The Second Coming of Common Sense

8 National Drug Reform

“Correcting the Continuing Sins
of Our Legislative Fathers, and Mothers”

Issue/Problem

As of 2008, the failed national War on Drugs is 36 or I&-pyears old
depending on how you want to look at it.

This CS2 proposal is not the National Drug Reform (NPR)posal. That
document is over 125 MS/Word pages in length and this bodle&ls too long.
Since finding a publicly acceptable solution to the natioaislfdrug problem
was the issue that started me on this 25 year journey utdwmave been
satisfying to present it here for your review, howevess itaw just a side issue
within An American Agenda. As you have already readdbate of the lessons
learned in its development have been applied to proposdisasum the US
Re-Employment System, and there are more to come.

The full text of the NDR Proposal can be found on the Intesite CICRU.org

as a “free” download. CICRU (sigh-crew) stands fa& @ommon Interest —
Civil Responsibilities Union. It is a grassroots, zgti-based, civil action
organization (notanother non-profit) that | have established. | see ithas
logical follow-on activity to this book. Only time and futweeents will tell how

viable CS2 and CICRU will be with the American public. Andile | take

nothing for granted, but am optimistic!
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At first |1 had this National Drug Reform piece placaender the heading of
Industry Restructuring. After all we are talking abou@mestic lllegalDrug
Industry in the US that has been surpassingd@ billion-dollar mark every
year without breaking a sweat! Further, Cannabis, more commefelyed to
as Marijuana has been the nation’s largest cash cromdoy years, and in
December 2006 it was reported that it alone was an 87 bilbtar industry in
the U.S.

In the end, | put this piece that addresses our Nationgj Policy here, because
it is National level issue that requires absolute, ctie changes being applied
to the existing Federal legislation.

Herein we will realistically review National Drug Pafiand our future approach
toit. We will review how this mess happened and wiatvill berequiredto
doto fix it!
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No more Fantasyland! The “anti-drug§treamersnay as well skip to the next
proposal on re-starting the Military Draft. Their fobligrotests over this issue
have helped kill too many people and the nation can no longed &df listen to
their blind stupidity.

The other part of th&National Fix” — the prudent creation of the fully “legal”
Cannabis industry in America will be reviewed under Newd &enewal
Industries. It is time for America, as well as timtire developed world tget
real with the drug business!

Amen.
0 0 0 0]

The OIld Drug Death Statistics

Presented here as a reference is a classic and commeaeignced 1996
Substance Death Chart and the while it is now over a detéddedemonstrates
the point-in-time casualty rate for our most popular natidnugs of choice.

Take a look!

1996 Substance Death Chart
Substance(s) Involved Annual Deaths
Tobacco kills about 430,700
Alcohol and alcohol-related diseases and injuries kill about 110,000
Secondhand tobacco smoke kills about 50,000
Adverse reactions to prescription drugs total 32,000
Aspirin and other anti-inflammatory drugs Kkill 7,600
Cocaine alone kills about 500
Cocaine in combination with another drug kills 2,500
Heroin alone kills about 400
Heroin in combination with another drug kills 2,500
Marijuana kills 0

I recall the first time | saw the chart and was shdckethe ‘surprisingly low’
number of heroin and cocaine related deaths. | woule lexpected the
numbers to be much higher considering the billions of taxpayé@rsiothe
drug-related crime and killings, hundreds of thousandscaf aerations, and the
hundreds of thousands of people arrested exeayfor simple of possessiarf
drugs — with absolutely no involvement in drug sales or tiaffg.

Just simple statistical evidence of how absolutely dysfunctiomalNational
Drug Policy is for both our people and our society. Ang the People, will
now see to its correction.
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Let's see how this tragedy was allowed to happen.

A Brief History of Marijuana (M)
and Our Failed National Drug Policy

How Marijuana (M) Became lllegal in America and
How Our National Drug Policy Evolved

“From the very beginning — a grim fairy tale”

Purpose

The purposes here are two-fold. First, to provide the readér an
understanding of the history of the naturally growing, God-givantgLannabis
or Marijuana (herein referred to as M) — from its fiksiown use in ancient
China and India — to its ‘regular’ use by more than 20ionilpeople all across
America today. It is the world’'s most popular substance!

Also, tied into this account is the origin and develeptof our failed national
drug policy. It describes how M became illegal in the 198&isng with far
more dangerous substances) which has resulted in thé aoesiction, and
incarceration of welbver 22 million of our fellow Americans. Many of which
were only drug users with absolutelyingolvement in the trafficking, growth or
distribution of this God-given plant.
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Over the next pages, you will learn the Plain Truth — sadhtaeresting concept
— of how M was originally used in the world, how its use agracross the
world and eventually to the America. You will alsorleaow M, along with the
primary hard drugs which are a problem today becangallie our country.

This drug chronology is primarily built around M, although soneremces will
be made other substances. You will be informed and probsdityewhat
disgusted by what you read. The legislative history andspezial interest
politics that drove it were not always pretty. And thely aten’t.

In order for us to address the drug problem, it is impbffiar us all to have a
common understanding of this history and flawed developmentNational
Drug Policy (NDP). To have a real perspective on howgabeand evolved
into the public mess it is today — which includes the prin@ganizations
charged with enforcement of policies, as well asNID® legislation as currently
written and managed.

Also, inter-woven herein are the building blocks of our Natiddrug Policy
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(NDP) explaining how it went from non-existent in 1900 to thdtiAbillion
dollar, publicly oppressive government program that it is todaifliors that
could, and in our controllable, near-term future will bdyespent.

That background and knowledge are of particular importance suncexisting
NDP and its enforcement at the federal, state, antlllnegs are contributing to
the drug problem and therefore are helping to perpetuatdli¢gal Drug
Industry! That may sound a bit odd to many people, but @nisaccurate
assessment.

(0] (0] (0] (0]

To be clear Law Enforcement from our local sheriff's office to il and the
DEA are absolutely nahe problem. These public servants are only charged with
trying to enforce the dysfunctional laws passed by lefgisd at all levels of
government. And some of the laws they struggle with are 70 p&hrsThose
that have to fight the Drug War in your locality are a thercy of failed,
ineffective, and unrealistic laws — and equally failed julebadership.

Certainly, some abuses by law enforcement have occurred eviidecing of
drug laws against those in the drug business. Frankly) #hee finest and
well-intentioned of our officers have their limits ofeéchnce.

Consider that if yowere_constantlyequired to deal with vicious, unruly dogs
that could take your blood at any time — occasionally youne#id to kick some
of them. | know | would. It is just another reason whys tridiculous,
counter-productive public policy that is killing and locking fap more people
than it is saving must be ended. And NOW.

We must now deal with negative interests that are atfpaftiational System —
the way America really works on a day-to-day basisat-tontinue to promote
and allowthe creation of more users, addicts, and drug dedlatswill not
accept responsibility for the situation. Law enforcenmentt the problem. The
Laws are the problem.

This common base of understanding is critical for us toest®we approach the
restructuring of our NDP. The modification of our currémgislation to a
publicly prudent and practical definition is essential foalf victory over our
nation’s hard drug problems.

0 0 0 0
My original intent for this section in the overall Natbrug Reform (NDR)

Proposal was provide a brief but informative history ortrelprimary drugs —
M, cocaine, opium (and its derivatives heroin and morphinand
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met-amphetamines. How each originated in the worldoardthe years came
to use and at times abuse in our country, and was egnnede illegal.

However, the focus of the Drug Legalization component of DR ¢ restricted
M. Therefore, | have provided a historical perspectivéMo only. | do make
references to some of the primary hard drugs in thadritisthen appropriate.
M is by far the weak cousin of the other drugs involved.

The history of M is at once interesting, discouragingd a some ways
depressing. You will see in some cases where good, wetitioned people
conceived and implemented what is easily observed in t®déght, as
narrow-minded, self-serving, shortsighted public laws andrpros.

| believe the common understanding of this specific slichigibry will help

guide us as we rethink the programs implemented by thosedong us. This
common knowledge will help guide us as we restructure thatlfaikional

Drug Policy for the betterment of our society.

