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Position/Proposal
Reformation of the Deterrence of Drug Abuse
	For three decades our country has been at war, “The War on Drugs.”  In the early 20th century many government agencies and new legislations have developed.  The public demanded that there be some controls placed on psychoactive substances because there was a fear that these drugs may somehow destroy our country.  Propaganda against drugs began to spread like wildfire, creating fear and hysteria throughout the United States.  Most of this propaganda was exaggerated at best and wholly falsified at worst.  The American public has been asked to support the banning and criminalization of many different substances, and the only evidence they were provided with were the corrupted and one sided agendas of biased parties.  
[image: ]We continue to see the government and other anti-drug supporters use these tactics, and we continue to follow this ignorant path of creating legislation to ban things that we don’t fully understand.  Unfortunately, we have now come to a point where our government has put the power into the hands of just one agency to determine the legality of all chemicals and substances.  With the aid of this single handed and narrow sighted power, the drug abuse problem in our country has only grown worse.  Drugs, Guns, and Jail – Our country’s current drug problem cycle (communityservicemedia.com).

The strategies that we are currently using to deter and remove drugs from our society are not working.  As a matter of fact, there is still drug related violence now just as there has been in decades past.  Most disturbing is that more people are being sentenced to spend large portions of their lives in jails and prisons for drug related offenses, some of these offenses are as small as simply being in possession of a marijuana cigarette.  Because our current laws and policies aren’t working, we ought to openly educate our citizens and adapt our current methods of addressing the use and abuse of psychoactive drugs in our society so that all people can benefit from them.  DEA – Speaking Out Against Drug Legalization
1. We have made significant progress in fighting drug use and drug trafficking in America.  Now is not the time to abandon our efforts.
2. A balanced approach of prevention, enforcement, and treatment is the key in the fight against drugs.
3. Illegal drugs are illegal because they are harmful
4. Smoked marijuana is not scientifically approved medicine.  Marinol, the legal version of medical marijuana, is approved by science.
5. Drug control spending is a minor portion of the U.S. budget.  Compared to the social costs of drug abuse and addiction, government spending on drug control is minimal.
6. Legalization of drugs will lead to increased use and increased levels of addiction.  Legalization has been tried before, and failed miserably.
7. Crime, violence, and drug use go hand-in-hand.
8. Alcohol has caused significant health, social, and crime problems in this country, and legalized drugs would only make the situation worse.
9. Europe’s more liberal drug policies are not the right model for America.
10. Most non-violent drug users get treatment, not jail time.
Figure 1                     (Justice.gov)

