. & Walters, R. (2017), ‘Environmental 
crime, human rights and green criminology,’ in: Weber, L., 
Marmo, M. & Fishwick, E. (Eds) (2017), The Routledge hand-
book of criminology and human rights (Routledge), p. 210

85.  It should be noted how in some instances the environ-
mental justice perspective can be used to analyse the rights 
of Indigenous Peoples concerning ‘culturally endorsed animal 
harm’. See: Nurse, A. (2020) ‘Environmental justice and the 
rights of Indigenous peoples’, in: Brisman, A. & South, N. (Eds) 
(2020), Routledge international handbook of green criminology 
(Routledge, 2nd Edition), pp. 573-587 

86.  United nations Department of Economic and Social Af-
fairs: Indigenous Peoples, Environment, https://www.un.org/
development/desa/indigenouspeoples/mandated-areas1/en-
vironment.html#:~:text=The%20rights%20to%20lands%2C%20
territories,of%20their%20traditional%20knowledge%20sys-
tems. 

87.  Office of the United Nations High Commissioner for 
Human Rights, Leaflet No. 10: Indigenous Peoples and the 
Environment, Undated https://www.ohchr.org/Documents/
Publications/GuideIPleaflet10en.pdf 

88.  Lynch, M.J. & Long, M.A. (2022), ‘Green criminology: Cap-
italism, Green crime and justice, and environmental destruc-
tion’, Annual Review of Criminology, 5, p.270

89.  Ibid., p. 265

90.  See, for example: Maghsoudi, N. (18 June 2014), ‘War on 
drugs in the Global South – Standing in the way of devel-
opment’, IDPC Blog, https://idpc.net/blog/2014/06/war-on-
drugs-in-the-global-south-standing-in-the-way-of-develop-
ment 

91.  McSweeny, K. (8 December 2015), ‘The war on drugs is 
destroying the environment’, US News, 5

https://oxfordre.com/criminology/display/10.1093/acrefore/9780190264079.001.0001/acrefore-9780190264079-e-745
https://oxfordre.com/criminology/display/10.1093/acrefore/9780190264079.001.0001/acrefore-9780190264079-e-745
https://oxfordre.com/criminology/display/10.1093/acrefore/9780190264079.001.0001/acrefore-9780190264079-e-745
https://www.open.edu/openlearn/society-politics-law/criminology-beyond-crime/content-section-7
https://www.open.edu/openlearn/society-politics-law/criminology-beyond-crime/content-section-7
https://www.open.edu/openlearn/society-politics-law/criminology-beyond-crime/content-section-7
https://www.open.edu/openlearn/society-politics-law/criminology-beyond-crime/content-section-7
https://www.open.edu/openlearn/society-politics-law/criminology-beyond-crime/content-section-7
https://www.open.edu/openlearn/society-politics-law/criminology-beyond-crime/content-section-7
https://www.open.edu/openlearn/society-politics-law/criminology-beyond-crime/content-section-7
https://www.open.edu/openlearn/society-politics-law/criminology-beyond-crime/content-section-7
https://www.open.edu/openlearn/society-politics-law/criminology-beyond-crime/content-section-7
https://www.open.edu/openlearn/society-politics-law/criminology-beyond-crime/content-section-7
https://www.un.org/development/desa/indigenouspeoples/mandated-areas1/environment.html#:~:text=The%20rights%20to%20lands%2C%20territories,of%20their%20traditional%20knowledge%20systems
https://www.un.org/development/desa/indigenouspeoples/mandated-areas1/environment.html#:~:text=The%20rights%20to%20lands%2C%20territories,of%20their%20traditional%20knowledge%20systems
https://www.un.org/development/desa/indigenouspeoples/mandated-areas1/environment.html#:~:text=The%20rights%20to%20lands%2C%20territories,of%20their%20traditional%20knowledge%20systems
https://www.un.org/development/desa/indigenouspeoples/mandated-areas1/environment.html#:~:text=The%20rights%20to%20lands%2C%20territories,of%20their%20traditional%20knowledge%20systems
https://www.un.org/development/desa/indigenouspeoples/mandated-areas1/environment.html#:~:text=The%20rights%20to%20lands%2C%20territories,of%20their%20traditional%20knowledge%20systems
https://www.ohchr.org/Documents/Publications/GuideIPleaflet10en.pdf
https://www.ohchr.org/Documents/Publications/GuideIPleaflet10en.pdf
https://idpc.net/blog/2014/06/war-on-drugs-in-the-global-south-standing-in-the-way-of-development
https://idpc.net/blog/2014/06/war-on-drugs-in-the-global-south-standing-in-the-way-of-development
https://idpc.net/blog/2014/06/war-on-drugs-in-the-global-south-standing-in-the-way-of-development