It is absolutely accurate to say aflthe drugs that are viewed today as problems,
had well-intentioned origins. Most of them actuallwéasome beneficial
medical uses when properly used. And today they technizatlystill provide
genuine medical benefit, iadministered appropriately (consider today's
common hospital use of morphine that is a tremendous pain).killdowever,
with the exception of M (yes, the exception), all those haddegs possess
incredibly destructive properties when used improperly oriadlys

History Can be Such a Surprising Thing

Interestingly, all the drugs that so torment society yodare available, legal,
and in_common usby the American public as recently as 1930. That'’s right,
legal access to the general public!

These drugs ‘began’ the transition to illegal statutherUnited States in the
1930’s when the first federal levebislation making M illegal was implemented
on October 1, 1937. Herein you will follow the trail M frahorigin in ancient
China and India, to that date, and up to today.

Here is a reality check! The average person in Amenitize 1800’s and early
1900’s could legally obtain opium, morphine, and heroinpefson could order
a nice metal-hinged travel style container that provided ymege, two needles,
and two doses for $1.50 in the standard Sears and Roehilckader catalog (no
slam intended to Sears, that is simply the way thingslalee®; and they were
not alone). The person’s order was delivered by the U.S.ridht to their
front door in plain paper wrapping. It was commonly used séwives in
mid-America — the Heartland. | am nfir a moment saying that common



The Second Coming of Common Sense

availability was good, just that it was the normal stitaffairs in day-to-day
America just 70 years ago.

You Should Watch Some Serious Movies

If you would like to get some realistic insights to thé. drug world | suggest
you checkout the moviekraffic, Blow,andTraining Day(they are a few years
old, but the reality is still the same). And in thadew, please.

The first film, Traffic, follows a group of people through a period of less than
week. Itis a dark, reality oriented drama. Anshibuld, but probably would not
be allowed to be required viewing in every grade in the country. And it
should be_parentéirst, then the kids withouthe parents, and then group
discussion. Some of your kids have already seen it and ihgee not it could
open your eyes.

The second filmBlow, is a romanticized, but true story about the ‘entergisi
young American that almost single-handedly started the mmgestation of M
from Mexico in the Sixties, and in the Seventies did timesBor cocaine from
Columbia — a real entrepreneur? It is grim viewing, buy eelucational.

The third film, Training Day is dark, brutal movie providing some hard insights
into the realities of the daily drug business in the &treeAmerican streets and
neighborhoods. Itis probably the next best thing to being somewtest of us
never want to be.

Hollywood did a fine job with these films which are real enotmimake an
impact. A little viewing homework — and to be certain ¢éhase not Disney
movies!

History Channel Acknowledgement

For those of you that want a well-documented world hysend analysis of
drugs and their journey in America, | refer you to aneigat documentary
presented by the History Channel; ©2000 A&E Television Netsuchll Rights
Reserved.

The series entitled,Hooked — lllegal Drugs and How They Got That Wasy
narrated by Roger Mudd and was produced as a two (2) pag,4bose being:

Part| Marijuana — Opium, Morphine and Heroin
Part Il Cocaine — LSD, Ecstasy, and the Raves

You may find out more than you may want to know about the pAgtast filled
with good intentions (that did not always go so welbuse, fear, greed,
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prejudice, and the bending of laws in every direction. TreoH Channel
should run the full program at least once a month until 208!

| strongly recommend that you watch that series, and pgssibkider obtaining
the set for yourself, a school or any other group to probeiter understanding
of the path that has taken us to where we are toddlgank the History Channel
for presenting such an excellent historical reference.

An Excellent Resource

I want to acknowledge that the History Channel's documetdrlgisnentioned
above served as a primary source on history of M and e dackground on
the evolution of our country’s drug policy. After watchitingit presentation |
knew there was more history there than | had already puthtger cared to
spend the time researching. Please forgive me for tidhilgence, but
re-inventing the wheel and too much historical researehnay not favorite
things to do. And it saved me a lot of valuable time gage you quality
information.

(0] (0] 0] 0]
A Brief History of Marijuana (M)

Background

M, is a naturally growing wild plant. It is technicalb ‘weed’ (one of its
nicknames). As previously noted, it can grow anywlietbe world, with the
exception of the Arctic Circle!

M is used in its natural form meaning it does not regainy additives (as we
know is commonly done with cigarettes). It is commonly growmgdurity,
harvested, dried (just like tobacco), and may be smokeglipgaor in cigarette
(joint) forms. It is also used as an active ingredieribod, cookies, and candies.
Hence, its affects are experienced from either inhalireating the substance.

In human history, M and the more potent product opiumtlze world’s oldest
medicines — yes, medicines! M, is now and has alkagn the world’'s most
popular drug providing the user with relaxation and euphorsatiems. It also
has minor negative side effects. M has nearsed a death by overdose, not
even in the Netherlands were it became fully legalirethe mid-seventies.
The Plain Truth is that hard drugs, alcohol, cigaretted,numerous prescription
drugs cannot make that claim!

The common physical benefits of M are reduced physica]) panulation of the
appetite, and normally creating a feeling of euphoriaa fewcases, dependent
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upon a given person’s attitude toward M or their general ahetdte, it could
create feelings of paranoia, but that is far from the abreaction. And, the use

of M does_nottause a person to become aggressive, as domestic propesgandis
have been telling the public since the 1930's.

In Its Beginning

The historical references of M use originated in amcighina and India. The
ancient Chinese utilized its medicinal properties t@velithe effects of stomach
pain, menstrual cramps, malaria, and consumption (anrofofée cancer).

From the lands of its origin, M began its eventual sptedhe rest of the world.
It was next seen in use in Greeck time, Arab traders brought it from India’s
Ganges Valley to North Africa and Spain. From Spairctrguistadors brought
it to the Spanish colonies New World (planting the seédsfature drug trade).

The colonists made good use of M’s truly N@Blychotropic cousin, Hemp.
Yes, “non” psychotropic. You will hear details on thigefabut for now begin
to understand that you could smoke or eat of pound of Hempaandould not

be feeling euphoric! The un-holy joining of Hemp with M washastrated by
special interest politics and domestic propaganda in the 1930's.

Hemp was a valued raw material for its practical ytititmaking paper (the U.S.
Constitution was written on hemp paper), rope, oil for larheating oil, and one
of its oldest uses to make canvas sails for ships aldfie The word ‘canvas’
was derived from the Latin word cannabis! That well-knawionial drug
trafficker Thomas Jefferson secretly smuggled the fitsinp seeds into the
American colonies! He and his partner in the business Gé&aghington
grew and it and promoted its many uses. And the truttsetills free!

Guess Who Brought M to Europe

In 1804 the French Emperor Napoleon conquered Egypt. White ths
soldiers were introduced to an intoxicant unknown in €ganit was M. The
French were used to drinking their intoxicants, maingnly. Instead this new
substance was to be smoked. The troops liked the effédtamdthat it did not
cause hangovers, like their regular brandy would — no pain!

Napoleon took the simple plant back to Paris as a spailanfwhere it was

enjoyed by artists, authors, students, merchants,@antesans — yes, all levels
of society embraced this new experience. He “innocefiib¢ame Europe’s
first drug trafficker.

From there it moved to London, where it was also used amkirsg substance
and as an extract or liquid for medicine. High soclatlies used hashish (a
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much more concentrated, solid form, but still all ndjuas an ingredient in
confections. They also found Ms medicinal uses for redufgvers, relieving
stomach pains and menstrual cramps, various other body acitet, helped
with insomnia.

Even Queen Victoria used it for relief of menstrual gamdisrespect intended;
it is just history). Additionally, it was used to help Tuh#osis (TB) patients
that had lost their appetite. It not only allowed themamegn appetite, but
helped them keep down what they ate by keeping their storatildds And, of
course, it was used recreationally, and was most sfteriked.

