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	 House	Bill	18-1263	expands	the	list	of	qualifying	conditions	for	medical	marijuana	

(cannabis)	to	include	the	treatment	of	autism	spectrum	disorders	and	acute	pain.	This	bill	

gives	patients	another	way	to	counteract	the	complications	of	autism	spectrum	disorders	

or	an	additional	option	for	treating	acute	pain.	Considering	there	is	little	scientific	evidence	

for	both	beneficial	and	adverse	effects	of	cannabis	use	and	lax	regulations	for	medical	

cannabis	cards,	the	legislature	would	do	well	to	add	further	amendments	to	make	medical	

cannabis	prescription	available	only	to	those	with	no	other	options	for	treatment.	

Medical	cannabis	regulations	require	attention	to	minimize	healthcare	costs	to	

society.	Patients	resistant	to	available	treatments	for	autism	disorders,	or	acute	pain,	incur	

healthcare	costs	as	the	system	may	continue	financing	ineffective	treatments.	Patients	

foregoing	treatment	may	develop	further	health	complications	that	incur	further	costs,	

burdening	the	rest	of	society.	Passing	HB	18-1263	enables	medical	cannabis	as	an	



Joshua	Mak	
	

2	

Medicine	acknowledged	treatment	potential	for	THC,	a	cannabis	chemical,	in	pain	relief,	

nausea,
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As	individuals	over	21	can	legally	access	recreational	cannabis	for	treatment,	HB	18-

1263	only	has	significant	impact	on	cannabis	access	for	patients	under	21	who	require	a	

medical	cannabis	card	for	access.	

	Medical	cannabis	cards	are	approved	under	two	criteria:	the	patient	has	a	condition	

qualified	for	medical	cannabis	and	the	physician	deems	benefit	from	cannabis	use	

(Department	of	Public	Health,	2015).	The	physician	is	not	required	to	follow	any	formal	

procedure	indicating	cannabis	use	as	a	last-resort.	Patients	who	are	under	21	with	

conditions	that	do	not	qualify	have	no	access	to	medical	cannabis.	

	As	cannabis	research	is	inconclusive	with	regards	to	autism	and	acute	pain,	the	

assembly	needs	to	weigh	out	the	potential	benefits	with	the	risks	of	passing	HB	18-1263.	

With	a	lack	of	other	treatment	options,	some	are	calling	for	autism	spectrum	

complications	to	warrant	cannabis	use	(“Can	Hemp	Oil	Reduce	Seizures	Related	to	

Autism?,”	2012).	However,	no	clinical	studies	explicitly	assess	cannabis’s	ability	to	treat	

these	complications.	At	best,	a	2017	study	shows	CDB	reducing	seizures	and	improving	

social	ability	in	mice	with	autistic-like	social	deficits	(Kaplan,	Stella,	Catterall,	&	

Westenbroek,	2017).	Although	this	result	is	promising,	successful	treatment	in	mice	does	

not	equate	to	successful	human	clinical	treatment.		

The	motivation	to	list	acute	pain	as	a	qualification	for	medical	cannabis	might	be	

influenced	by	cannabis’s	efficacy	in	treating	chronic	pain.	However,	acute	pain	requires	a	

more	immediate	drug	response	which	has	not	been	observed	in	CDB	studies.	This	is	backed	

by	Hill	et	al.’s	2017	clinical	review	assessing	how	the	active	components	of	cannabis	affect	

the	pain	response	
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Clinical	cannabis	studies	are	necessary	to	assess	cannabis’s	potential	to	treat	autism	

spectrum	complications	and	acute	pain,	among	other	conditions.	However,	federal	

regulations	make	it	difficult	for	scientists	to	perform	cannabis	research.	

Since	1970,	cannabis	has	been	classified	as	a	Schedule	1	drug,	labelling	the	

substance	with	having	high	abuse	potential,	no	medicinal	value,	and	significant	safety	

concerns	(Ferro,	2013).		This	criminalization	of	cannabis	makes	it	difficult	for	scientists	to	

design	clinical	studies	to	research	the	health	impacts	of	cannabis	use.	

The	federal	government	will	not	decriminalize	cannabis	without	sufficient	evidence	

of	its	benefits.	Yet,	it	is	difficult	for	scientists	to	receive	support	and	approval	for	such	

studies.	A	barrier	to	cannabis	research	is	the	acquisition	of	research-grade	cannabis	from	

the	National	Institute	on	Drug	Abuse	(NIDA)	(Barnett,	2017).	This	standardized	strain	of	

cannabis	is	only	available	through	NIDA	and	is	required	by	the	FDA	for	all	U.S.	cannabis	

studies	(FDA,	2017).	As	NIDA’s	mission	is	to	expose	the	harms	of	drugs	to	prevent	their	

use,	there	is	less	support	for	medical	research	on	cannabis	(Ferro,	2013).		

	 Cannabis	research	by	scientists	abroad	is	also	curbed	by	cannabis’s	illegal	status	in	

other	countries	(“Weed	around	the	world,”	2017).	Therefore,	research	on	medical	cannabis	

is	scarce	within	the	global	scientific	community	(Hill	et	al.,	2017).	

	 A	national	survey	of	physicians	finds	ambivalent	attitudes	 Mtk B-B8i6 Mtktp
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Coury’s	caution	is	not	unfounded.	Those	who	tried	cannabis	before	age	15	were	four	

times	more	likely	to	suffer	from	a	cannabis	use	disorder	than	those	who	started	at	age	18	

(“Statistics	on	Drug	Addiction,”	n.d.).	Of	college	the	students	admitted	to	public	substance	

abuse	programs	in	2010,	72%	were	admitted	for	alcohol	use	disorders,	55.7%	were	

admitted	for	cannabis	use	disorders,	
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