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Can you imagine if there were a deadly communicable disease spreading around the world, (say the Ebola virus of movie fame), that this country couldn’t close its borders firmly enough to prevent anyone from entering the country without a health check?  It would be done in a flash.





The military would be stationed on the borders.  International travel would be restricted.  Imports would be slowed to the extent necessary to permit either decontamination or quarantine.  No elected official would stall. 





Well there is a communicable disease abroad in the world and it is already in this country, it’s called drugs. And the simple cure is abstinence.  Abstinence that could be brought about by simply cutting off the supply for some necessary period.  But, as a nation, we don’t demand that it be cured.  And none of those “special interests” we hear about want to disrupt business enough to allow the cure.  Because, the period needed for cure would impact profit.





The conservatives won’t get involved in this fight.  One, it would impact business.  Two, it would show government doing something good.  Three, because “only bad people” sell or use drugs, it doesn’t affect any of the “good people”.  Which all conservatives are.





The liberals won’t get involved either.  One, it could impact individual rights.  Two, it isn’t a social program to help people. Three, there is no evidence drug use harms the environment.





The media aren’t too interested in solving the problem either.  Two thirds of all the local TV news would be eliminated if drug related or associated crime disappeared.





Strange isn’t it?  All three of the above groups denounce drugs and “what they’ve done to this country”, but none will prioritize the elimination of drugs.  Conservatives are more concerned about the impact on business and property rights.  Liberals are more concerned about building a new program (treatment) than eliminating an existing evil.  And the media are more concerned with how they would fill the void without drug related reporting.


And all the while we sit here and pay the price by worrying about the kids and paying for prison cells.  (A report on tonight’s news indicated that 75% of all prison inmates are in for a drug related crime.)  After all, “we” can’t do anything about it by ourselves can we?  





It’s strange how the things that a drug free society could have, like drug free kids and crime free streets, don’t seem to cause anything to happen in congress.  But, somehow, the whole national legislature can pass laws that benefit the people the lobbyists have been representing.  ( A thought, can you have a corrupt politician without first having a businessman to corrupt him?  Think about who benefits from the corrupt thing the politician might do.)





From another angle, if instead of illegal drugs the smugglers were bringing in chemical weapons for terrorist attacks on American cities, do you think we could close our borders? Of course we could.  





Why then don’t we have the same determination to close the borders (and ports) to drugs?  Because there is no way for anyone to make money from the stopping of the drug traffic. ( The savings from less crime and smaller prisons doesn’t make any business person any money.)  Think about that for a minute.  Can you name a company that would actually increase its direct profit if drugs were stopped?  (Please, no indirect savings from better employee performance and less sick days used.)





There is a drug problem in this country because the general public doesn’t care enough to do anything about it. “It hasn’t affected my family, so the heck with it.”  And after it does, “It’s too late to do anything for my family, so the heck with it.”  We have