Those “natural” remedies are just a fesasons why the Pharmaceutical
Industry has lobbied without ceasing overtly and covertlyinstav
legalization for decades — and obviously, very successfltly kelp
from their many pawns — the ‘anti-drug’ screamers.

To New York City

Next M appeared in the New York City, along with its sger form, hashish.
Both soon became new ingredients in the then thriving, ulategu“Patent
Medicine” industry.

“Patent” medicine was popular in the 1800’s and early 1900’s. eThes
were “medicines” (some of which were referred to akemls) with
secret formulas and were not required to list anyedignts for the
consumer to see. This began to change in late 1800’s whregr€3s
passed the Pure Food and Drug Act, the first federaldgigislover drug
production. For the first time producers were requiregriot the
ingredients of their products, the public realized whaty thvere
consuming (many containing morphine), and Patent medicine&lyui
lost much of their appeal.

In America of the 19 century, medicine was primarily consumed rather than
smoked as in the Eastern World. Until the latter 1800meAcans primarily
used M for medicinal purposes. Most did not think to userdoreational
purposes. It was rarely smoked. However, that wouldgdha

In 1876, the World Exhibition was held in Philadelphia to lwelte the 100
anniversary of Declaration of Independence. The Sultan &EYyisrpresent to
America took the form of Hashish (the concentrated fofrivl) as a rare and
exotic treat to be smoked in the Turkish Pavilion (noedisect intended here
either, just history). Smoking pipes were made availabtethe curious public
smoked Hashish inside the Turkish Pavilion. Many fairgesn®yed the
experience. Since then that event has been calledrgestidpot party” in the
US until Wood Stock 93 years later! Isn't history entiarntsy sometimes?
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American entrepreneurs saw this as an opportunity to prdwedeublic with yet
another self-indulgence. They quickly opened Turkish snmagpkiarlors in the
North. High society matrons, businessmen — all clasgely or in secret
used these parlors to smoke hashish and/or enjoy hastéshdandies.

The raise of these parlors, coincided in time with ghewing American
Temperance movement against alcohol. However, the public dgwitoh its
allegiance to hashish parlors. People maintained thefierpreee and love for
alcohol. Eventually, the hashish parlors lost their popiyland closed (maybe
a point to remember regarding the legalization of M).

The decreased public interest in M continued until thexgezance Movement
succeeded with the passage of thé ABiendment to the U.S. Constitution —
the Prohibition on Alcohol that was enacted in 1919. As atrestihirsting”
nation re-discovered M...

The National Prohibition on Alcohol — A Failed PublicPolicy Experiment

Alcohol under Prohibition was illegal from 1919 to 1933. Howedege to the
increasing crime related to bootlegging of alcohol the puldimanded action
and reality. What a concept! The 21st Amendment to tBe Gdnstitution
repealed Prohibition after a fourteen (14) year failetbnat experiment. It is the
only Constitutional Amendment ever to be repealed.

Pronhibition is aclassicexample of the well-intentioned few, trying to dictdte t
behavior of the masses, by ignoring the basic demands ofattne m

In the 1920s

New Orleans was an international city, the second lagesgport, and th#l
Party City in the Americas (which it remained until H@d). So with alcohol
now illegal and the need to keep it out of public view, the ahttotally legal
intoxicant M came into popular use. The mixing bow! inflees of French
Cajuns, Blacks, Spanish, Americans, Europeans, and <ehia# blended
together to develop the jazz movement. The sounds of jazh@eifects of M
formed a natural bond — a bond quite similar to thahéat between rock n’
roll and M in the late 1950’s and 60's.

Into New Orleans, M was shipped from Mexico, the Qlagan, and South
America. Itwas legal, cheap, and popular — soldzn ¢ubs, pharmacies, and
markets just as cigarettes were.

Public Fears were Exploited by the Press
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The American public in the post World War | era was “spsible” to becoming
very worried about and developing fears toward “those artioerg” that were
perceived as unable to use a given substance and remairdagtiol of their
actions. People that were viewed as “not in controtheir minds” could
frighten the general public.

Irresponsibly, newspapers of that period sometimes intedyoaimed their
articles at promoting those fears to help generate safeerrthan providing
guality, objective journalism — and at times to decepyipebmote the political
objectives of special interests. Not very pretty {teard it continues to this day
in newspapers, on network and cable news, and on the Interne

New Orleans in the twenties was in the midst of aenvave, mainly driven by
alcohol bootleggers under Prohibition with their territorial IbattDoesn’t that
sound familiar?

At that time, the “press” promoted the policy concept that society limited a
person’s access to a particular substance, in thisaseen the potential for
negative public behavior could be controlled or at leasethaced.”

Regional groups and politicians used such opportunities td tmdescapegoat
minorities. State lawmakers sited it as the cause ofrfan Black violence in
New Orleans.

The famous and influential newspaper publisher William Ratdblgarst was
looking for a big story to stimulate paper sales and heasawpportunity with
the turmoil in New Orleans. Hearst intentionally begaublishing “lurid”
articles telling his readers that M use was directintributing to increased
public violence, rape, and murder. He thereby helped ébledt the initial
public connection between M and civil crime. Hearst getsomajedit for
fanning the flames of public paranoia in his creative wgitfjust to” stir
people’s fears and generate newspaper sales. His @lerasponsibility for
suchirresponsiblewriting actions is not a secret — although it is littlkéa
about today.

As it was with Cocaine

This domestic propaganda campaign was similar to storeesaudecade earlier
about American-Blacks and the ‘alleged’ results ofrtleecaine use. It was
successfully used to force New York lawmakers to imtidie first statéevel
legislation on cocaine to control a drug that was linkedritme, murder, and
rape against the American-White population. This nastge of history is
well-known in the American-Black community.

For some of the American Press of that era, it washedr finest hour.
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To Continue the Tale

In 1924 Louisiana joined 14 other states banning the distribufidd éor
non-medicinal purposes. The ban on ‘non-medical’ use of M slewdgnded
to other states for a variety of reasons. In spiteafmovement, even until the
early thirties the use M was still fully legal in mastates across the country.

And there was still néederallevel law.

Then Came the Big One

The Great Depression and Our Evolving National Drug Policy

The political rationale for the original federal legigda on M was actually born
out of hard, local economic realignd practical, national necessity

Starting on September?3and running through November 13, 1929 the stock
market Crashed and the Great Depression began. Asreatown, all over the
country local politicians out of necessity h&ml be more concerned about
Americans in unemployment and bread lines, than non-Americans

In the Southwest, politicians were worried about the nurnb&lexicans that
were still north of the border. The same group thatbesh a desirable, cheap
work force prior to the Depression. For economic and pdlipcaposes the
Mexicans were no longer wanted and in some manner they needeghown
as undesirable. The approach developed was to stigmatilzteiieans with the
use of M and creative stories about uncontrolled violentrie news stories
were exaggerated and others were simply made up...

Considering the public crisis national politicians hadetgpond and it was to be
Americans first. Sound familiar?

As a result, in 1931 the Mexican Repatriation Act becawe &nd was utilized
to “encourage” Mexicans to leave the country. Any perfsom Mexico (or
other county below the border) that did not go along paligafas harassed in
various ways. Some are arrested as jobless vagodiméss for violation of the
new state laws regarding possession and use of M. &8 lere
implemented to serve as the vehicle to drive them out afdinetry.

In an extreme example, in Texas it was “possible” todaght with a single joint
and serve ‘life’ in prison. There were cases where lpesgrved many years,
even decades for possession. Some people even campaignesk fof the

death penalty, which was fortunately not successful.
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Don’t Criticize too Quickly

Looking back, it is too easy for us to talk about the prejabdappearance of
those laws and their intention. And the fact is thasehmotivations did play
some part in what happened. However, we must also acknowtetigieuation
faced by the politicians of the day. Staggering numbér&mericans were
unemployed. Our own citizens were out of work and hungry. Ggwolence
by citizens against non-citizens over the few availaliie ygas inevitable.