Anti-Drug Law Supporters
The reasoning behind the country’s perpetual war against drugs is fervently defended by the Drug Enforcement Administration (DEA).  A publication was released that was designed to address and detail all 10 major reasons to continue the drug war.  They claim that for 10 reasons (figure 1, fact 1) our country must continue to fight the war against drugs.  
The most significant arguments that the DEA proposes is that our country has been fighting the war against drugs for so long that it would be frivolous to stop the efforts now.  They claim that there are 9.5 million less people that use drugs now as compared to the late 1970s.  They also claim that more teens state that their school is drug-free and the 2001-2002 PRIDE survey has shown that “student drug use has reached the lowest level in nine years.”  This shows that educating children about the dangers related to drugs and drug abuse is aiding in use reduction, and additionally, attaching a negative social stigma to drug use.  Considerably, the DEA claims, 95% of the American population does not use illegal drugs of any kind, and because of this, we should not give up on the war against drugs (justice.gov).
Another point that anti-drug proponents make is that the drug laws that are in place today were influenced and supported by the United States public.  Public support has fueled the war against drugs and continues to propel its strength and growth.  The first laws enacted in the late 1800’s banning the use of opium and all of the laws enacted after that point were created, in large part, because of public pressure to reduce harm by removing the substances from society (Gahlinger 57).
Further, anti-drug law supporters point out that in the late 19th century and through the 20th century drug laws were too disconnected.  They hail the Drug Act of 1970 as a collaborative tool that has been used to place all of the various laws in one location. They claim that there was a significant need to establish the drug act to create an effective collaboration of laws, so that amended legislation would be easier to add and remove to the act.  So the resolution for this problem was to create the 1970’s drug act in an effort to control and manage current and future drug laws.
Finally, in the DEA statement (figure 1, fact 10) most non-violent users get treatment, not just jail time, they explain, “Only 5% of inmates in federal prison on drug charges are incarcerated for drug possession (justice.gov).”  Though, in state prisons, on average, 27% of drug offenders are jailed for simple possession.  There is also strong evidence that shows most first time drug offenders don’t go to prison, and many drug offenses are reduced down to simple possession.
Supporting the Decriminalization of Drugs
The major argument from the critics in regards to the war against drugs is that we have tried our current drug tactics since 1972, and have been punishing drug offenses since 1957, and the efforts haven’t been effective.  The progress of the drug war simply isn’t very significant.  Our country needs to modify current drug laws and exercise new strategies.  People seek out mind altering substances, and this leads to the use of carcinogens (i.e. huffing glue, paint, etc.).  It is easy to argue that if we haven’t seen results from the tried and true efforts surrounding the war against drugs, then we need to try a different strategy in order to find a more successful method of handling substance abuse issues.
The next major argument made is that public support for current drug laws has been based on fallacious claims and hysteria.  The first anti-drug law passed in our country was in 1875 (Gahlinger 59).  San Francisco passed a law that banned the use of opium in opium dens as a way to discriminate against the overwhelming use of the substance by Chinese immigrants and to discourage the growth of Chinese businesses.  With laws like the one in San Francisco gaining public adherence, the Harrison Narcotic Act of 1915 gained support from conservative Protestants who viewed drugs morally corrupt, on a religious level.  The fact that laws have been passed with the influence of racism and are continued to be supported out of ignorance is blatant ignorance on behalf of the American people, and deeply corrupt of the government officials.
In 1937 the Marihuana Tax Act gained public support largely from the propaganda that William Randolph Hearst funded (Gahlinger 61).  There was a large movement at the time to create a malevolent image of marijuana users.  This was for two reasons: 1. Mexican immigrants were major importers of the substance, and the minority was not well respected by the white majority.  2. Hearst’s wood based paper manufacturing company couldn’t compete with low cost cannabis based paper manufacturers.  Hearst needed to snuff out his competition, and the best strategy to do this was to make cannabis completely illegal.  This again calls into question how “moral” these laws of “morality” really are when our country has corrupt corporate America calling the shots from their pockets, this seems to substantiate the notion that the laws we are required to follow sincerely are not developed for our best interest.
The 1960’s brought about the hippie movement which was based on freedom and emotions of love, but established a stereotype of “dirty drug users.”  This exacerbated the negative stereotypes surrounding psychoactive substances and their users.  Finally, in 1963, Timothy Leary took the limelight by promoting and advocating for the use of “psychedelic” drugs.  This movement pushed conservatives over the edge, and concreted the idea that drugs must be forcefully removed from our society.  To current day the stereotypes that developed during this period hold strong, thus creating an environment of distain for those who are suffering and a mentality of compliance for substandard social status for those using drugs illegally.“Leary is the most dangerous man in America.”
–President Richard Nixon