A
na

ly
si

s 
o

f 
th

e 
W

o
rl

d
 D

ru
g

 R
ep

o
rt

 2
0

23
: 

Th
e 

p
ro

m
is

e 
an

d
 p

er
il 

o
f 

g
o

in
g

 g
re

en

20

92.  See, for example: Ghiabi, M. (Ed) (2019), Power and illicit 
drugs in the Global South (Routledge)

93.  Rodríguez Goyes, D. (2019), Southern green criminology: A 
science to end ecological discrimination (Emerald Publishing), 
pp. 11 & 121; Lynch, M.J. & Long, M.A. (2022), ‘Green criminol-
ogy: Capitalism, green crime and justice, and environmental 
destruction,’ Annual Review of Criminology, 5, p. 265

94.  Brisman, A. & South, N. (2020), ‘The growth of a field. A 
short history of ‘green’ criminology’, pp. 39-51, in: Brisman, A. 
& South, N. (Eds) (2020),, Routledge international handbook of 
green criminology, (Routledge, 2nd Edition), p. 44

95.  Johnson, H., South, N. & Walters, R. (2017), ‘Environmental 
crime, human rights and green criminology’, in: Weber, L., 
Marmo, M. & Fishwick, E. (Eds) (2017), The Routledge hand-
book of criminology and human rights (Routledge), p. 9

96.  Booklet 3, p. 10

97.  United Nations (2007), United Nations Declaration on 
the rights of Indigenous Peoples, https://www.un.org/de-
velopment/desa/indigenouspeoples/wp-content/uploads/
sites/19/2018/11/UNDRIP_E_web.pdf 

98.  Johnson, H., South, N. & Walters, R. (2017), ‘Environmental 
crime, human rights and green criminology’, in: Weber, L., 
Marmo, M. & Fishwick, E. (Eds) (2017), The Routledge hand-
book of criminology and human rights (Routledge), pp. 210-11

99.  International Centre on Human Rights and Drug Policy, 
Office of the United Nations High Commissioner for Human 
Rights, UNAIDS, World Health Organization & United Nations 
Development Programme (2019), International Guidelines 
on Human Rights and Drug Policy, https://www.human-
rights-drugpolicy.org/. See chapter 1.4: ‘Human rights and a 
healthy environment’

100.  Sollund, R. (September 2021), ‘Green criminology: Its 
foundation in critical criminology and the way forward’, The 
Howard Journal of Crime and Justice, 60(3): 304-322

101.  Lynch, M.J. (2020), ‘Green criminology and environ-
mental crime: Criminology that matters in the age of global 
ecological collapse’, Journal of White Collar and Corporate 
Crime, 1(1), p. 56

102.  McSweeny, K. (2015), The impact of drug policy on the 
environment (Open Society Foundations), https://www.
opensocietyfoundations.org/publications/impact-drug-poli-
cy-environment 

103.  Ayres, T. (2020), ‘The war on drugs and its invisible col-
lateral damage. Environmental harm and climate change’, in: 
Brisman, A. & South, N. (Eds) (2020), Routledge international 
handbook of green criminology (Routledge, 2nd Edition), p. 240

104.  Ibid., pp. 239-259

105.  Ibid., p. 253

106.  Lynch, M.J. (2020), ‘Green criminology and environmental 
crime: Criminology that matters in the age of global ecological col-
lapse’, Journal of White Collar and Corporate Crime, 1(1), p. 50

107.  UN News (20 September 2022), Irrational war on drugs, 
destruction of the Amazon, expose humanity’s failures, 
 Colombia’s Petro tells UN, https://news.un.org/en/sto-
ry/2022/09/1127151 

108.  Booklet 3, pp. 2-3 & 11

109.  Nurse, A. (31 October 2017), ‘Green criminology: Shining 
a critical lens on environmental harm’, Comment, Palgrave 
Communications, 3(10): 3

110.  See, for example: Economic and Social Council (2022), 
Implementation of the consolidated budget for the bienni-
um 2022-2023 for the United Nations Office on Drugs and 
Crime. Report of the Executive Director, E/CN.7/202216-E/
CN.15/2022/16, https://www.unodc.org/unodc/en/commis-
sions/FINGOV/2022-2023background.html 

111.  United nations Department of Economic and Social Af-
fairs: Indigenous Peoples, Environment, https://www.un.org/
development/desa/indigenouspeoples/mandated-areas1/en-
vironment.html#:~:text=The%20rights%20to%20lands%2C%20
territories,of%20their%20traditional%20knowledge%20sys-
tems. 