It was a prudent, public necessity. It was then, aridtigt be a politician’s first
duty to take care of our own people before worrying aboutcitaens whether
they are here legally or not! Just as every other cpimthe world we must to
take care of our own people firahd without being required to justify it to
anyone! The reality of a periodic tightening of “legal” immigratidiow
remains a prudent action and a practical necessityes i

The Push to Coordinate a Drug Policy

Remember in the early thirties, M was still legakhe US except for several
Southwestern states. It would remain so until HarryAdslinger (HJA)
appointed to be the nation’s top drug enforcement agerg tdkee at the new
Federal Bureau of Narcotics (FBN). The new bureau wagetiavith the role
of enforcing the nation’s narcotics laws such as they aethe time.

Until his arrival as the head of the new drug fighting buyéae government had
been focusing their attention on heroin and cocaine. Howntarthe arrival of
HJA the political focus would be shifted toward M. It veasew focus born out
of the problems in the Southwest with Mexican migrantkers.

In the 1930s the FBN began a program aimed at stopping thef ideand
distributed educational material aimed at trying to help keeph away from it.

How We got from There to Here

I have condensed this history as much as possible. Howbeaeera and what
occurred then due to political pressures are direcipamsible for setting in
motion the mess we are dealing with today. Common knowledgéaif has

happened 70 years ago will enable us to better determin@maagh today in
correcting the short-sighted, special interest sineepast.

Again, it is 1930 and Anslinger is a 38 year old federakducrat with no
previous background dealing with the drug issue, let alone-dwever, he was
a good bureaucrat and so was concerned with protecting hisysggehseeing to
it that the budget was preserved, if not increased annddidbr. all that is the
game.
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HJA did not personally care that much about M as a paliissue. He had
trouble thinking of a career trying to exterminate a “weettich at the time,
literally grew in the wild all over the country. Howevédre appreciated the
political reality that powerful people, like the publisher|li&n Randolph
Hearst, diccare about it. So, HJA modified his position and presito address
the political demands of the day. Political correctnesslieen around a long
time!

Building the Federal Case Against Marijuana

HJA also realized the public had no particular issue With It was available
and there were generally no problems being experienced byeheral
population with its use. It grew everywhere and he couldmagine how it
could possibly be controlled. It even grew wild along B@omac River
between Virginia, DC, and Maryland.

He preferred that the burden would be left to the statesdolve, instead of
making it federal action. However, heavy Congressional prefsume/Nestern

and Southwestern states, primarily Texas, Colorado,0Aaizand California
forced him to develop a way to make M illegal. They pudhed for federal

legislation and controls.

HJA did not have adequate funding or people resources to lcibnkte
started with an agency of 300 people and a total budgeb dfillion
dollars to address all drug related problems.

The hard reality was that the unemployment problems alm@buthwestern
border were politically connected to the Mexican immigratiesue. And

making M illegal was the approach developed to help féredvtexicans out of
the country. So HJA, being the good bureaucrat went afteisgue with

everything he had!

HJA then initiated an over-the-top domestic propaganda campgagnst M use
working with Hearst and others using the newspapers, aaswieé movie media
making exaggerated claims about the negative effects ofube drhe use of M
by was blamed for violence, insanity, “beastly perversiominorality, sex

crimes, suicide, theft, and murders — and it was just glamnestic propaganda.

(0] (0] (0] (0]

In defense of Harry Anslinger it should be acknowledgetl it ever would

have been placed in that office at that moment in histmuld have done what
he did, or else, the Congress would simply have found sonseado do the
job. So we should not blame HJA, for overall it was thagtess, lobbyists, and
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the dark side of that “National System” thing that kespsing up!
And then Harry got an idea.

How Our Government Made a ‘Weed’ lllegal

So HJA had to figure out how to make M, a naturghigwing plant illegal.

The Model that was Used

What follows equates to legislatively putting a square pegarround whole!
Try following this logic:

* During an earlier high, gang crime period the federal governdemted it
needed a way to control the possession of machine guns.

* To that end Congress developed and enacted a law caéliedNational
Firearms Act. It required that a person could not,gbagrow or transfer a
machine gun without a ‘Machine Gun Transfer Stamp’ inr thessession.
The catch was that the government would not print any of $taseps.

* The legal fight against the law went right up to the&ifpreme Court with
the argument that the stamps were not a legitimate tarimgle because the
government was not collecting any taxes. It was purely teeptethe
distribution of machine guns.

* Regardless of the logic of that argument, the Couedrthat the National
Firearms Act was legal. And the Machine Gun TransfemBtgequirement,
even though the required stamps were purposely not availdideame the
law.

There is ndogic in that, but again it was a well-intentioned @tton the part of
the government to protect the American public. The nation wanleghl way to
keep machine guns away from the bad guys! That type oymbtmot worked
very well then, and it still dosen't.

And Now HJA had the Means

HJA and the state lobbies now had the legislative model theyedde put
controls M distribution. His campaign unfolded as follows:

* A law was proposed that anyone involved in the use, salepdisin or
transfer of M would be required to have a “Marijuana Btamp.” Of
course government would only print a token number of thesepst

* HJA next had to convince Congress that M was just a dangersasiety as
a machine gun. The Congressional hearings on the first Faler control
M began on April 27, 1937. The objective was to show ConghedsV
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was a horrible and dangerous a drug, worse than eveameoar heroin!
That M caused the user to become insane and capable of pegoemible
acts including murder and rape when undeteitsble influence.

The newspaper publisher William Randolph Hearst of course edvkose
hearings in his newspapers and continued to aggressiveyopilthe
negative propaganda about M usage, adding extra newspaperggrintih
headlines proclaiming its evils.

Other newspapers and movies of the time were promoting trediveeg
image. The movies included the classic anti-drug propagaruze,
Reefer Madness You should really try to watch this movie. It will giyeu
an interesting look at the times and people. You cath éin DVD!
Viewed today it is a simple, dark comedy. At thatdiinserved as blatant
scare tactics, filled with exaggerations and outright ieegcrease public
fears. The movie actually portrayed M having worst ¢ffen people than
cocainé¢

Today, M, heroin, and morphine are all listed on the Sdeddf the DEA’s
Drug Control Schedules, while cocaine and opium are dower Schedule
II. The beat goes on.

HJA also gets credit for telling the U.S. Congress khatas the assassin of
youth — a stepping-stone and as he declar&lateway Drug” to harder
drugs like heroin and cocaine. True lies!

Thanks to HJA and Hearst that worked together on the gampia campaign
the mythof M being a gateway to hard drugs was born and wa® $ee
minds of the fearful American public. | hope the Screanage listening.
It was simple, self-serving domestic propaganda.

HJA told Congress that school children were being harmied 0. Just
one (1) brave, solitary doctor came forward to dispute thahan the only
positive testimony about M during the hearings. The doctafi¢esthat
there was nevidencethat M was affecting children in that manner. The
members of the Congressional panel verbally attacked ther daatiohis
testimony was ignored.

After just five (5) days of the Congressional hearings, dbmmittee
approved the Marijuana Tax Law, the first feddealel law against M.
After several weeks of debate both houses of Congresshesssal version
of the bill.

President Franklin Roosevelt signed the bill into lavAagust 2 and it went
effect on October 1, 1937. HJA had successfully demonizaddvproved
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himself to be an effective bureaucrat and domestic propaglandis

* The group of Western and Southwestern states got tlsalemn they
wanted. The law required that anyone wishing to buy, ligeior sell M
must first have a Marijuana Tax Stamp.

* The first penalties established for anyone violating the leawwere a
$2,000 fine and/or five (5) years in jail. And, again, thengt were not
available for purchase.

To be clear — the Marijuana Tax Law actually stipuldted the person had to
have the M physically in their possession whesguestingthe stamp.
However, if they had the M in their physical possessiomyithout the stamp,
they were alreadyin violation of the law!