In respect to the public understanding of how psychoactive substances work in the brain and the physiological effect on the body, most people don’t have a comprehensive understanding of how these substances work.  How can our country expect to make logical and practical laws regarding drugs if individuals don’t know what drugs do?  Most shockingly, research is very hard to perform because of the stringent laws on drugs.  Schedule I narcotics, such as heroin and LSD, are regulated so strictly that even laboratory research permits are very hard to obtain, thus, gaining information and understanding about these substances is very limited (Gahlinger, 76-79).
[bookmark: _GoBack]There are three laws that have been passed in recent years that limit the ability to alter current drug laws and place primary control over drug enforcement into the hands of one government agency, the DEA.  The first of these laws was the Comprehensive Drug Abuse Prevention & Control Act of 1970.  This act combined all existing drug laws, which made the existing laws much easier to access and understand, but also is the controlling authority of any and all drug laws that our entire country must follow (superseding state laws).  The second of the laws was the Comprehensive Crime Control Act of 1984.  This act revolutionized how drug laws are created and passed in our country.  By this act, the DEA singlehandedly has the power to temporarily place a substance into Schedule I, sidestepping the normal legal process.  The third of the laws was the Anti-Drug Abuse Act of 1986.  This law reintroduced mandatory minimum sentences for drug law violations, specifically, 5 to 40 years for possession of cocaine.  This law also removed the option for parole on drug convictions.  Unfortunately, these laws happen to be disproportionately disserving to minorities, crack cocaine, for example, is most widely used by African Americans (drugpolicy.org).  Because these laws are not resulting as a benefit to society as a whole, they need to be reconfigured with the above stated problems in mind.
[image: ]Finally, one must consider the DEA’s point that only 5% of convicted drug offenders are jailed for simple possession.  5% of 2.4 million people is still 121 thousand people in our jail systems for simple possession (drugwarfacts.org)!  Another point that must be considered in relation to jail and prison sentences related to drugs is how many people have been prosecuted and locked up because they are participating in the black market (manufacturing, distribution, and trafficking).  These are all crimes that are directly related to the illegality of psychoactive substances.  Our country is sentencing criminals at a faster rate than any other country in the world, 50.7% of our current prison population is there because of drug law violations (drugwarfacts.org).(Bureau of Justice Statistics)

Proposal
Our current laws and punishments are not effectively working as deterrents.  The public has not been fairly or effectively educated as to how drugs affect humans physically.  We should not allow one agency to have primary control over the creation and enforcement of drug laws that effect the entire population.  Prison is not an effective deterrent, and rehabilitation options need to be weighed into the complex equation of how to handle substance abuse.
It is imperative that researchers complete intensive research so that the American public has founded unbiased evidence to base our laws on.  It is also important that drug addicts stop being treated like criminals, and begin being treated like patients with an illness, as that is what is really afflicting them.  By making educated choices and treating problems with treatments, we will be able to find a more cohesive method in solving our drug abuse epidemic.  Control and regulation is one of our county’s best tools, it has worked before, after the prohibition of alcohol failed, and it could work again with the failure of illicit drug laws.  
Human beings have a natural instinct to avoid harm, but human beings are also naturally inquisitive.  Most people don’t intentionally harm themselves, so education can allow everyone the opportunity to understand what the difference between use and abuse of psychoactive substances means.  This will allow our citizens to have the proper tools necessary to practice moderation.Consensus is growing within the drugs field and beyond that the prohibition on production, supply, and use of certain drugs has not only failed to deliver its intended goals but has been counterproductive. Evidence is mounting that this policy has not only exacerbated many public health problems, such as adulterated drugs and the spread of HIV and hepatitis B and C infection among injecting drug users, but has created a much larger set of secondary harms associated with the criminal market (Rolles, S., 341: c3360).

Even if a select few do abuse their right to use drugs, we already have an effective system in place to manage those perpetrators.  If someone breaks the law while under the influence of a controlled substance we would be able to use the same laws that are currently used with alcohol issues.  For example, if someone drives under the influence, their license is revoked and they are required to seek substance abuse treatments.  Another example, if someone smokes in a public building, they are fined.  
People don’t need protection from themselves; they have the natural instincts necessary to care for themselves.  Our country ought to preserve our right to choose!  We need to implement laws that will help regulate and control drugs, not ban and punish users.  But most importantly, we need to use education as our most effective tool.  In the words of the great Sir Francis Bacon, “Knowledge is Power!”
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