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The Legalization of Marijuana and Its Possible Affects on Our Economy

(INTRO&THESIS)

As the American economy continues to decline, United States citizens are looking for something that can improve the current situation of reduced economic activity.  Since our country entered a recession in 2007, due to the problems with subprime mortgage and other lending issues, customer confidence has reached a low that our society has not experienced since the 1980s.  A possibility that might allow the economy to rebound and rejuvenate would be the legalization of marijuana.  Many states have already started the process of decriminalizing marijuana—allowing it to be grown, sold, and carried in small quantities by people with the proper credentials and prescriptions. If the government would subsidize the growth and distribution of marijuana, much like they do with milk, cream, corn, and other cash crops, the United States could benefit from revenue that marijuana subsidization and taxation could produce.  Corn, which is America’s largest cash crop, yields, on average, nineteen billion dollars per year, while the current domestic production of marijuana, both legally and illegally grown, is in excess of twenty billion dollars 
(Schlosser).
While the taxation of marijuana sales could create large revenues for the federal government, there are a fair amount of people that oppose its legalization.  Opponents of its legalization say that marijuana, aside from its beneficial medicinal purposes, is a “gateway” drug.  And once that someone tries it, they will want to move on to drugs that are more addictive and dangerous.
(BACKGROUND&PROBLEM)

In 1933 the federal government launched its famous “reefer madness” campaign under Harry Anslinger, at the time, the federal narcotics commissioner.  A federal law enacted in 1937 put marijuana in the same category as cocaine and opium.  In 1970 Congress passed the Comprehensive Drug Abuse Prevention and Control Act, grouping marijuana with heroin as a narcotic (Cartwright).  Ever since marijuana’s prohibition, countless people have been prosecuted and jailed for its growth and use.  But up until the mid-eighties, punishments for marijuana varied on the judge.  So, in “1986 [the passing of the] Anti-Drug Abuse Act marked a profound shift not only in America’s drug-control policy but also in the working of its criminal-justice system.  The bill greatly increased the penalties for federal drug offenses.  More important, it established mandatory-minimum sentences [which were guided by current Vice President, Joseph Biden] transferring power from federal judges to prosecutors.  The mandatory minimums were based not on an individual’s role in a crime but on the quantity of drug involved.  Judges in such cases would not longer reduce a prison term out of mercy or compassion.  Prosecutors were give[n] authority to decide whether a mandatory-minimum sentence applied” (Schlosser 92
).  This law was not only extremely strict, but also very unfair.  Many good citizens lost their livelihood for growing the drug for personal use, most of which had no intent of it being distributed.  Most people were convicted under state and local laws first and receive a reasonable punishment.  But since the federal government supersedes all, that same person could be prosecuted for the same crime and would end up receiving a lot harsher sentence
.  “In 1985 Donald Clark, a Florida watermelon farmer, was arrested for growing marijuana, convicted under state law, and sentenced to probation.  Five years later the local U.S. attorney decided to prosecute Donald Clark under federal law for exactly the same crime.  Clark was found guilty and sentenced to life in prison without parole” (Schlosser 95
).
Prior to the passing of  the Anti-Drug Abuse Act of 1986, the state of New York passed the  “Rockefeller Laws” which established the most stringent minimum sentencing, of any state, for the possession of any type of narcotic.  And up until recently, the state senate has been discussing to repeal the law; mostly to reduce the two hundred and fifty billion dollars they spend on incarceration costs each year (Dickinson).  

If marijuana were to be legalized, it would drastically reduce to costs of incarnation.  “The U.S. is, by far, the most “criminal” country in the world, with 5% of the world’s population and 25% of its prisoners.  We spend $68 billion per year on corrections, and one-third of those being corrected are serving time for nonviolent drug crimes.  We spend about $150 billion on policing and courts, and 47.5% of all arrests are marijuana-related” (Klein 19).  Today, states, like California, are being more lenient than ever before when it comes to marijuana laws.  Instead of incarcerating offenders, which costs more than thirty thousand dollars a year, states are making it mandatory to take awareness classes and attend Narcotics Anonymous sessions on a regular basis.  Federal and state governments spend over “eight billion dollars [per year] trying to enforce the laws prohibiting the use and possession of marijuana’ (Cartwright).  This is just the savings of legalizing marijuana—which does not include the revenues both state and federal government could receive from its subsidization and taxation if it were to become legal.