0 (0] (0] 0]

The First Arrest for Possession of M

Just two (2) days after the law takes effect (Octdh@937), a man in Colorado
is arrested and jailed for possession of M. Fouds later, he gets four (4)
years in jail and a $1,000 fine. The federal battle againgsersnot just the
providers had its first victim!

And with all that has been done to fight the drug tradecagduhe public, and
discourage M use since October 1, 1937:

* Some 22-plus million Americans have been arrested, tumdijncarcerated
due to federal and state laws — only due to M use — mdtdrags. An
incredibly sad and cruel statistic.

* Today M is America’s #1 domestic cash crop! So muaclcontrol.

After 70 years, it is time to end the Prohibition on Man@a Any questions?

The Mayor New York City Tried

In 1938, a year after HJA got the Marijuana Tax Law enadtedeceived a
strong challenge of a sort from the well-respected and nhawdayor of New
York City, Theorelo J. LaGuardia (the man the namedhitport in honor of).

A few years earlier, the Mayor had commissioned a medicaly by doctors
from the New York Academy of Medicine to review his @t problem. This
Blue Ribbon group of professionals visited schoolyards,vigeed principles,
tested adults. After a four (4) yeatudy the commission presented the
following official findings:
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Text taken from the official New York report — the following conclusions

are drawn:

1.

10.

11.
12.

13.

Marihuana is used extensively in the Borough of Maahaliut the
problem is not as acute as it is reported to be in o@ioas of the
United States.

The introduction of marihuana into this area is reesncompared to
other localities.

The cost of marihuana is low and therefore within tirelpasing power
of most persons.

The distribution and use of marihuana is centered ifefa

The majority of marihuana smokers are Negroes and-Ratiricans.
The consensus among marihuana smokers is that the use drfug
creates a definite feeling of adequacy.

The practice of smoking marihuana does not lead to amldiotithe
medical sense of the word.

The sale and distribution of marihuana is not under theatmi any
single organized group.

The use of marihuana does not lead to morphine or haraiocaine
addiction and no effort is made to create a market feetharcotics by
stimulating the practice of marihuana smoking.

Marihuana is not the determining factor in the comoissif major
crimes.

Marihuana smoking is not widespread among school children.
Juvenile delinquency is not associated with the praoficanoking
marihuana.

The publicity concerning the catastrophic effects oftmana smoking
in New York City is unfounded.

End of report text

The findings offer a sobering insight into the times dack of truth and
prudence in the law even then.

However, in the end regardless of the scientific proof flesnstudy, Mayor
LaGuardia was pressured and subsequently followed the Ipsatgn M. The
report _along with the trutlvas buried...by the power of politics! Are you
irritated, yet?

Thus, in spite of the concerned mayor’s efforts, M renthithegal in the New
York City and everywhere else. And that was 70 yeadsamany ruined lives

agol!
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1940's and 1950’s

From the late 1930"s through World War II, M use and &srekopped.
However, HJA did not stop ‘pushing’ his programs. He tadyeisible music
and movie celebrates to get headlines in the press. Inrsaage examples,
the famous drummer Gene Krupa as jailed for nearly tfBgemonths for
possession, and the young actor Robert Mitchum was bustegat party and
his fine career was almost ruined before it began.

1960’s

Despite the potentially harsh penalties, M made angtommeback in the late
Fifties and Sixties with the Baby Boomer Generation. aftscts appealed to
intelligent people that wanted to be taken beyond thigsliof normal thought
and behavior. Some key perspectives at the time were:

* M does not causaverdose(OD) deaths.

* M does not produce a physicipendencyor to the least extent of all drugs
which is still the case.

* M does not lead taddiction.

1970’'s — News Flash!

The U.S. Supreme Court Reverses the 1937 Marijuana Tax Ldw

In 1970, the legality of the 1937 Marijuana Tax Law was challadle
the way to the US Supreme Court. The challenge was |epakirby
the Timothy Leary, the famous LSD guru. He successfufyed that
in order to get the license (tax stamp) you had to firsalothe law,
because in order to request the Marijuana Tax Stamp yoo hadge the
M in-hand, and were technically already breaking the laivherefore,
attempting to get a proper license was self-incrimination

The US Supreme Court agreaad overturned the federal law. Technically, M
was legal once again. The politics of the times hadgddhras had the Court’s
opinion of the law’s prudence for the population.

But It Would Not Last Long

However, the actual powers within the Congress — you remeaundriends

the lobbyists and the screamers — did not agree with tuet ©n legalized
public access to M. The “well-lobbied” Congress still did view recreational
drug consumption as guaranteed by the Constitution. Therdfee Congress
once again acted to criminalize drugs under the ComprefeeBsiug Abuse
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Prevention and Control Act of 1970.

A case where the power of special interest lobbyists evever-ruled
the Supreme Court? That does point out however that the
Congress_canact if it really wants to. Keep that fact in mind for
later.

To continue the history lesson

M, or actually the THC substance in it was then placethe Schedule | of the
DEA'’s Drug Control Schedules where it is still foundagpdalong with much
harder substances like heroin and morphine.

Schedule |, is the category of drugs that are statedve no medical benefit “in
the United States.” And the king has no clothes!

This designation also conveniently prevented M’s cousin pizmp

that contains a non-affecting, less than one-half g&tent of THC
from being available for agricultural and commercial usesurting
farmers, manufacturing, and the environment. Certain indutibjds
wanted Hemp production suppressed — they won, we lost, bubthat
will now be corrected. More on the Hemp issue under New and
Renewal Industries.

Possession and use of M after the 1970 Controlled Substahcemtinued to be
illegal. Of course it did not go away, just moved fartngderground and its use
peaked during the Seventies in spite of the government'ssffocontrol the
young Baby Boomers.

The failedProhibition-style approach to stopping the use of M and athegs
was again in full operation. Various special interestustry groups, their
cherished screamers, as well as hard drug barondckeaff, dealers, not to
mention the drug hard drug growing countries — all in all extremely
unpatriotic group — really_appreciatethe U.S. Congress not acting in the
Common Good of the American public. Seventy (70) years latgrstiledo!
And we keep on electing them?

And the prisons continued to fill up — jailing not just witie providers of these
drugs, but the useess well — an absolute disgrace. The government cannot stop
the import and distribution of drugs, and so they punish tbBms of its
availability. This terribly flawed situation will be endlsoon by an enlightened
and fed-up public.
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1972 — The National War on Drugs Meets the Vietham War

In 1972, then President Richard M. Nixon officially stantdtht we then called
“The National War on Drugs.” He appointed the first D&mar to be in charge
of coordinating the nation’s battle against drugs.

Nixon’s primary motivations in taking these actions wbkoth practical and
politically prudent:

* A high number of our military people in Vietnam thatreveising drugs,
mainly M and heroin, and were coming home addicted to the latter
* It was a politically good thing to do at home.

Vietnam veterans were required to undergo drug rehalmtitdtefore coming
home — with mixed results, but the effort was made.

Closing Out the 20Century

As the 20 Century drew to an end, M was being used ‘somewhat’eomaa
few states to help those with Aids and cancer patientstimulating their
appetite. It also helps people cope with nausea aftenatherapy.

However, those needy medicinal users are under random pressurdhie
federal government, which continues promoting bad federalypantributing
to less cooperation between state and federal officed well as strained
relations with the involved public.

And we taxpayers continue to pay for the Domestic propagaradzdine and
deal with drug related crime in our neighborhoods.

2000 and Beyond

As the new century began, some eleven (11) states havemidedized
possession of small amounts of M.  They have determia¢detial side effects
are more harmful to the population than the drug ité&lél they too come under
random pressure from the federal government that does not apprdwero
actions —again, the issue of States Rights.

Today, M remains America’s largest domestic cash cmmpb @n estimated
20-plus million Americans smoke pot on a regular basis. Based total
population of 281 million in 2000, that is about 1 in 14 Americans.