112.  Human Rights Council (September 2018), United 
Nations Declaration in the Rights of Peasants and Other 
People Working in Rural Areas, https://digitallibrary.un.org/
record/1650694?ln=en 

113.  Satti, A. (26 October 2023), ‘From ego to eco: The envi-
ronmentally transformative power of psychedelics’, Talking-
Drugs, https://www.talkingdrugs.org/from-ego-to-eco-the-en-
vironmentally-transformative-power-of-psychedelics/ 

114.  See: Transnational Institute & Washington Office on Latin 
America (2023), Coca Chronicles: Monitoring the UN coca 
review, https://www.tni.org/en/article/coca-chronicles-moni-
toring-the-un-coca-review; Bolivia (30 November 2023), OMS 
inicia oficialmente los porcedimientos para la revision crítica 
de la hoja de coca, https://www.vicepresidencia.gob.bo/notas-
prensavista?noticia=6728. See also: Daniels, C. et al (Novem-
ber 2021), ‘Decolonizing drug policy’, Harm Reduction Journal, 
18(120), https://harmreductionjournal.biomedcentral.com/
articles/10.1186/s12954-021-00564-7 

115.  Chapter 4, p. 63: ‘Nonetheless, the Amazon Basin is 
registering an increase in both organized and market-driven 
crime, with dangerous implications for global climate and 
biodiversity commitments’. Also see the ‘Conceptual Frame-
work: Conceptualizing the Crime Ecosystem’ graphic, p. 64 
and reproduced here as Figure 1 

116.  For more information, see: International Drug Policy 
Consortium (December 2023), Off track: Shadow Report for 
the Mid-Term Review of the 2019 Ministerial Declaration on 
drugs, p. 60, https://idpc.net/publications/2023/12/idpc-shad-
ow-report-2024 

https://www.un.org/development/desa/indigenouspeoples/wp-content/uploads/sites/19/2018/11/UNDRIP_E_web.pdf
https://www.un.org/development/desa/indigenouspeoples/wp-content/uploads/sites/19/2018/11/UNDRIP_E_web.pdf
https://www.un.org/development/desa/indigenouspeoples/wp-content/uploads/sites/19/2018/11/UNDRIP_E_web.pdf
https://www.humanrights-drugpolicy.org/
https://www.humanrights-drugpolicy.org/
https://www.opensocietyfoundations.org/publications/impact-drug-policy-environment
https://www.opensocietyfoundations.org/publications/impact-drug-policy-environment
https://www.opensocietyfoundations.org/publications/impact-drug-policy-environment
https://news.un.org/en/story/2022/09/1127151
https://news.un.org/en/story/2022/09/1127151
https://www.unodc.org/unodc/en/commissions/FINGOV/2022-2023background.html
https://www.unodc.org/unodc/en/commissions/FINGOV/2022-2023background.html
https://digitallibrary.un.org/record/1650694?ln=en
https://digitallibrary.un.org/record/1650694?ln=en
https://www.talkingdrugs.org/from-ego-to-eco-the-environmentally-transformative-power-of-psychedelics/
https://www.talkingdrugs.org/from-ego-to-eco-the-environmentally-transformative-power-of-psychedelics/
https://www.tni.org/en/article/coca-chronicles-monitoring-the-un-coca-review
https://www.tni.org/en/article/coca-chronicles-monitoring-the-un-coca-review
https://www.vicepresidencia.gob.bo/notasprensavista?noticia=6728
https://www.vicepresidencia.gob.bo/notasprensavista?noticia=6728
https://harmreductionjournal.biomedcentral.com/articles/10.1186/s12954-021-00564-7
https://harmreductionjournal.biomedcentral.com/articles/10.1186/s12954-021-00564-7
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human rights. IDPC’s mission is to amplify and stren-
gthen a diverse global movement to repair the harms 
caused by punitive drug policies, and to promote just 
responses.

Building on our response to last year’s World Drug 
Report, this analysis of the 2023 World Drug Report 
examines the promise and peril of the UNODC’s 
emerging use of ‘green criminology’ as a lens through 
which to view the drugs-environment nexus.  
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