If the government were to replace “marijuana prohibition with a system of taxation and regulation similar to that used for alcoholic beverages [it] would produce combined savings of tax revenues of between $10 billion and $14 billion per year” (Marijuana Policy Project).  The prior statement was made by Dr. Jeffrey Miron, a professor of economics at Harvard University, in his paper, “The Budgetary Implications of Marijuana Prohibition.”  Among Dr. Miron, there are over five hundred distinguished economists who support marijuana’s legalization (Marijuana Policy Project).  The most famous of which is the late Milton Friedman—a Nobel Prize winning economist.  The savings alone just for one year “would cover the full cost of anti-terrorism port security required by the Maritime Transportation Security Act of 2002.  The Coast Guard has estimated these costs, cover 3,150 port facilities and 9,200 vessels, at $7.3 billion total” (Marijuana Policy Project).

(CONTINUATION OF ARGUMENT-NEED TRANSITION INTO COUNTERARGUMENT AFTERWARD)

(COUNTER ARGUMENT) 
“Marijuana symbolizes the weakness and permissiveness of a liberal society; it was held responsible for the slovenly appearance of teenagers and their lack of motivation” (Schlosser 94).  Opponents of the legalization of marijuana hold that position because they believe that it causes harm to one’s body and is a gateway that will lead to use of drug that are more potent and deadly.  The main ingredient in marijuana is Delta 9-Tetrahydrocannabinol, or THC.  “THC binds to the cannabinoid receptors in the brain.  These receptors are found in areas of the brain that influence movement, coordination, memory, thinking, and concentration.  Marijuana can disrupt all of these functions” (Fanning 9). (EXPANDED-SPECT scan info) (EXPAND-adverse health effects). Many teens seek the use of marijuana because they are trying to avoid problems, stress, or cope with boredom.  And without coping skills, marijuana is a way for young people to escape.  Youth and the lack of experience in coping with everyway pressures in a healthy way is why a lot of young people resort to drugs. If a young person’s coping and problem-solving skills do not develop, as the person gets older, it may lead them to use other drugs such as crack, cocaine, and heroin (Brooks 8).  (EXPAND-more gateway info
)

(REBUTTAL-WEAKNESS OF COUNTER ARGUMENT)
Although opponents of the legalization of marijuana pose a legitimate argument, one can look at the effects of alcohol and tobacco on the body versus marijuana, and also the positive medicinal uses of marijuana.  “No one has ever died of THC poisoning, mostly because a 160-lb. person would have to smoke roughly 900 joints in a sitting to reach a lethal dose” (Cloud 63).  A lot of people believe one can become dependant on marijuana, this is only partially true.  One cannot become physically dependant on marijuana, unlike alcohol and tobacco, but one can become psychologically dependant on marijuana.  “Just 9% of those who have used the drug [marijuana] develop dependence.  By comparison, 15% of drinkers become dependant on alcohol, 23% of heroin users get hooked, and a third of tobacco smokers become slaves to cigarettes” (Cloud 64
).  (EXPAND-alcohol & tobacco versus marijuana).
Marijuana has been used by cancer patients, those with HIV, and those recovering from surgical operations.  Marijuana has been used to treat pain because it increases the sense of euphoria (Cloud 67).  Many use it as a substitute for opiate based pain killers, which all can cause strong dependence. (EXPAND-positive uses).

(CONCLUSION)

Aside from those whom oppose marijuana’s legalization, the U.S. would have to revise a network of treaties and international agreements that require drug prohibition (Duke).  However, if the U.S. government could have the revisions completed and begin the process of legalizing marijuana, it would be an amazing and possibly trend setting movement across the globe.  And from the example that American could set, other counties could also be able to reap the enormous tax revenues from marijuana’s legalization.  (EXPAND-more of summary, reflect thesis).    

What a paper! Wonderful stuff and well done with the research! I think you have captured the essence of legalization of Marijuana. You have well balanced arguments and good quotes in support of them. The flow of information is coherent so do not be too concerned. 
The paper would have added depth if you could bring up more case studies. The current ones are good, and I know you are working on expanding the sections. When you do, it will be nice to see clinical findings wherever possible since this the audience would definitely be concerned for their health.
In terms of the citations, I think you have covered most of the grounds here. In terms of logic, and the concepts proposed, they do make a lot of sense.

Only a small thought you might want to consider, there would be concern about increased crime rate so would the government be opening Pandora ’s Box by legalizing Marijuana? (in terms of conscious thought of person, moral degradation after use etc.) this would add depth to the social aspect of things
On the whole I think you have taken a tough topic and argued your point well. An enjoyable and informative read. Really impressed. Great job!  (=
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�Good case. Starting to looking interesting =P


�Like the entire reference, adds weight (=


� Consider revision from a lot harsher sentence to a much stiffer sentence?


�Good supporting example!


�Yes, this needs expansion and much research. Don’t narrow down on gateway theorem perhaps? Suggest looking for parallels with cigarettes (not other drugs, would work against you =P)


�Good quote. Especially unique and powerful in this essay. Excellent work ;)