By comparison, in 2000 about eleven (11) million Americans wstienated to
be cocaine users! Of those 11 million users it is estigndiat 1.5 million were
addicts, meaning with the rest were only using the dregréationally’ Go
figure.
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This ends the mini-history

Wasn't that a fascinating, yet grim look at a piece of Amarican history?

(0] (0] (0] (0]
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What About Prohibition Today

So let’s take look at today and our final answer to/ttae on Drugs.

I have only selected a few outside references to pres@82. | have included
this piece taken from the website of the National Org#pizdor the Reform of
Marijuana Laws or NORML the oldest and longest sufferirug working to

reverse our failed National Drug Policy. | personailgw them as a credible,
public interest group. Their concise article speaks voluanesreferences FBI
provided “human” statistics.

Note: As stated this article was copied from NORMIioternet site.  NORML
had no prior knowledge of my plan to use the article in.C8@ubt that they will
mind it.

0] (0] (0] 0]

Marijuana Arrests For Year 2005 — 786,545 Tops Record High... Pot
Smokers Arrested In America At A Rate Of One Every 40 &conds

September 18, 2006 - Washington, DC, USA

Washington, DC: Police arrested an estimaté86,545persons for marijuana
violations in 2005, according to the Federal Bureau of Invegiiga annual
Uniform Crime Reportreleased today. The total is the highest ever recdrgled
the FBI, and comprised 42.6 percent of all drug arresteitunited States.

"These numbers belie the myth that police do not target arest minor
marijuana offenders,” said NORML Executive Director Allgh Pierre, who
noted that at current rates, a marijuana smoker istad@very 40 seconds in
America “This effort is a tremendous waste of criminal justiesources that
diverts law enforcement personnel away from focusing on seaiodssiolent
crime, including the war on terrorism.”

Of those charged with marijuana violations, approxinya88 percent some
696,074Americans were charged with possession only. The remge®0,471
individuals were charged with “sale/manufacture,” a catetjzat includes all
cultivation offenses even those where the marijuana was lggimgn for
personal or medical use. In past years, roughly 30 percémnis# arrested were
age 19 or younger.

"Present policies have done little if anything to decreasejuana’s availability
or dissuade youth from trying it,” St. Pierre said, notingng people in the U.S.
now frequently report that they have easier accesd tihgo alcohol or tobacco.
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The total number of marijuana arrests in the U.S2085 far exceeded the total
number of arrests in the U.S. for all violent crimesmbined, including murder,
manslaughter, forcible rape, robbery and aggravated assaul

Annual marijuana arrests have more than doubled sineathel1990s.

"Arresting hundreds of thousands of Americans who smokeijuaaa
responsibly needlessly destroys the lives of otherwise ladingbcitizens,” St.
Pierre said, adding that over 8 million Americans havenbaeested on
marijuana charges in the past decade. During this samesatinests for cocaine
and heroin have declined sharply, implying that increasedreerhent of
marijuana laws is being achieved at the expense of emjol@ws against the
possession and trafficking of more dangerous drugs.

St. Pierre concluded: “Enforcing marijuana prohibition ctestpayers between
$10 billion and $12 billion annually and has led to the arreséafly 18 million
Americans. Nevertheless, some 94 million Americans ackmgeldaving used
marijuana during their lives. It makes no sense to coatioureat nearly half of
all Americans as criminals for their use of a substdmaeposes no greater - and
arguably far fewer - health risks than alcohol or tobaécdetter and more
sensible solution would be to tax and regulate cannalasnianner similar to
alcohol and tobacco.”

YEAR MARIJUANA ARRESTS
2005 786,545
2004 771,608
2003 755,187
2002 697,082
2001 723,627
2000 734,498
1999 704,812
1998 682,885
1997 695,200
1996 641,642
1995 588,963
1994 499,122
1993 380,689
1992 342,314
1991 287,850
1990 326,850

For more information, please contact Allen St. Pierre, NORMLciixke
Director, at (202) 483-5500. For a comprehensive breakdown and analysis of
US marijuana arrests, please see NORML's report: “Crimes_ofsbrdtion:
Marijuana Arrests in the United States
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Just some more sad statistics in the grim fairy ttade is our National Drug
Policy, and especially when,

“The total number of marijuana arrests in the U.S2@05 far exceeded
the total number of arrests in the U.S. for all viblenmes combined,
including murder, manslaughter, forcible rape, robbery andaagted
assault.”

To say that our criminal Justice System prioritiesmalgplaced is putting it very
nicely.

We will now fix this madness and stop hurting our own people¢ U.S.
Congress will set about correcting this in 2008 befoeeNovember election, or
else, We will install a new Congress!

The Bad Lobbies

President Nixon created the office of National Drugr@zd972 to lead the fight
in the newly declared War on Drugs. Some 35 years laeeritity is referred
to as the Office of National Drug Control Policy (ONDCPI}t is the nation’s
longest running war — and it has in fact become a domeatiagainst our own
people. This is classic lose-lose domestic policy!

And there is no happy ending in sight under the doomed to failure
Prohibition-style battle plan, along with the continued angcsssful
sponsorship of the odd bunch of bed-fellows that are lobbyyagnst any
change to it.

(0] (0] (0] (0]

The overtly and covertly politically influential Pharneatical Industry is the
most stressed over the possibility of ending the Prohibdgrofarijuana and
they have vigorously fought it for decades! Just who do yaikthre the
biggest financial supporters of anti-drug use groups?

They are not looking at the collapse of their industry, bik mgalize a
percentage decrease. The “real” medical uses and beretités onaturally
growing, “God given” plant, without anghemicaladditives whatsoeverare
numerous and must become available to those in mediahl nee

By one estimate and who really knows the number, well over Hdrm
Americans use M regularly
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In a perfect world no drugs would be used, desired or eeeded. A brutal
accounting shows that tobacco smoking and its second-hardtsefare

responsible for some 500,000 deaths ewssr in America alone. In the
Netherlands where M (and all drugs) has been fully Iegdlisince the
mid-1970s to total number of deaths caused by M use, i<OZERone have

died in the U.S. either.

Therefore, in thirty years, zero deaths from M use veetisssay 15 million
slow deaths thanks to the tobacco industry and their lobbyisto{ameom was
my Mother at 57 years of age).

Only the Plain Truth about drug legalization and many otherigsiues will be
presented in CS2 and will be discussed in public forurtiseifiuture. Such open
and honest public debate is a key part of my approach to pronmibig
awareness and open review of the fatopposed to the domestic propaganda
we are always fed.

Myth Buster 1— in the 1930’s in order to support the new government
public scare campaign Harry J. Anslinger (HJA) the natiarpsdrug
enforcement agent at the new Federal Bureau of NarcotBHl)(F
invented the termMiGateway Drug” and pinned it on cannabis. Any
guestions?

Myth Buster 2— during that same domestic propaganda campaign,
cannabis’ cousin the Hemp plant was portrayed to a fgauflic as the
samephysical plant, which it is not. Technically, both of ttmusin
plants contain THC that is the active substance. Mangricans still
identify them as the same plant.

However, Hemp contains less than one half percent of TH&
cannabis at 6-plus percent, which means someone could smalesor e
pound of hemp and get nothing but a large headache.

By the way, we could also make cotton type fabric, pgpeducts,
canvas for sails, home heating oil, lamp oil, bio-diesel floretars and
trucks, and plastic products from much maligned Hemp plant.

American Farmers have been petitioning for decades to giswiable
crop, but are continually put off by Congress and strongerdebbil his
foolishness will also end soon.

