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Drug Policy and Criminal Justice
Introduction 
	For a long time, the drug policy in the US has concentrated enforcement strategies and these methods have not been effective in reducing drug use. These approaches involve restricting law enforcers to investigate drug distribution networks, conducting arrests, detaining criminals, and maintaining intelligence files. Besides, the state and federal governments have spent vast resources while the level of violence continues to increases a result of this vice. Also, the policy involves severe sentencing, which has been applied indiscriminately, and this has undermined the moral authority of criminal justice authorities. As such, the drug use policy is a critical issue of criminal justice since it demonstrates the challenges of implementing proposed laws into practice. Nevertheless, various researchers, including Taylor et al. (2016), have suggested ways to improve the policy by implementing alternatives to sentencing. This approach, according to Williams (1990), should involve measures such as treatment programs to reduce the harmful impacts caused by the illegal use of drugs. As a result, Pūras & Hannah (2017) affirm that these measures will aid in breaking the drug use cycle. This paper will analyze the process of putting material into practice as well as ways to resolve the challenge of thinking through the methodological stage of obtaining data on the impact of drug laws.
Problem with the Drug Policy in the US
	One of the main issues associated with the ineffective drug policy is the high number of arrests despite the strict law enforcement measures to reduce offenses. The war on drugs was first signed in 1982 as an attempt to reduce crimes associated with illegal drugs. However, this policy has contributed to a high number of arrests of drug offenders. For instance, according to the Federal Bureau of Investigation, in 1980, more than five hundred and eighty people were arrested with charges associated with illicit drugs. This number increased to more than one point five million in 1997 (FBI, 2019). In 2018, the FBI recorded approximately one point six million drug offenses. 
	Concerning specific charges, the percentage of drug possession has also risen to eighty-six percent in 2018 as compared to about sixty-seven percent in 1978. Besides, these arrests are conducted regardless of the amount of drug obtained from the offender. For instance, Reuter (2013) collected data from 2004, 2008, and 2012 and discovered that forty percent of all the arrests in the listed years involved possession or selling of a quarter a gram or less of drugs. Also, 20% of the arrest involved drugs weighing between 0.25g to one gram. Nevertheless, a large number of these arrests do not lead to convictions, as some cases are dismissed, while others lead to pleas to a lesser punishment (Reuter, 2013). However, the applied sentences affect prospects such as employment and housing, and this seems to affect minorities, including low-income earners, African-Americans, and Hispanics (Bullington, 2015). 
Another problem evident in the sentencing under the drug policy is the unclear distinction of the relation between the role played by the offender and the amount of drugs found. For instance, the Anti-Drug Act of 1986 issued a five-year mandatory punishment to serious offenders trafficking one hundred grams of heroin and five hundred grams of cocaine (Groombridge, 2008). Also, the law issued a ten years conviction for major offenses linked with one kilogram of heroin and five kilograms of cocaine. 
The strict sentencing laws imposed on drug offenders have also increased the statistics in prisons. In early 1980, the Congress formulated the Sentencing Commission, which was in charge of prolonging the number of years in prison for drug criminals (Groombridge, 2008). This law was developed to eliminate serious drug traffickers, but instead, the law also targeted offenders with minor contributions to the crime. As such, this has resulted in a high population in federal prisons, an issue that has caused taxpayers more than six billion US dollars each year (Groombridge, 2008). 
	The sentence enhancements for these drug-related crimes also include doubling of penalties for offenders who repeat their crimes, and mandatory life imprisonment without parole for delinquents with three strikes on serious offenses. The rate of repeating the crime is also high. For example, according to Bullington, B. (2015), one out of three drug offenders released from federal prisons violate their conditions of release while on community supervision. The impact of this enhancement was also apparent in 2010 when eighty percent of criminals were convicted with drug charges that carried mandatory minimum sentences (Bullington, 2015). As such, most offenders in this division spent time in prison for approximately five, ten, or twenty years. 
	The drug policy has also not discouraged the trade of illegal drugs. A report provided by Reuter (2013) affirms that the prices of illicit drugs have reduced. This reduction indicates that there is a broad supply of different substances in the market. Also, this affordability has attracted new users, thus contributing to the increasing consumption of illegal drugs. Besides, this number is presented by a high number of traders. For instance, Reuter (2013) asserts that the chances of being imprisoned for cocaine trade are less than one out of fifteen thousand. This loophole is unlikely to discourage many new and existing offenders. Another report by Bullington (2015) affirms that, in the street level, in case a drug dealer is convicted, he or she will be replaced, and this ensures there is a continuous supply of goods. 
	Other than enhancements of sentencing, other measures that have been applied by the federal and state governments include the prohibition of drug smuggling and illicit crop eradication. Regarding smuggling, the government has enforced approaches such as drug-sniffing dogs and electronic border monitoring to reduce trafficking of drugs across international borders. However, this approach has been a challenge since the number of smugglers is small as compared to the number of drugs trafficked across the border (Bullington, 2015). Besides, it is hard to seal national border transactions as long as people are still coming into the country. 
