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Senate Public Health and Welfare                                                       Senator Vicki Schmidt: Chair 

Senators, 

Thank you for allowing me to speak today regarding Senate Bill 282.  I am an opponent to this 

bill on the premise that cannabis prohibition is a threat to public health and safety, an irresponsible use of 

Law Enforcement/Correction resources and a violation of basic rights, including access to a substance 

that provides relief for suffering individuals, and can be grown to produce food, fuel and fiber.  

The present local, state and federal laws in the United States and Kansas regarding the growing, 

possession and consumption of cannabis are based largely on public hysteria and myth, rather than on any 

established data about the effects of cannabis on the user; furthermore, existing cannabis laws represent 

vast government over‐reach into the personal lives of American citizens and violate principles of personal 

liberty and the Declaration of Independence. These laws are also making criminals of and causing undue 

and unjust punishment to many persons who have no criminal intent in the use of cannabis; and 

furthermore, the laws relating to cannabis are not uniformly enforced, and are being used as political 

weapons against people and industry, especially the young and minorities.  

As of today, in addition to the fact cannabis is a schedule I substance, no reliable research on the 

effects of cannabis has shown its use to be as hazardous to the public or the individual user as the use of 

tobacco, alcohol or many other stimulants and depressants legally available to the public, such as refined 

sugar and caffeine. 

Millions of Americans have been arrested, imprisoned, fined, or otherwise needlessly 

criminalized and stigmatized, potentially for life, because of their use of cannabis and “Asset seizure” 

programs have raised over $13 billion for local police forces across the country, encouraging more 

cannabis arrests while funding the purchase of high tech military equipment for police, further 

militarizing their operations. 

Existing cannabis laws have created an illegal market for cannabis that contributes to crime and 

violence while funding cartels operating in Kansas; furthermore, these existing laws have not had a 

significant impact on cannabis availability. 

It should be noted that for Sovereign States, including Kansas, one of the areas in which states 

have traditionally held the greatest authority is in the exercise of their police powers to determine 

appropriate law enforcement policies reflective of local values and needs and the federal government 

cannot force a state to criminalize cultivating, possessing, or distributing cannabis whether for medical, 

adult-use, industrial or other uses because doing so would constitute unconstitutional commandeering. 

Now, therefore, I would like to offer an amendment that would repeal all laws in the sovereign 

state of Kansas making the growing and possessing limited amounts of cannabis a criminal offense and 

that would support a re-birth of industrial economic opportunities that come from cannabis which can be 

grown and used to produce renewable food, oil, wax, resin, rope, cloth, paper and fuel in support of the 

agriculture industry, individual farmers and their families, of the state of Kansas. I also call on the Kansas 

Legislature to supports calls on police, prosecutors, and judges to focus on violent crime and to use the 

discretion afforded to them in an appropriate manner to preserve peace 

Thank you and I will stand for any questions. 



Title 21 United States Code (USC) Controlled Substances Act 

SUBCHAPTER I — CONTROL AND ENFORCEMENT Part A — Introductory 

Provisions §802. Definitions 

As used in this subchapter: 

(1) The term "addict" means any individual who habitually uses any narcotic drug so as to endanger the 

public morals, health, safety, or welfare, or who is so far addicted to the use of narcotic drugs as to have 

lost the power of self-control with reference to his addiction. 

 (4) The term "Drug Enforcement Administration" means the Drug Enforcement Administration in the 

Department of Justice. 

(5) The term "control" means to add a drug or other substance, or immediate precursor, to a schedule 

under part B of this subchapter, whether by transfer from another schedule or otherwise. 

(6) The term "controlled substance" means a drug or other substance, or immediate precursor, included in 

schedule I, II, III, IV, or V of part B of this subchapter. The term does not include distilled spirits, wine, 

malt beverages, or tobacco, as those terms are defined or used in subtitle E of the Internal Revenue Code 

of 1986. 

