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A Tale of Two Wars:
How the War on Drugs is effecting the War on Terror
By Donna Speckhard

Herzing College

Abstract 

The war on drugs has been sucking money away literally by the billions of dollars, and to what result?  Earlier in a previous class I wrote a paper on why the war on drugs does not work.  We are a country trying to fight two wars.  It remains to be seen if the war on terror is really working.  The war on drugs has always been unsuccessful and prone to fail.  By repackaging the war on drugs under the guise of fighting the war on terror, the Bush Administration hopes to disguise the war on drugs track record.  This paper will serve to take a look at why the war on drugs does not work, and how it does not serve the war on terror effectively and will ultimately hurt our success.  The cost of both of these wars in enormous.  Are we even making a difference or sealing our fate?
"If you quit drugs, you join the fight against terrorism" 
– George W.  Bush
The Bush Administration
Bush’s administration has linked the Heroin trade in Afghanistan to Al Qaeda a world renowned terrorist group.  Bush would have us believe that drug users support terrorism by supplying the demand for drugs, thereby funding terrorism efforts on an international scale.  By showing a direct tie-in to terrorism, Bush has been able to fund more anti-drug programs under the guise of fighting terrorism (CBSnews.com, 2001, War on Drugs).    
“For the first 140 years of our history, we had essentially no Federal war on drugs, and far fewer problems with drug addiction and related crimes was a consequence. In the past 30 years, even with the hundreds of millions of dollars spent on the drug war, little good has come of it. We have vacillated from efforts to stop the drugs at the source to severely punishing the users, yet nothing has improved. This war has been behind most big government policy powers of the last 30 years, with continual undermining of our civil liberties and personal privacy.” – Ron Paul
War on Drugs
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Republican Ron Paul, who represents Texas's 14th congressional district, drew a great analogy.  He stated that in the war on drugs “We have spent hundreds of billions of dollars on a failed war on drugs. This war has been used as an excuse to attack our liberties and privacy. It has been an excuse to undermine our financial privacy while promoting illegal searches and seizures with many innocent people losing their lives and property. Seizure and forfeiture have harmed a great number of innocent American citizens” (Paul, Ronald, 2007, Counterpoint).  
In our effort to stem the flow of drugs, we have been seriously punishing the users but we still have a problem.  By treating drug addiction as a crime instead of a disease, the war on drugs will never work.  
“We learned the hard way about alcohol prohibition and crime, but we have not yet seriously considered it in the ongoing drug war” (Paul, 2007).
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In an escalating effort by our government, we have given up some of our civil liberties and personal privacy in the name of the war on terror.  The Bush Administration makes it a point to closely tie drugs and terrorism together because it is more lucrative this way and easier to sell and helps repackages an unsuccessful war on drugs campaign.  
In the course of fighting the war on drugs, many undercover and law enforcement agents have become corrupt.  Drugs are a big money making business, and exude the kind of wealth that becomes very attractive to people who do not or will not see that kind of money in their lifetime.  It is easy money, very readably available when a cop looks the other way. 
 “Corruption associated with the drug dealers is endless. It has involved our police, the military, border guards and the judicial system. It has affected government policy and our own CIA. The artificially high profits from illegal drugs provide easy access to funds for rogue groups involved in fighting civil wars throughout the world” (Paul, 2007). 
The war on drugs is a never ending battle with little results to the overall picture.  We cannot stem the flow of drugs coming into this country.  Because drugs are a big business, the drug cartels find new and improved advances in technology and ways to move drugs throughout.  They have a budget with unlimited financing (CBSnews.com, 2001).    
“Without some understanding why terrorism is directed towards the United States, we may well build a prison for ourselves with something called homeland security while doing nothing to combat the root causes of terrorism. Let us hope we figure this out soon. We have promoted a foolish and very expensive domestic war on drugs for more than 30 years. It has done no good whatsoever. I doubt our Republic can survive a 30-year period of trying to figure out how to win this guerilla war against terrorism” (Paul, 2007). 
"They're sheep. They like him (Bush) enough to credit him with saving the nation after 9/11. Three thousand people get killed, and everybody thinks they're next on the list. The president comes along, and he's got his six-guns strapped on, and people think he's going to save them." 
- Ed Asner.
War on Terror
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Ironically, opium sales by the Taliban and artificially high prices helped to finance their war against us. In spite of the incongruity, we rewarded the Taliban this spring with a huge cash payment for promises to eradicate some poppy fields. The drug war encourages violence. Government violence against nonviolent users is notorious and has led to the unnecessary prison overpopulation. Innocent taxpayers are forced to pay for all this so-called justice. Our eradication project through spraying around the world, from Colombia to Afghanistan, breeds resentment because normal crops and good land can be severely damaged. Local populations perceive that the efforts and the profiteering remain somehow beneficial to our own agenda in these various countries (Carpenter, Ted, 2004, Foreign Policy).
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Afghanistan