	Crop eradication approaches have involved getting rid of drug plantations such as cannabis and coca. However, this process is dangerous, time-consuming, and requires intense labor (Bullington, 2015). Besides, most of these farmers are located in remote areas, and eradication of one farm only motivates neighbors to reap profits by planting the illegal crops (Bullington, 2015). An alternative approach to this method would be the use of harsh chemicals. Nevertheless, Bullington (2015) affirms that this method is harmful as it may poison the water system and endanger the health of people, animals, and other vegetation. These challenges in the drug policy present the need for new reforms and practices to control the distribution and use of illicit drugs. 
	The drug laws also impact health income as a result of the push-down-pop-up effect associated with the policy. Williams (1990) defines this challenge as pressure on one law causing more problems on other prospects. For example, attempts to prohibit the distribution of syringes to drug users, increases risks for infections such as hepatitis and HIV among addicts who share the needles (Williams, 1990). Additionally, the increasing use of drugs has weakened the immune system of users, and this increases the chances of diseases and certain disabilities. As a result, this increases health costs, which would have been used alternatively to improve infrastructure and to reduce unemployment (Williams, 1990). 


Recommendations for Drug Policy Reforms 
	It is important to consider drug policy reforms since the existing laws have had a small impact on reducing drug use. As such, Bullington (2015) recommends that the new policy should focus on reducing the harms caused by the use of drugs as well as to break the consumption cycle through drug treatment initiatives. These approaches will require collaboration from multidisciplinary teams from different sectors, including criminal justice, public health departments, and community members. Also, Bullington (2015) affirms that new laws should be realistic and attainable to target the reduction of dangers associated with the use of drugs. Consequently, these strategies will aid in reinforcing criminal justice and promote harmony in society (Bullington, 2015). 
	One of the main approaches regarding drug laws reform and practices is reducing demand. Reuter (2013) suggests that the government should focus on measures that help individuals to intake of drugs. This measure is already evident, as all states in the US have implemented drug courts to help offenders with drug dependency problems. Nevertheless, Reuter (2013) asserts that these courts have not captured the actual number of people in need of the services. According to Reuter (2013), the courts should utilize anti-drug policies to reduce the crimes related to drug abuse. 
The courts should also consider individual needs as opposed to treating drug offenses as criminal cases (Reuter, 2013). As such, the success of this strategy will require collaboration from the community as well as other professionals. According to Reuter (2013), the court may explain its process to the community to gain more trust and support. The multidisciplinary team, including health practitioners, will help in the management of cases by assessing offenders who will benefit more from the treatment initiatives. Reuter (2013) affirms that these approaches will promote long term solutions to the drug use cycle. 
	Another researcher referred to as Williams (1990) recommends that, to promote the effectiveness of treatment programs, the federal government should implement alcohol and drug (AOD) treatment programs in all stages of the criminal justice system. This approach may entail supervision over treatment applied to offenders on probation. Williams (1990) affirms that the program should also be implemented in prisons and jails. This process should also be followed by aftercare services to support individuals released from prison and to prevent relapse. 
	Regarding community policing, various case studies reveal the importance of this approach in minimizing the size and scope of drug markets. For example, a survey conducted by Johnson et al. (2017) revealed that youths have easy access to drugs, which are readily available in retail stores, schools, and even from home. As such, Johnson et al. (2017) recommend that prevention initiatives should be implemented at the community level. According to the researchers, these interventions should involve assessing the community’s readiness to respond to drug abuse problems. The approach should also entail the evaluation of available rules and regulations to restrict illicit drugs from homes and schools. Finally, Johnson et al. (2017) affirm that social influence is also crucial in motivating pressure from parents, school officials, and the entire community to minimize the distribution of illegal drugs. According to Johnson et al. (2017), this approach is crucial in creating a linkage between treatment approaches and traditional low enforcement strategies. 
	According to Johnson et al. (2017), the federal government should implement more strict measures to prevent an increase in drug use, especially among youths. This approach should entail education to the public about the dangers of consuming these drugs. Also, credible sources should be used for education since unreliable sources may only influence fear within a short time. Besides, Johnson et al. (2017) add that this approach will aid in reducing incarceration among youths who are mainly affected by mandatory sentencing. For instance, Johnson et al. (2017) affirm that sentencing young people results in a lifetime of disadvantaged employment opportunities. Their criminal records, as well as lack of quality education from prisons, limit youths from accessing desired jobs in the market. As such, these individuals are forced to take low paying jobs, and this may influence them to engage in drug trafficking as a way to supplement their income and cater for basic needs. Johnson et al. (2017) suggest that the government should divert costs spent on maintaining prisoners to promote drug treatment programs. 
	Public health education also plays a crucial role in reducing the harms associated with the use of drugs. Taylor, Buchanan& Ayres (2016) affirms that informing heroin drug users about the importance of syringe exchange is crucial in preventing HIV infections that result from sharing the needles. Taylor et al. (2016) assert that pregnant mothers should be advised to seek medical care as opposed to threatening them with imprisonment. According to the authors, this approach will help in identifying new-borns who are likely to develop health conditions associated with exposure to drugs. 
