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A strange thing seems to be happening when it comes to implementing  voter decisions.  It depends on whether or not the political leaders agree with the results.





If they do, it’s “ The will of the people ”.  If they don’t, it’s “ The people were tricked into voting for this ” or “ Because it may not be constitutional, we have to keep this from being implemented ”.  I’m referring to the positions of county, state and federal officials on Propositions 209 and 215.





209 ended affirmative action programs by calling itself an equal rights initiative and 215 legalized the use of marijuana for anyone who can get a doctor’s recommendation that such use would be in the person’s medical interest.  209 was pushed by a conservative group and 215 by a liberal interest.





On 209, the County appears to be making believe it doesn’t exist in the hope it will go away.  The State says “ It’s the will of the people “ and wants to totally implement it as soon as possible.  The Federal establishment takes the position that it is probably unconstitutional and wants to defer having it go into effect





On the other hand, all three levels of government are against allowing 215’s implememtation.  Because it goes against the long held position of their law enforcement arms and it’s a political hot potato, being against it is OK for them.  I can understand the federal position, as only two out of fifty states passed such legislation.  It’s a safe position politically.  But how do the state and county officials justify going against their own voters?





Locally, our sheriff is determined to do anything he can to undermine the will of the voters.  His position is that, as prescribing an illegal controlled substance is against federal regulations, he must act as a federal law enforcement assistant and turn in the name of any doctor who recommends marijuana for medical purposes. Our State administrators share the sheriff’s attitude.  





This technical position is strange in that he doesn’t feel nearly as strong about enforcing the federal law prohibiting anyone convicted of domestic abuse from possessing a firearm.  If he trips over a case I guess he’ll act but there doesn’t seem to be any urgency to seek out such people. 





The silence of conservatives regarding 215 is unusual.  They seem to be caught somewhere between three of their basic positions,  tough on crime, the will of the people and states rights.  Any position they take on the acceptance of 215 will violate one or more of these basic beliefs.





If they support the law enforcement community, they will be saying the will of the people doesn’t count.  If they support the successful initiative, they will be telling law enforcement that its job is whatever the people say it is, and no more.  If they support the federal position of punishing doctors who recommend marijuana for medical purposes, they will be against the rights of people in each state to establish their own local (state level) positions on various matters.





Whatever position they take, they lose credibility with some of their supporters.  Maybe they won’t take a position?  I’ll be interested in how the conservative talk shows handle this topic.





I support the passage of both of these initiatives in that I believe it is better to have one or several states experiment with various social programs rather than having to wait for federal legislation affecting all fifty states.  





If the states want states rights, they have to accept some things they don’t like along with those rights, otherwise the federal government should retain control.  And if the federal establishment wants to promote states rights, they have to let go of some things they control.  





     