The U.S. has a large interest in eradicating the planet of drugs.  Our Eradication project however, is not championed by many.  It appears that while we spray fields in Columbia and Afghanistan, we are also killing legitimate crops of poor farmers who are trying to make an honest living or feed their families. (Carpenter, 2004)  Our reputation as a country with the local people is not very good and many see these efforts and means of somehow profiting as our own agenda.  Our goals in Afghanistan should be the destruction of Al Qaeda and ridding the Taliban out of that country.  However, we are now focused on getting rid of the drug trade in Afghanistan.  By focusing resources, money, and personnel on this antidrug campaign, we are affecting success and our primary mission of rooting out terrorist within Afghanistan.  
And yet, we are still failing on both fronts there.  The poppy production has increased by 300% (CBSnew.com, 2001) and is a huge money maker for the local economy there.  Opium poppies are used to make heroin and equal roughly half of that country’s gross domestic product.  That means a lot of poor farmers are growing poppies to feed their families.  So in reality we are punishing the local people, and not giving them an alternate source of finance.  This is where terrorist organizations comes in and recruit by giving these farmers options that we do not.  
“As long as the United States and other drug consuming countries pursue a prohibitionist strategy, a massive black market premium exists that will make the cultivation of drug crops far more lucrative than competing crops in Afghanistan or any other drug source country. For many Afghan farmers, growing opium poppies is the difference between prosperity and destitution” (Carpenter, 2004).  

This effects how we are perceived by the very people we are trying to help.  It is important to also note that regional warlords have assisted U.S. forces in fighting against the Taliban and Al Qaeda.  These warlords derive their profits from the drug trade.  The drug money is used to fund their militia with equipment and necessary care and feeding of the families of these men.  Should the U.S. continue it’s stance on prohibition and total eradication of drugs in countries like Afghanistan, we will soon see these warlords assisting our “terrorist adversaries” (Carpenter, 2004).
Fighting two Wars
Can the U.S. afford the resources it has poured into fighting two wars?  As Jonathan Kay pointed out in a commentary in Canada's National Post on Oct. 29, 2001 ("Terror or Drugs? We Can't Wage War On Both"), "In 2000, the war on drugs cost the United States $35-billion -- more than three times what the federal government spent on programs to combat terrorism." 
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Keep in mind these are 2001 figures which means we are looking at a much larger bill in regards to terrorism and the war on drugs.  While we are looking at drugs as being a major source of funding for terrorist groups and organizations, our “current drug polices are draining resources and causing other problems within the US” (Narcoterror.org, 2007). Within our own borders we are unable to stop terrorist attacks such as 9/11 and the Anthrax incidents from happening all the while we are denying seriously addicted drug users medical aid and attention.  

We feel the drain at all levels.  With funding shortages for first responders to receive the proper equipment, we are requiring them to have a broader knowledge base and training to combat an all hazards approach.  Law enforcement that had initially been appointed to drug enforcement duties are now being shifted to the war against terror.  For example, the New York Times reported on Oct. 28, 2001 ( "Focus On Terror Creates Burden For The Police") that:
"The recent terrorist attacks are placing an intense burden on police departments around the country as officers juggle urgent new demands: responding to hundreds of reports of spilled powder, bolstering security in public places and even leaving their departments to serve in the military reserves. Senior police officials worry that as a result, departments will become slower in responding to crimes and may not be able to close as many cases. And with their officers redeployed indefinitely, budgets stretched to the limit, the economic picture murky and officials concerned that the crime rate could begin to rise again after a decade of decline, they say they have had to begin rethinking the very nature of policing." 

The same things is happening at the larger federal level.  The New York Times reported on Oct. 21, 2001 ( "Focus Of FBI Is Seen Shifting To Terrorism") that 
"The Bush administration is discussing proposals that would lead to the most fundamental reorganization of the Federal Bureau of Investigation in its history, shifting its focus to counterterrorism and away from crime fighting, senior officials said. Under the new thinking, they said, the agency would give up responsibility for some of the duties on which it built its legendary 'G-man' reputation, like bank robbery, drug trafficking and some violent crime investigations." 

For the Drug Enforcement Administration (DEA) it is also seeing the impacts of a two war campaign.  According to an Associated Press story on Oct. 18, 2001 ( "Drug Traffic Up As DEA Focus Shifts"), 
"Illegal drug trafficking in the Caribbean is up 25 percent, probably because traffickers see an opportunity with U.S. law enforcement focused on terrorism, Drug Enforcement Administrator Asa Hutchinson said Wednesday. Hutchinson couldn't say whether the rise would translate into more drugs coming into the United States. But he said that like other law enforcement agencies, DEA has been stretched thin since the Sept. 11 terrorist attacks." 
The trend is that as more agents are being reassigned, and budgets being exhausted, the U.S. cannot meet it’s goals of stopping illegal drugs from coming into this country by land, sea, and air.  The good news, is that the DEA still finds enough time and resources to fight medical marijuana use by “raiding clinics, arresting providers, and searching doctors offices” ("DEA Seize Files On Medical Marijuana Patients," Tahoe Daily Tribune, Oct. 3, 2001).
Summary
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The U.S. government is in serious trouble.  It needs to take a step back and reevaluate it’s priorities.  If we put the war on drugs under the war on terrorism, we risk alienating the people who are trying to help our efforts, and risk having world opinion turn on us even more so then it is.  We have to look at how other countries work finances, and realize that an total eradication effort not only hurts our cause, but hurts the livelihoods of those people who later on become future terrorist recruits.  By the numbers, the war on drugs does not appear to be working at all.  Instead we are throwing money into a big black hole something we cannot continue to afford to do.  

We need to look at our drug laws within this country and recognize drug addiction as a disease and not as a crime.  All the punishment in the world is not quelling the numbers.  
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