 The term “food” means (1) articles used for food or drink for man or other animals, (2) chewing gum, 

and (3) articles used for components of any such article. The term “drug” means (A) articles recognized in 

the official United States Pharmacopeia, official Homeopathic Pharmacopeia of the United States, or 

official National Formulary, or any supplement to any of them;  and (B) articles intended for use in the 

diagnosis, cure, mitigation, treatment, or prevention of disease in man or other animals;  and (C) articles 

(other than food) intended to affect the structure or any function of the body of man or other animals;  and 

(D) articles intended for use as a component of any article specified in clause (A), (B), or (C).  A food or 

dietary supplement for which a claim, subject to sections 343(r)(1)(B) and 343(r)(3) of this title or 

sections 343(r)(1)(B) and 343(r)(5)(D) of this title, is made in accordance with the requirements 

of section 343(r) of this title is not a drug solely because the label or the labeling contains such a 

claim.  A food, dietary ingredient, or dietary supplement for which a truthful and not misleading 

statement is made in accordance with section 343(r)(6) of this title is not a drug under clause (C) 

solely because the label or the labeling contains such a statement. 

 

Reference:  https://www.deadiversion.usdoj.gov/21cfr/21usc/index.html 

http://codes.findlaw.com/us/title-21-food-and-drugs/21-usc-sect-321.html 
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The Federal Drug Schedule Doesn’t Make Any Sense 

Published on May 7, 2014 in War on Drugs by J. Wilson  

 For some reason people always tend to think that when the government passes a law they’ve 

actually done some significant scientific study. People would especially hope that to be true for 

the Federal Drug Schedule. Unfortunately, this is almost never true even when it comes to the 

drug schedule. 

When the government does study an issue they somehow always come to justify their original 

hypotheses. In other words, it’s not science they’re practicing because there’s no chance of 

them being proven wrong. It’s how the government continues to justify the prohibition of 

marijuana and other drugs that have significant medical applications or are only dangerous 

because of the drug war. It’s why marijuana is somehow considered a Schedule 1 drug even 

though it’s remarkably safe. 

Prohibition is based on bad science because it’s done for the purpose of proving the 

government’s hypothesis that drugs should be illegal. People are given government grants and 

told what to prove and then they figure out a way to prove it. That’s not science. Those are the 

people that make hyperbolic claims like your brain on ecstasy is like a fried egg. Fortunately real 

drug facts like this graphic are easy to come by. Serious scientists don’t actually believe the 

government’s propaganda. 

The Federal Drug Schedule is based on this same flawed science. Unfortunately, that schedule is 

the basis for all drug prohibition in the United States. It’s supposed to rank drugs Schedule 1-5 

based on their medical potential and their potential for abuse. Schedule 1 Drugs are supposed 

to be the most dangerous and therefore are the most highly restricted and prohibited. They’re 

said to have no medical use and a high potential for abuse. It’s easy to see how unscientific the 

drug schedule is just by seeing that marijuana is somehow a Schedule 1 drug. 

This rest of the graphic makes it even more clear. It’s obvious how completely random the 

government is when it makes things illegal. Their scientists didn’t include basic principles like 

the Therapeutic Ratio. That’s the ratio of effective doses over a potentially lethal dose; it 

determines a substance’s toxicity. Heroin has a ratio of 1/6 meaning it’s very toxic and is 

therefore a Schedule 1 Drug. But, then why is marijuana a Schedule 1 Drug? It’s impossible to 

overdose on marijuana, it’s therapeutic ratio is immeasurable because it’s so non-toxic. 

As you can see, the Federal Drug Schedule isn’t built on the cutting edge science the 

government would have you believe it is. Some addictive or toxic drugs are legal and some 

drugs aren’t. Some medically useful drugs are legal and some drugs aren’t. It all depends on 

which politician gets which bill passed to benefit the paper industry, or 

the pharmaceutical industry, or the alcohol or tobacco industries. 

 

https://alibertarianfuture.com/category/big-government/war-on-drugs/
https://alibertarianfuture.com/author/jhwilsonn/
http://www.drugpolicy.org/drug-facts
http://www.drugpolicy.org/drug-facts


 