In other words, for the U.S. Congress, the publicly roesible lobbyists, and
all of the bad guys in the hard drug business —‘iSisy the Course” Does
that sound grossly familiar? And anyone that dares to suggedent alteration
in the approach is screamed at, belittled, but mainly ighore
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That is until now.
o) 0 o 0]

Action Demanded by the Electorate

The obscene foolishness of the War of Drugs with its Pitagibon Marijuana
that has cost us so many American lives, destroyed sg faailies, and wasted
so many taxpayer dollars — must now end. The Prohibition on Alawiipl
lasted from 1919 until 1933, and it took two Constitutional Amendsnamt
institute and then repeal. The U.S. Congress could teisd“marijuana
madness’in less than 30 days!

And since it is We the People that will be driving th& UCongress on this and
other long unresolved issues, we will begin setting leguglaieadlines by which
our elected officials must act.

They will act or stand up in public and explain their faildoeimplement
legislative changes clearly identified by the People @ioa. And then they
will be voted out of office upon their next re-election bice We People will say,
“you're fired.”

In the case of M legalization the Congressional Legisdaimplementation
Deadline (CLID) will be set atuly 1, 20090r before!

There is no practical case that can be made to dedany itarther than that. And
we will not wait until the Republicans and Democrats draghrough another
presidential election and into 2009 without even mentioninglkbgeal War on
Drugs.

This mandate by the American electorate is one of selegislative fixes, some
small and some large, that we will declare for Congr@s&t upon prioto the
November 2008 election. We will improve the conduct, contendtgaality of
American politics for the Common Good — and do it now!

The bottom line reality is that in order to fix the prabtethat are so imbedded in
the National System — we will expeahd in some cases demathdt prudent
changes or adjustments be made and made over the prdtesidusiry,
opposition groups, and the ‘screamers’ in their variousgo

Like Any Cut Left Unattended

What makes solving the hard drug problem more difficulihét it is both a
problem_anda symptom of other problems at the same time. | and otiey
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people believe that paof today’s drug problem naturally grew as a result other
problems in society. Those social and economic problathexsst today and
are worse than before. Other parts of An Americamégewill be addressing
some of those core issues, as well.

Since those ‘other’ problems were not properly addressgdaegain the 70’s or
80’s the nation’s demand for drugs was allowed to growant@jor problem all
its own. Just like a minor cut that goes unattended andniesc severely
infected. Again, the difficulty in developing a solutiam @aur nation’s drug
problem demonstrated to me why more of our complex publiessate not yet
resolved. It can be an extremely, hard problem-solvingcesee  However, |
said they are har solve, noimpossible to solve!

The bottom line reality is that in order to fix such peobs that are so imbedded
in the National System, we mustpect to make changes or adjustments to that
System. These are nohanges to our form of government. This and all the
other proposals are in wgay an assault on our government.

These are changes to how America functions on a daytbags. We will
need to agree to change the way we look at some things anwdyh@at some
things are currently allowed work. Not for trivial reasons, but for prudent and
practical ones.

(0] (0] (0] 0]

The implementation of the NDR proposal will be a majepdn realizing a
better order of things in our day-to-day lives.

It is also critical for us to realize that various &pklInterest forces within the
National System will as thy always have, discount therg@l| success of the
NDR and attempt in both overt and covert ways to blockpabgntial changes to
the way things currently work — protecting the status quo.

As a Partial Explanation

Think of the Special Interest resistance as a measeglf-preservation. It is
often just a person’s, an agency’s, or corporatioafsigal instinct kicking in.
Many of us have known that feeling sometime in our livestiqudarly if we
thought our employment status could be negatively affected. cérporate
lobbyists it comes down to maintaining market share, reygamoéts, earnings,
bonuses, and the holy grail of stock dividends.

Itis Time to End this War

So, critics beware!__Daot come to criticize this drug reform proposal on drug
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legalization or the overall National Drug Reform (NDRpgmosal, unless you
have equally effective and comprehensive plan in your hand., |1Anéan one
that the American public will support and see enacted by 2009!

Otherwise stand back out of the way — for the troops arencpmith a new,
winning plan of attack!

We the Peopleare coming to the literal rescue of those with the gmagplems
and those brave souls currently fighting the drug war ighat best a holding
action. We are bringing relief to the people on the flores — our law
enforcement, the DEA and ATF officers, and others -e-pitovide added
protection for our friends and loved ones threatened by tthg-pioviding
enemy.

0 0 0 0
With this proposal and the overall NDR proposal, the smiuit our 35-plus year
War on Drugs is displayed for public review and debate, hadcehd of our

national drug problems will finally be within our sight.

Therefore, Itis Our Time

So guess what America? We are now, the people, anout ttme. We have
the opportunity, if not the responsibility to seriously cdasitaking this “giant
step” as a nation. In doing so, we will also be addngssome associated
problems that ripple through the National System. It @llawkward at first,
but will soon become part of our improved National Systemntvwe way in
which America will work.

We can confidently state that if we continue our curcentrse, approaching the
War on Drugs as we have for over three decades, thesraseilvery predictable.
A whole lot more bad news.

An analogy | once heard seem to apply to our situation —erteebout
the frog and the pot of water.

If someone were to throw a poor frog into a pot of boilirager it will
jump out immediately, if it can, to save itself. Howe\éthe frog is
placed into a pot of cool water and the water thatds slowly heated to
boiling, the frog will not jump out, and it will cook! Pleade not try
this at home!

The War on Drugs is the water and American socidfyed$rog. | don't
know about you, but I do like frogs. 1 just do not want to be one
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Yes, America, we are the frogs and the drug business #hdtsvassociated
problems continue to heat the water we are swimming \le must stop
allowing (yes, | said allowing) our common problems, liket tbbdrugs, to
continue heating things up around us! Slowly making our tedy a little less
than they could be, and actually once were.

We, the American public have the intelligence and the paheyld we choose

to exercise it resolve any of our national problems.chilnging the system to
fix these problems, there will be winners and losers, pidtere has always been
when some functioning part of a nation’s system has ckdange

We, the people, must unite our spirits and creativity as=tlunders did when
they considered their options — focusing on the Common Good,wbak needs

to be done to improve and maintain the Life, Liberty, amel Pursuit of

Happiness for all Americans. To accomplish this, the ntgjoeeds to continue
to act responsibly and must rightfully demathdt the minority (all those that
would rather not) do the same.

0] (0] (0] (0]

Remember, the NDR proposal and this book was developed foy yai. And

in this case, you are the decision maker. You are the totgohone caller, the
letter writer, and the email sendel¥oumust weigh the pros and cons of these
contents for yourself — to see how they could benefit youtlaoske you care
about.

The NDR proposal components have been refined and areteese you as a
true compromise proposal, with a solution-driven approach.

Frankly, 1 will vote for it, but as written it is nokactly what | would personally
prefer to see done in all cases. However, in a pure pnebdéving mode, the
sole objective is always to solve the problem at handetelop an approach
without personal opinion affecting the design and absolutdifunadity of the
solution. Also to create a solution that will mosteefively address all the
client issues and/or problems. In this case, youhareltent. We, the people —
all 300,000,000 and more of us are the clients. Drug usetarassociated
public ills are the problems we need to work together tees@nd we need to
start solving them now!

We will have a few tough things to do to bring this parwf national house to
order. However, it pales when compared to what those lnaweand women
that preceded us had to face.
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Now our national ancestors are watching us, waiting td sex in our time will
have the vision, the courage, and strength to face thiaridovercome one of
our complex national challenges.

0] o] 0] 0
The People’s Sense
And the Truth will set them free!

Under the NDR Proposal the naturally growing, God-given plamhaiais or
marijuana (M, as | like to write) and ontyarijuanawill be fully legalized and
decriminalized in the U.S, no later than July 1, 2009.

The straightforward legislative changes required witamplish three (3)
primary objectives:

* It will make M legally available for medical use — makibhdully available
to any Americans suffering with various illnesses anchtieg reactions to
medical treatment — that includes Americans sufferingh vidrms of
cancer, Aids, and other medical conditions that have ppetde and/or
cannot keep food (or medication) ‘down’ and are literallyvitg. And
they may have it with or without a doctor’s prescription!

* It will be fully legalized and made available for personse.

