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Abstract : With regard to the context in which this paper is inserted, it is noteworthy that the current criminal policy model in
which we find immersed, denominated by some doctrine sector as the citizen security model, is characterized by a marked
tendency towards the discredit of expert knowledge. This type of technic knowledge has been displaced by the common sense
and by the daily experience of the people at the time of legislative drafting, as well as by excessive attention to the short-term
political effects of the law. Despite this criminal-political adverse scene, we still find valuable efforts in the side of experts to
bring some rationality to the legislative development. This is the case of the proposal for a new cannabis regulation model in
Spain carried out by the Cannabis Policy Studies Group (hereinafter referred as ‘GEPCA’). The GEPCA is a multidisciplinary
group composed by authors with multiple/different orientations, trajectories and interests,  but with a common minimum
objective: the conviction that the current situation regarding cannabis is unsustainable and, that a rational legislative solution
must be given to the growing social pressure for the regulation of their consumption and production. This paper details the
main lines through which this technical proposal is developed with the purpose of its dissemination and discussion in the
Congress. The basic methodology of the proposal is inductive-expository. In that way, firstly, we will offer a brief, but solid
contextualization of  the situation of  cannabis in Spain.  This  contextualization will  touch on issues such as the national
regulatory situation and its relationship with the international context; the criminal, judicial and penitentiary impact of the
offer and consumption of cannabis, or the therapeutic use of the substance, among others. In second place, we will get down to
the business properly by detailing the minutia of the three main cannabis access channels that are proposed. Namely: the
regulated market, the associations of cannabis users and personal self-cultivation. In each of these options, especially in the
first  two,  special  attention  will  be  paid  to  both,  the  production  and  processing  of  the  substance  and  the  necessary
administrative control of the activity. Finally, in a third block, some notes will be given on a series of subjects that surround the
different access options just mentioned above and that give fullness and coherence to the proposal outlined. Among those
related issues we find some such as consumption and tenure of the substance; the issue of advertising and promotion of
cannabis; consumption in areas of special risk (work or driving v. g.);  the tax regime; the need to articulate evaluation
instruments for the entire process; etc. The main conclusion drawn from the analysis of the proposal is the unsustainability of
the current repressive system, clearly unsuccessful, and the need to develop new access routes to cannabis that guarantee
both public health and the rights of people who have freely chosen to consume it.
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