ILLEGAL DRUGS AND DRUG TESTING

The following email concerning drug testing was received this

week. Reading the email caused me to reflect on the government
policy on “ill egalthad®badigsfor that policy and how

the affects of that policy closely parallels the results of the
Eighteenth Amendment, Pr ohi bi ti on”.

A rather extensive answer to the email follows the printing of

the email . There is great popul ar support
program”. So this article, pointing out t
program and its conflict with individual freedom will not be

popular. Read it anyway, you may change your mind.

| am in public safety. My job requires peenployment drug screening as well as random and

post accident/serious incident drug screenigositive test or failure to comply results in
immediate termination.| believe this policy contributes to the safety of myself, wpders

and the public that | serve. Since | do work | pay taxes. However the less fortunate who receive
my taxes in te form of welfare, are not required to submitde-benefit and random drug
screening. This type of screening would improve the entire welfare system by reducing the
amount of applicants and reducing the amount of benefits paid. The same kind of eleaghscr
should apply to elected and governmental officials, from the local BOC to the President and his
Cabinet. If a major incident occurs all involved should be subjected to immediate drug screening,
such as 9/11, Hurricane Katrina, etc. Why? Drugs effeat judgement. It is obvious to me that
there are some officials in government who suffer from constant "bad judgement”. Maybe some
of this could be fixed with drug screening. Consider this, a major governmental official such as
the Vice President or ae8ator testing positive for drugs that can effect their judgement,being
impeached and charged with a crime. | think this is a "practice what you preach" situation. The
government pushed for a "drug free work place". Now it's time for "Drug Free Welfare" an
"Drug Free Government".

What about the auto makers and the other businesses who are lining up at the nation's capitol
looking for a "bailout"? | say drug screening for them and all their employees. It is obvious that
some suffer from bad judgement tlsah be attributed to the use of mind altering drugs.

J.B.
Colbert, GA

.B., first a warning that your proposal to have the President
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drug tested might be vi ewSBdATANYLYRAGIEST as a *“
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ATTEMPT TO OVERTURN THE RECENJrsELECTHON!:! ®
believe visitors to this website would hold that view.

There are few issues that are more emotionally charged,

complicated and have more potential for abuse of individual
freedom than the issue of i |l |l egal drugs or “substance
We live in a grey world, not because the world is grey, but

because we don’t separrmhehetehid agd didcafd the

evil. This article will try to simplify the issue, discard the

emotion and separate the good from the evil.

As with most issues, one must evaluate the “i |l | egal drugs and
Ssubstance ddbsuss en”terms of basic premises. The basic

premise that it i1s in everyone’'s best interes

individual be free from the initiation to physical force
certainly applies to this issue.

The use of government force to control the behavior of an

individual is a violation of individual rights, unless that

individual is engaged in initiation of physical force or actions

that will result in initiation of physical force in the future.

The futility of wusing government force to enforce
cri mes?”
Eighteenth Amendment, P®r ohi bi ti on”

The definition of ®“initiation of physical for
complicated than it appears attidtionstf gl ance.
physical force” certainly includes pol | uti ng oneWwish body

drug that:

1. Induces violent behavior
Causes inability to function at a level consistent with
public safety

3.l mpairs the ability to perform the duties
position or Jjob.

Alcohol, a drug that produces many of the characteristics of
illegal drugs, has resulted in laws that prohibit its use when
the lives of others are affected.

The use of government force to control individual non-violent
behavior to conform to others ethics has not been very
effective. Prohibition, the Eighteenth Amendment, was a
miserable failure. It failed to reduce alcohol consumption,

was thoroughly demonstrated by the fa
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caused corruption in government and resulted in the control of
considerable wealth by the criminal element.

The “* WAR ON DRadd G&d the same effect. Several years ago,
the government estimated that the illegal drug industry was a
$60,000,000,000/year business (probably much larger today)and
this estimate does not include the cost of enforcement, cost of
incarceration of non-violent offenders and justice system. The
harm that this underground economy does to our society would be
hard to overstate.

There has to be a better wa@yintobthdt iwmethiwon t
article. The *“ WAR ON DRUGS” has been an even gre

t han “ PROHI" BBhdl ¢doOrdcting the problem is a complicated
process. Think what would happen to the value of organized
crime’s drug inventory if the daggang=d.wer e sudd

Education and control of distribution paid for by a tax on the
drugs should be investigated as a solution to the problem.

We may or may not agree that the government drug policies are a
disaster, but the question is how do we function under these
conditions?

PUBLIC SAFETY EMPLOYEES:

The public safety employee takes on the responsibility for the
lives of those affected by the emergency and must maintain
mental and physical condition at peak levels to fulfill that
responsibility. Failure to do so would constitute the violation
of an implied contract. Is drug testing required to force
public service employees to fulfill their implied contract? I
don’t know. Background c handlolssgrvatiidneof vi e ws
behavior could also be very effective, but drug testing should
certainly be an option. Drug testing, after the fact, may
indicate the cause of a problem but will not prevent the
problem.

Even if a drug were legal, a distinction should be made between
drugs that have long term cumulative effect on a person’s
capability and those that have a temporary effect (alcohol is an
example) .



The use of illegal drugs show disrespect for the law. Willful
violation of any law should disqualify an applicant from a
public safety job and be cause for termination. Mitigating
circumstances should always be considered.

WELFARE RECIPIENTS:

Now, what do we do about the welfare recipients? The purpose of
the government is to protect the individual from the initiation
of physical force. A person, starving and without shelter, 1is
in a desperate situation and is quite likely to resort to
violence to survive. The violence would result in costly
incarceration. A case can be made that it is cost effective to
provide basic elements of survival to prevent this type of
antisocial behavior. Costly incarceration (which includes food,
clothing and shelter) simply increases the cost caring for the
unfortunate. Drug testing is an expensive process and would
increase the coat of welfare, without offering a solution to the
problem.

A better solution would be to overhaul the welfare system. Such

an overhaul would distribute the basic elements of survival in a

manner that they would have to be consumed and could not be

exchanged for drugs. Of course, the overhaul should include

incentives to the recipient to become a productive member of

society. The hG@ENTURY COMMON SENSE” will incl
recipe for a welfare system to accomplish these reforms.

POLITICIANS:
The primary drug driving the aspiring “ PEERS” is the lust f ol
power and | don’t think we have developed a d

Performance and behavior should give the voter the information
to base their voting decisions. Irresponsible, incompetent, or
illegal activities by a politician should be rewarded by
impeachment or loss at the polls, regardless of the cause. In
cases of extreme malfeasance, drug testing might be used to
expedite the impeachment process.

Mandatory drug testing of politicians could give rise to a whole
new industry for developing methods of contaminating an
opponent’s speci men.

SUMMARY:



Perhaps | have | ived a sheltered | ife, but
drug abuse is a big contributor to poor performance in our
politicians or most other employees.

The employer bears responsibility for success of an enterprise
so the employer must make the drug testing decision. Privacy is
not an issue. Any employee who felt that his privacy was being
violated would be free to seek other employment.

The tragedy of the “i I | egal drug” policy is not the
inconvenience to those who would pollute their bodies with

chemicals to obtain a temporary high. It is the harm caused to

our society by the results of the policy. The results are:

1. $60,000,000,000 underground economy
2. The government corruption funded by the illegal activities
3. The huge enforcement cost cause society.