* It will decriminalize the possession of M, only. We widlasemmediatelyto
arrest ANYdrug users regardless of what drug(s) they are using.

However, we will mandate anenforce the “overall” clean-up of obvious
drug addicts for their sake and for the health andysaféhe public at large.
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The Basic Approach

This is described in greater detail in Proposal Number2lthe Domestic
Cannabis Industry.

In general M will be sold under the general guidelines (byilytaloverning for
hard liquor and with the oversight of the Bureau of Alcofiapacco, and
Firearms (ATF), which will be renamed to the BureauAtfohol, Tobacco,
Firearms, and Cannabis (ATFC). That is not intendée tonny, although it is
a bit — and it will need to happen. Cannabis has beelartpest cash crop in
America for many years.
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Further, just as the Canadian government has been on the vdogego(in spite
of continued pressure from our government tootlo so) it will become at the
most, parking ticket level offense — and no points. AbB®,Canada has
determined to be realistic, M will be available folesto those eighteen (18)
years of age and older. However, in the U.S. under DR drovisions an
18-year old must first have graduated from high school. llibeicontrolled via
a simple designation on a person’s driver’s license.

England has also reluctantly delayed this same practipabach due to political
pressure from our government. It must and will end.

The NDR Proposal in Brief

* The required national legislation will be enacted byul$Congress as of
July 1, 2009 or sooner.

* We will set the National Hard Drug Sale Cutoff DateoBéugust 1, 2009.
After that absolut@oint in time, anyone that decidestheir own freewill
to continue in the trafficking and/or distribution andesal hard drugs (an
exact list will be publicized) will be given three (3) chesicto be
apprehended with an amount of a specific set of drugsishatdeniably
intended for trafficking and/or distribution — not just forgmnal use.

Remember this does threaten doig users

* Those individuals will not go to jail, but will be triecié convicted with no
plea-bargaining allowed and will then be under standard CalrRirobation.

* They will also be placed under Civil Probation that isadided in the NDR
proposal. Under Civil Probation, a non-criminal statugy thwill be
evaluated assigned access to drug treatment, soci$ skaining,
educational and vocational services as needed, and if chtegleservices
will be mandatoryThe same procedures that will be used to rehabilitate d
addicts.

» If, of their own freewill they continue in the hamrug business and reach
their third apprehension they widb immediately to jail and 3-months after
their third conviction they will be given the Death Penalgyjethal injection.

End of problem and taxpayer expense. Any questions.
That's the very short version. And you would be amazechdy many

Americans of all types will vote for what you just reatiknow | was. And, |
mean 80% approval is a low number.
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Marijuana and its cousin plant Hemp (from which impossibleto get a buzz!)
will become legal domestic industries providing jobs and coretitie tax
revenue.

American farmers have been trying to get the “right’rmngHemp for years, but
have been stuffed by you know who — the screamers and thgré&Seional
lobbyists. The new domestic Hemp industry will be overviewsder the New
and Renewal Industries — Proposal Number 19.

Some Random Points

» The overt and covert lobbying against marijuana legatzaby the
Pharmaceutical, Alcohol, and Petroleum industries to narfesvawill be
stopped or at least ignored by Congress.

» Several hundred thousand men and women (fathers, mothstars,si
brothers) currently in prison for generally minor drug o will be
systematically released from jail and their records e cleaned. Their
ability to obtain employment will ndte limited by this history.

» Going forward under the revised laws — every month thousands will
notbe arrested and/or sent to jail for simple possessida more beating up
of drug users.

Just another reason why we will never need to build anptteon! We
will soon suspend jail and prison construction projects — mawestitig
those funds to repairing bridges!

* Asthe prisons are emptied, they will make proper faeditor detoxification
of the existing hard drug addict population. Think abouptissibilities.

(0] (0] (0] (0]

The Final Part of Our Answer from Those Who Know Best

Now for the hard part!

The grassroots group Law Enforcement Against ProhibifidbAP.org) that
was created by former law enforcement officers adesddie full legalizatioonf
all drugs similar to what the Netherlands did in 1976.

While | have long opposed any legalization beyond that airéetgiled for M, |
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now believe we need to seriously consider a mid-ground agpsiert of full
drug legalization in the US.

For one thing, the American public would nevete for full drug legalization.
Personally, | would not.

If we do not accept a method on controlling the flow of tdmeys, a manner
similar to what is now used for controlled (e.g., codeprescription drugs, we
will not really end the chaos. We must have a tramsipilan that will wean
American society off of hard drugs, with the objectivéitiing the international
drug trade. And thigVecan do.

The Simply Stated Final Answer

Do not be offended at how simply stated this may sounbdis i$ hard public
policy.

Logically, it will be prudent policy to allow the possessionpersonaliseonly
of hard drugs for a controlled multi-year period. It Wdbhave a nationally
acknowledged start date of mid-2009, or sooner. To be coyséal we will_stop
arresting drug users.

Simply stated, since the U.S. Congress and all otherviedgparts of our
government have proven over the last 35 years to be absolutelypieismmhand
incapable of stopping the flow of those hard drugs into ountty, then We the
People will no longer allow them to arrest anyone for possgsHiose
substances for personal use.

Especially when the government allows the legal Tobacco Inydtestr
kill more American on a single month, than hard drugsrkan entire
year. Any questions?

This realistic national approach will relieve the lavioecement at all levels and
the courts of the processing of anydoedruguseas a criminal offense.

Consequently, law enforcement at all levels will ér¢e attack the trafficking
and distribution networks which is what they should haenlzming all along.

That newly focused law enforcement capacity combineld thiiéd NDR Proposal
“three (3) strikes their deadpolicy for those choosing of their own free will to
keep moving hard drugs, will send shock waves through thenahtand
international drug trade. Exactly what is required.

That is not wishful thinking — that is how we will takentrol of drug use and
abuse in America.



The Second Coming of Common Sense

It is our choice.
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About the NDR Proposal

A Sincere Warning to the Critics of the NDR Proposal

| reasonably expect not only criticism, but also the outiegipiosition what you
have just read and to the NDR proposal, from the usual susp&otexpect
anything else would be foolish at best. You cannot pleasey@ne and not
everyone can be pleased.

However, | need to make one thing perfectly clear to tiiessrincluding those
individuals, agencies, companies, and other professionakntyrmvolved in
any segment of the lllegal Drug Industry. To those thltoeme forward to
say, among other things, that | do not have the proper éohabackground or
professional experience to make such recommendations.ho$e, tl simply

reply:

The development of what you have just read and to the piioposal
was quite necessary.

The simple fact is, that the combination of collectikmeowledge,

intellect, imagination, creativity, legislative powes,\&ell as, the many
billions of our tax dollars spent over the last 35 years, lmeen a

colossal failure!

The net results have left us in a situation that wouldritably be
described as a ‘holding action’ at the front lines of tbeflect, in the
very streets of America.
They have failed the American public and our societywkae. And
it can no longer be permitted to continue. The ‘profesisbieve
failed!
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It is Easier to Study a Problem

Yes, the simple fact is that it is far easier to gtadoroblem, than to solve it!
Just do another study on the problem and update the relatisticst, rather than
developing a concept and approach aimed at resolving tighroonstructive
change. It requires far less creativity and littlek!risUnfortunately, this

scenario applies to more of our problems than just thedV®rugs.

Consequently, you will nofind at the library or on the Internet, is_a single
comprehensive proposal to end the nation’s War on Drugsucli a proposal
had been written and presented to the general public faidewation, you
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would have heard about it.

That is, not until now.
This writing and the NDR Proposal provide the nation witkal, hardball, but
fair solution to the War on Drugs. It has not beerasy solution to develop
and a few aspects of the proposal can be difficult dthfearing.
However, after all the tough things we have already fased @aation and
conquered together over the last 230 years, we can dathis,And we will be
an even greater nation by the accomplishment.

It will work, if We take action and make it happen

That's enough on that for now. The next topic is wherggthget hot.



