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Summary:
The policy about the war on drugs has been in existence for the past four decades. As much as it was intended to enhance public health, many Americans ask themselves if the policy has achieved its main objectives since its enactment. The system's primary purpose was to eradicate the smuggling of drugs in the USA's boundaries, primarily via Mexico from Columbia (Coyne and Hall, 2017). The government was determined to improve Americans' health by reducing the addiction level that was getting worse with time. Since its enactment, many civil society groups worldwide are spending every resource to investigate the outcomes of the policy and advocate for the necessary adjustments to the policy, as reflected in their findings. 
Most of the reports give details about the economic and human rights violations that the system has on the population. As much as the policy meant good to the nation and the world as a whole, the policy has become a threat to democracy and the USA's economy. The war on drugs has not succeeded in reducing drug production and abuse in the USA. Studies reveal that the USA is still the favorite destination for narcotics from Southern America and other corners of the world. The war has a profound impact on domestic economic status. In the past 40 years, the federal government has spent over $ 1 trillion on drug policies and drug control. This unnecessary war also consumes over $ 50 billion yearly (Coyne and Hall, 2017). The money could better be used to advance other productive edges of the economy. If addiction is to be considered, the USA still leads to drug addiction and consumption among the developed nations. The policy has threatened the relevance of American democracy by discriminating against black Americans and other marginalized groups.  The guidelines are not applied uniformly with law enforcement agencies. The judicial system targeting black Americans dispute the fact that both the whites and other minorities have the same affinity for the drugs and that they equally engage in the black market of illegal drugs.  According to the sentencing project, 45% of those convicted of drug-related offenses are blacks compared to 28% that are whites (Chatwin, 2018). The harsh penalties laced with the unconscious biases in drug policing have led to capturing and jailing many African Americans leading to mass incarceration. The worrying fact is that the prisoners are then denied the right to vote via the well-structured felony disenfranchisement laws. In America, every state has its felony disenfranchisement laws that are engineered to deny prisoners and those on parole their voting rights. 
It is the highest time that drug prohibitions in the USA are lifted as an alternative way of fighting crime. The move would see the drug cartels weakened because of lacking the economic parameters to inflate prices.  This is because the strategy would reduce the number of profits that the black market stands to gain. Again, the strategy would allow individual states to come up with regulations to govern the drug market and enhance consumers' safety.  It will also reduce incidences of overdose and drug-related disorders (Raffle, 2020). The lift would need to be laced with institutional rehabilitation and reformations to enhance the police departments' general health and the justice systems to put an end to human rights violations. The above revelations show the war on drugs is a flop despite its exorbitant nature.
Background:
The policy, "War on Drugs," was initiated in 1971 by President Richard Nixon to fight drug addiction and smuggling into America (Murray, 2020). The drug chain ran from Columbia through Mexico into the USA as the final destination. The healthy economy of the US attracts both legitimate and illegitimate trades. Despite its positive motive, the policy has failed to address and archive its objectives. It has instead created a color line with the people of color becoming victims of circumstances. The law enforcement agencies have inappropriately targeted the Hispanics and African Americans, who also form the largest percentage of low-income earners. Also, people of color seem to lack the necessary funds to offer the required bribes at checkpoints. What exacerbates the situation is the biased judicial system that serves the whites with leniency as it used a heavy hand on people of color. Every after 30 seconds, someone in America is arrested on drug possession charges. The possibility that the victim is black is 70%.   Out of all the incarcerated individuals in the USA, a fifth of them serve drug-related charges. People of the color represent 60% of prisoners in state prisons serving a term on drug charges. The judicial system worsens the situation due to its irrational racial bias.  It is revealed that a black defendant convicted on drug charges will serve almost the same period (59 months) as a white defendant would serve for a violent crime charge (61 months).  To add, the policy has dealt a blow to the economy of the USA. The national government spends over $9.2 million daily to incarcerate people. The amount equates to over $3.3 billion yearly. In 2015, the state of Georgia spent $ 78.6 million to incarcerate people of color. The strategy has consumed resources and led to felon disenfranchisement of people of color in the USA.
Analysis:
The war on drugs policy has been inappropriately used to disadvantage the minority groups in the USA. The procedure is never applied equally, for it favors the whites while turns tyrannical to the people of color, especially blacks. The revelation that 60% of prisoners on drug charges in the national correctional facilities are African Americans are blacks is an accurate indicator that the policy serves other interests. It should be considered that African Americans are among the minorities in the US, with a population of about 45 million of the total 309 million. Yet they are overrepresented in prisons. Also, the fight against drugs has become unnecessary because of its unfruitfulness and economic implications (Raffle, 2020). The policy consumes over $3.3 billion yearly, and yet the war on crime is never won. America still has high levels of drug addictions despite the high rate of incarcerations.
Recommendations:
The policy has failed to tame drug smuggling and addictions in the USA. This is evident by the increase in drug abuse and snuggling despite the massive spending. It is wise that the drug prohibitions are lifted. The move would see the drug cartels weakened for lacking the power to inflate prices.  It will also reduce the number of profits that the black market stands to gain. Again, the strategy would allow individual states to come up with regulations to govern the drug market and enhance consumers' safety.  It will also reduce incidences of overdose and drug-related disorders. The lift would need to be laced with institutional rehabilitation and reformations to improve the police departments' general health and the justice systems to end human rights violations.
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