	Blickman & Jelsma (2019) also provide recommendations for funding alternatives to incarcerations. The researcher notes that some states, including New York, have already implemented measures to reduce the number of people imprisoned for the use of drugs. This approach enables judges to allow guilty pleas and shorten sentences, probation, and even recommend treatment. However, Blickman & Jelsma (2019) recognizes that judges are more likely to reject if the alternative is weak. As such, these scholars recommend that one way to strengthen the other options is to provide incentives to local governments to reform treatment programs and to enhance probation services. These funds may cater to aspects such as rigorous supervision involving urinalysis as well as programs that address unemployment at the county level since this challenge is a significant contributor to drug trafficking (Blickman & Jelsma, 2019). Consequently, this approach will reduce dumping of drug offenders in state facilities. 
	According to Blickman & Jelsma (2019), counter narcotic interventions such as eliminating illicit drug crops, dismantling drug trafficking organizations, and disrupting distribution networks are not enough in solving the drug epidemic. These approaches influence human rights violations and the social exclusion of illicit crop farmers (Blickman & Jelsma, 2019).As such; Blickman & Jelsma (2019) recommend reforms on the supply side approaches to reduce the distribution of illicit drugs. The scholars affirm that this approach has failed in previous years since drug laws assume that demand and prices for all drugs are elastic. As such, law enforcers have focused on either increasing the costor reducing the supply. However, Blickman & Jelsma (2019) assert that drugs such as cocaine and heroin are inelastic, and reducing the supply of these drugs only increases crimes in streets as an attempt to sustain the need for the drugs. Besides, this approach attracts revenues to the dealers and invites newcomers intending to profit from the business. Therefore, Blickman & Jelsma (2019) recognize the need to question these policies since they do not decrease the consumption of drugs. 
	Pūras& Hannah (2017) affirm that the drug distribution network in the US is flexible and complicated since it involves diverse groups, including importers, wholesalers, and local suppliers. Besides, it is inadequate to implement policies that target international drug producers because this process requires high costs and does not worth the payoff (Pūras & Hannah, 2017). As such, Pūras & Hannah (2017) recommend that the government should concentrate more on local dealers as opposed to publicized drug dealers in big cities. According to the scholars, this approach only reduces the supply for a short time since the dealers are soon replaced with their competitors. Therefore, Pūras & Hannah (2017) suggest that practice interventions should target consumer markets and interactions between buyers and sellers. This approach should aim at making purchasing difficult at the local level. As such, police officers should disrupt the local market to prohibit unstable markets that may be a convenience for consumers. Pūras & Hannah (2017) affirm that this approach may force sellers to other neighborhoods; thus, consumers will waste more time searching for suppliers. As a result, this challenge will lead to an increased cost of retrieving drugs. 
	Pūras & Hannah (2017)aim to demonstrate that enforcement officers should aim at creating purchase obstacles as opposed to detaining drug offenders. According to them, this measure will help in creating and elastic demand, which is crucial in reducing the supply of drugs. Additionally, Pūras & Hannah (2017) note that the effectiveness of this approach will depend on detailed knowledge concerning features of the markets that may discourage buying and selling. As such, the government should carefully formulate specific missions for law enforcers to reduce the supply of drugs. Also, this approach will require collaboration between the state and federal government by providing local enforcers with technology, data, and information to fulfill their missions (Pūras & Hannah, 2017).
	Taylor et al. (2016) also suggest that enforcement reforms should be implemented together with training. This approach entails the application of training programs to prepare police in rural areas on how to reduce drug use by minimizing supply. However, this approach may be costly, especially when providing resources in remote areas. As such, Taylor et al. (2016) suggest that the federal government should train specific trainers who will, in turn, coach other members of the team. Besides, the central government should also provide technical support to minimize challenges associated with the implementation process. This approach can also be achieved by utilizing available resources such as community colleges to share information in remote regions. This intervention will also help the government in conducting surveys and investigations regarding geographic coverage of drug markets. Once identified, this information will aid in defining distribution patterns and specific locations to implement interventions (Taylor et al., 2016). 
Conclusion 
	To sum up, the drug policy implemented from the early 1980s in the US has demonstrated the need for more sensible reforms. The policy has, for a long time, involved investigating criminals and punishing them through harsh sentences. As a result, this has increased the number of prisoners since the policy fails to define the role played by the offender associated with illicit drugs. As such, various researchers have sought to provide recommendations by obtaining historical and current data to determine the problem. Scholars such as Williams (1990) affirm that the government should focus on treatment approaches to rehabilitate offenders who can respond positively to the intervention. This approach, according to Pūras & Hannah (2017), will end the drug use cycle. Besides, Taylor et al. (2016) add that collaboration among federal and state governments, as well as the community, will promote interventions to reduce the drug epidemic. This approach will entail understanding the distribution networks and reducing the dangers related to the increasing use of illegal drugs. As such, this report shows the importance of utilizing lessons from previous decades to improve the practice concerning drug laws in the US. 
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