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How law enforcement and the war on drugs creates a social injustice

Many disadvantaged neighborhoods suffer from the drug abuse problem with many families affected resulting in broken families and the proliferation of social crimes. However, a major issue while dealing with the drug abuse threat among the families has been the aspect of social injustices furthered through the law enforcement agencies. Social injustices across the society refer to a situation in which there are unfair practices that are undertaken that demean the status of others within a particular setting (Tyler et al., 2015). In many societies, social injustices arise from the disparities that exist between individuals whose goals may conflict and may wish to benefit from their wrong actions (Shmool et al., 2015). Drug abuse has been considered a great social vice across many states with laws and legislation enacted to curb the growing practice among individuals. Through the enactment of the laws and regulations, it is evident that the law enforcement and the war on drugs have often created a social injustice among individuals across the society (Shmool et al., 2015). Many drug policy activists have endeavored not only to criminalize the drug menace across the society but have also sought enforcement measures that would reduce the social issue across the society.

The law enforcement agencies have often created social injustices in the minority and low-income communities. First, it is evident that the low-income individuals live in dilapidated regions across many cities. The citizens lack the significant income to fend for their basic needs thereby resorting to the sale of drugs and indulging in drug abuse as a way of enhancing their livelihoods (Shmool et al., 2015). As the law enforcement agencies endeavor to apprehend the criminal activities, the low-income communities face the brunt of police brutality and harassment (Cooper, 2015). As the police have the authority to conduct their warrants, they perform it within the low-income regions with excessive force that demeans the livelihood of the low-income areas. In dealing with the drug culprits, the police express outward bias that further worsens the drug menace situation among the minority groups (Eversman & Bird, 2016). The police stereotypes that have been displayed towards drug dealers especially where they ascertain that they come from the low neighborhood regions. The police force and brutality further worsen the situation as many individuals continue to engage in the drug menace while only seeking to hide from the law enforcement agencies (Shmool et al., 2015).

Additionally, the minority and the less privileged communities feel that the searches conducted within their neighborhood target their livelihood as they think that is the best way of meeting their necessities (Eversman & Bird, 2016). As such, the individuals from the low-income activities resort to criminal behaviors that are outlawed across many states. The individuals feel oppressed by the government, and thus, they endeavor to go against the laws as a way of expressing their displeasure. The sought of discrimination enhanced by the law enforcement agencies further worsens the social injustices as many individuals in courts fail to get legal representation that leads to their mistreatment in custody (Cooper, 2015). Since the police together with the law enforcement organs endeavor to strike a balance across the mainstream society, the minority and low-income individuals feel left out and targeted by the actions that further frustrate their efforts due to the constant victimizations by the law enforcers (Eversman & Bird, 2016). As the perceptions of the individuals increase their frustrations, the discriminatory social injustices arise across the regions thereby propagating the community vices. The minority often rebel resulting in constant warring communities in a state.
Compare and contrast federal and state laws as they pertain to drugs in society

The legality of a drug in the United States depends on its usage across different situations. In the United States, there are a variety of federal and state laws that appertain to drugs across the society. Although the Controlled Substances Act (Get Smart about Drugs, 2017) is the national statute that established the manufacture and usage of drugs across states in the United States, each state has its laws that enhance the reduction of drug abuse and trafficking among states. Controlled substances across the United States are governed by a law that stipulates their usage and outlines qualified persons who have the mandate to prescribe such drugs. However, drug abuse is prohibited in the United States, with each state having various provisions for dealing with substance abuse or possession of illegally classified drugs. First, a significant difference between the federal and statutory drug legislations regard the nature of the laws. While the federal provisions call for the conviction of individuals arrested for trafficking, most of the local states only endeavor to detain individuals in possession of drugs within their jurisdictions.

Moreover, the federal drug laws often carry stiffer penalties after the conviction of a criminal while imposing longer sentence terms for the criminals (Alcohol and Other Drug Abuse Prevention Programs, 2015). On the other hand, most states make arrests for individuals who are charged with lighter offenses such as misdemeanor or felonies. Marijuana is a popular outlawed drug in the United States. For instance in Florida, possession of marijuana is charged with a crime with the suspects found in possession of more massive quantities being indicted for a felony. However, states such as Alaska, Oregon, and Colorado have legalized the production and usage of marijuana within their jurisdictions (drugabuse.net, 2017). The particular nations have often argued that legalizing the drug would enhance the regulation of its production and usage among citizens through sensitizing them on the need to standardize its usage.

Again, the argument advanced has often involved the increase in taxes from the prospects obtained from its production with the drug being used for medicinal purposes across nations (Garcia, 2013). Elsewhere, different states have different sentences for various amounts of drug criminals. However, the countries can only prosecute individuals with the possession of drugs rather than the intention to traffic the drugs a duty left to the federal state (drugabuse.net, 2017). As such, the sentences vary depending on the severity of the criminal offense related to drug possession and abuse across the countries. However, across the world, each nation has specific guidelines and laws that appertain to drugs and how they endeavor to curb the drug problem within their countries despite certain states being liberal about drugs in their countries (drugabuse.net, 2017).

Effective methodology for dealing with communities having a high drug problem

Through the low-income communities, it is crucial to enhance practical measures that would alleviate not only the drug menace problem but also increase the socioeconomic status of the individuals. An important strategy would be improving community policing across the regions. Community policing refers to an approach in which the police work together with the community members as a way of solving their problems within the society (Barthelemy et al., 2016). Community policing can be enhanced through street-level drug enforcement practices. Through the community policing aspect, the police often build a partnership with the community members in identifying their societal problems. In cities with high drug problems, the police can endeavor to intervene through engaging the community members in societal talks that would gear towards understanding the effect of drugs within the society (Barthelemy et al., 2016).

Through the program, the community members would comprehend the negative legal and economic implications of continued usage of drugs to family members and the progress of the citizens within the region. Through the partnership, the police have an opportunity to offer practical information related to drug market intervention (Barthelemy et al., 2016) that go along in reducing the prevalence of the drug problem within the low-income communities. Additionally, it would reduce substance abuse among users as they would be sensitized on the need to adopt appropriate healthy lifestyles. Furthermore, it would be essential to establish rehabilitation centers where individuals can be taught vocational skills that can go along in equipping them with the vital skills that they can apply within their society away from indulging in drug abuse (Barthelemy et al., 2016).

How communities relate to law enforcement as they address the problems

Many cities often tend to reject law enforcement who enterprise to curb the drug menace problem within their communities. Members of the community feel that the law enforcement agencies tend to interfere with their only source of income within the low-income regions (Shmool et al., 2015). Therefore, they view the law enforcement agencies as individuals against their healthy livelihoods within their environment. Nonetheless, in societies where the police engage the communities in developing alternative sources of income for the individuals, there are higher chances of cooperation. In such situations, people are involved and motivated towards reducing the issue of the drug problem. It is evident that social problems cannot be solved through punitive action but rather through communication and goodwill among the parties (Shmool et al., 2015).

Although many law enforcement agencies endeavor to solve the drug abuse through punitive measures, many communities fail to appreciate their effort and attempts in enhancing a drug-free society (Shmool et al., 2015). Therefore, it is essential to understand the role of stakeholder participation in alleviating the drug threat issues and problems by implementing a bottom-up approach in which community members are involved in giving suggestions about how they would wish to solve the issue. In conclusion, it is essential to appreciate the role of the law enforcement agencies in curbing the drug problem among the minority and low-income individuals. However, incorporating society members is crucial to the success of the programs and measures geared towards reducing the societal issues across many regions.
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