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To many people the act of consuming drugs is considered wrong. They perceive drug use
negatively. All I have to say on that matter is, does just because you FEEL a certain way about
something logically equate to that something being wrong and immoral??? Watching two men
snuggle up and pash use to make me very uncomfortable. Did my negative emotions make being
gay wrong? Just because I felt that way? Of course not! Acceptance of the gay community is a
positive act by society that sends the message that society tolerates and accepts those people that
are different from the majority. It sends the message that the minority is accepted and their
contribution is valued. Our society has to be inclusive not exclusive. Minorities need to feel important
and valued in order to be full contributing members of society. Everyone can't like everything. We
accept some people won't like minorities. That is why minorities are granted equal rights and
protections under the law. Everyone in equal and has the same rights. Those that feel negatively
towards a certain group know that persecuting that group is illegal. Just because some people don't
like something doesn't make it wrong. Logic should trump emotion every time. Just because we
feel a certain way about certain subjects doesn't make it right. Two grown adults have the right to
make their own decisions about their lifestyle, their happiness and who they choose to love. A grown
woman has the right to choose her own destiny even if it upsets her life partner. Just because we
feel a certain way doesn't mean it's the right way. The only time society has the right to interfere
with an individual's right to choose, is when that choice impacts negatively on society. This is the
main argument for the decriminalisation of the drug laws. For committing the act of ingesting a
substance a person can be arrest. That person is arrested even though there is no victim to a crime,
no loss or damage to property. The mere act of choosing to ingest a substance into one's body is
considered criminal. The choice itself is considered by the state to be criminal. The individual has
no right to make the choice to use drugs.
The erosion of this basic right to chose happened relatively recently. Following World War I,
the Hague Conference and The Treaty of Versailles began to set international agreements on drug
laws; (Berridge, 1999). Britain signed the treaties on behalf of Australia, and from this point on,
Australia's State and Territory governments have created their own laws and policies relating to
illicit drug use. So approx 100 years ago all individuals of Australia lost a basic freedom and liberty
and the state imposed its morals onto its citizens. Drug use is just that, a moral choice. Either you
believe its right or you believe its wrong. Your personal belief is no more important than the next
person. No one has the right to force other people to think a certain way. No one has the right to
control another persons actions. Only one minority at present is persecuted by the state; drug users.
Drug users don't have the same rights as other individuals in society. Drug users are not included.
Drug users are actively excluded. It is socially acceptable to be intolerant of those individuals that
use drugs. The media freely spreads lies and anti drug use propaganda that is designed to
embarrass and shame drug users. Drug users are neither tolerated nor included in society. Their
contribution is not valued. The drug using minority group is not equal under the law and has no
rights. Drug users are not protected from persecution rather the state persecutes them. Drug users
are expected to feel shame and act as if they don't like using drugs when caught doing so. Society
does not tolerate individuals that express the opinion that drug use can be a positive experience.
An adult should have the right to chose how to entertain themselves, what they ingest and how they
chose to expand their consciousness. Some people read a book, others smoke a spliff or ICE. The
only time society should interfere is when society is negatively impacted by these choices. If a
person on drugs continually commits criminal acts while high, the society has every right to then
demand that person no longer ingest whatever causes them to act this way.
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Society should deal with drugs the same way we deal with alcohol. The state doesn't ban
drinking, the state only interferes when an individual's actions negatively impacting on society such
as drink driving. Should a person high on drugs be allowed to drive a motor vehicle? Of course not,
we already have laws that deal with this, they are called 'driving under the influence'. Should a
person high on drugs go around assaulting people or end up in Hospital Emergency Rooms? Of
course not! When this occurs society has every right to demand that person cease using the
substance that is damaging them and the society they live in. But society shouldn't be creating
outlaws out of otherwise law abiding citizens. Drug use is a many faceted problem that has to do
with the user's emotions, mental health and self identity. Any intervention by society should be
medical, not criminal. Criminalising otherwise law abiding citizens is counterproductive to the goals
and ideals of the society as a whole. When a users recreational drug use grows larger than the
users financial ability to maintain, the only representatives of society that individual should ever
have to deal with is medical professionals, not law enforcement officers. Many studies suggest drug
users engage in this activity because they are socially isolated and alienated from social
interactions, a medical based intervention address the health both physically and mentally where
as criminalising a drug user only pushes that individual further into social isolation and adds the
stigma of a criminal conviction. In most cases drug users increase their drug taking rather than do
the logical thing like reduce or stop when faced with criminal sanctions. A drug user that has a
criminal conviction for their drug use is more isolated and vulnerable, psychologically fragile and
pays the price with poor future employment prospects. The way law enforcement, police and the
courts deal with drug uses is a massive over reaction when with calm reasoned thinking, a person
looks logically at what crime actually took place. Drug use is a non violent victimless activity. The
way drug crime is harshly portrayed by the media and looking at sentences handed down by the
courts high end drug trafficking is considered just as bad as a crime of extreme random violence,
the crime of rape and murder. Those caught importing drugs into Australia are punished with
sentences greater than sentences handed down to murders and rapists. Looking at the length of
imprisonment our society considers the offence of drug importation a far greater crime than raping
and murdering a woman or child with a murder who raped and killed a person being eligible for
parole decades before a drug trafficker. Our society has massive overreactions in how it deals with
illicit drug use. The cost of the War on Drugs in not just measured by the amount of money spent
but by other negative costs. How can we measure the lost opportunity to society if the money spent
on this war had been channeled into schools and hospitals and infrastructure? How do the police
justify letting violent thugs, rapists and murders go free while their work hours are diverted to
investigating drug offences? .How many children have suffered the worst kind of psychological
trauma because police dressed as para-military storm troopers tearing their doors of their hinges,
smashing their windows and screaming and yelling as they came violently and aggressively
storming into their homes as they executed a search warrant with a terrifyingly violent and ultra
aggressive style normally only used when arresting serial killers and the most violent members of
our society... The sheer amount of time and effort they invest into enforcing these misguided laws
is time and effort robbed from investigating REAL crimes with REAL victims! That is the true cost
of the War on Drugs, not the millions and millions of dollars spent on an unwinnable war, its the lost
opportunity, the wasted time and effort, the rapist that never got caught because the police were
arresting an addict or the detective investigating a drug dealer instead of serial perpetrators of
violence that lived next door. The misery is in what we missed out on as a society. The lost
opportunity. That money could have supported a lot of positive social achievements. It is not ok for
the police to persecute a non violent minority group because of their lifestyle choices... it wasn't ok
when LGBT were persecuted for their life choices, its not ok to persecute drug users for their life
choices... The argument that drug laws are about saving lives is a fallacy! The truth is criminalisation
creates a situation where more lives are lost then if the activity was legal. The truth is 85% of people
that attempt to break the world water speed record are killed during the attempt. Only 15% survive
the risky endeavor. The government allows citizens to lawfully engage in recreational activities
like parachuting, scuba diving, extreme rock fishing, skiing, rock climbing and any activity at all
involving any sort of motor bike. If the government wants to save lives it should outlaw these activity.
These recreational activities are far more risky and dangerous than the activity of recreational drug
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