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Undercover War


Narcotics, guns and violence, the powerful elements of the never ending war. All these elements are part of the campaign to rid the world of the disaster that drugs so ferociously have inflicted upon America.  The war, created by The United States’ demand and government circumstances, has been fighting drug lords and opportunists. The United States has for the past three decades declared that it is in a full fledged attack against drugs and the violence it fosters. For decades billions and billons of dollars have been justified through the infamous War on Drugs. The drug problem has not stopped. The money and military activity have not been enough, and the “urban problem,” has not been solved. It is that our governments do not have the strategic smarts to solve the problem? The United States has the largest demand of drugs in the world. While other countries also face the drug problem, The United States has spent the most and its effectiveness is questionable. Today’s “War on Drugs,” is merely the justification to the apprehension of many U.S. interest enemies and has been a loop hole to exploit many developing countries in South and Central America. The commerce that the narcotics create transcends the social, economic, political and cultural aspects. The corruption that the United States is trying to fight will not end as long as the organized corruption and demand in the United States is in existence.


The demand for narcotics in the United States has remained very strong, and even increased, since the War on Drugs was declared. The United States continually points to the suppliers of the narcotics and foreign mafia bosses who run organizations as the primary causes of the difficulty of the War. It is portrayed by the media that Latin American countries just do not seem to understand the responsibility of the War. Still, according to Jesus Blancornelas, major apprehensions of drug lords have for the most part been carried out by foreign policing forces. The United States has invested time, energy and military power in upholding the rhetoric of the War on Drugs. The United States commands the largest demand of the narcotics that are produced in foreign countries. The efforts to thwart and rid society of the drug epidemic have fallen short of success. Still billions and billions of dollars are still annually budgeted towards the fight. The United States has “fought” narcotics with the establishment of many government agencies and the creation of international programs to seek, detain and prevent the flow of drugs. Still the (Drug Enforcement Agency) DEA, the CIA and even Military forces have done little to end the constant supply of drugs to the United States. The cartels, organizations and Mafias that have emerged to ensure the supply of narcotics, still remain unchallenged by the United States. The powerful and ruthless cartels and drug lords have emerged as a reaction to the United States organized corruption. While the United States continues to point to the foreign governments’ inability to arrest and prosecute the organized drug movement, the billions of dollars allocated in the United states is seemingly doing very little to end the flux of narcotics into its borders.


In 1973 the Drug Enforcement Agency, (DEA), was established to deal with America’s fast growing drug problem. The DEA became the primary government agency in charge of enforcing regulation and laws against narcotics. The DEA describes is mission stating that it will, “bring to the criminal and civil justice system of the United States, or any other competent jurisdiction, those organizations and principal members of organizations, involved in the growing, manufacture, or distribution of controlled substances appearing in or destined for illicit traffic in the United States.” While this is not a statement of the DEA’s complete mission it is probably the one that is most encompassing. To fulfill its mission the DEA conducts various investigations, operations and establishes connections with various foreign governments. The DEA also seeks to capture and detain drug gangs that perpetuate acts of violence and terror among society.  At the time of the creation of the DEA, Mexican and Columbian organized drug cartels had not yet emerged as major suppliers to the United States. In 1973 the Drug Enforcement Agency had a budget of $74.9 million; by 1975 the DEA’s budget was already at $140.9 million. The beginning of large amounts of spending on the war on drugs was born. Since then the budget to fight the wide spread epidemic has been large and intricate.
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As money began to be injected into the DEA’s budget and in counter-drug programs, drug suppliers and kingpins began to emerge and take opportunity of the fast growing drug demand in the United States. The increase of narcotics demand in the United Sates reached record highs and peaked in 1979. According to DEA facts, in 1979 one in ten Americans used illegal drugs on a regular basis. The growing demand was overwhelming for local, state and federal authorities who had tried to regulate drug use and trafficking. The DEA claims that as long as drug trafficking and drug organizations exist, the DEA will remain in existence. The existence is justified because narcotics are still readily available in most American street corners and drug traffickers can still operate above the law. Ironically after the establishment of the DEA and the beginning of large spending on the War on Drugs, drug cartels emerged to the world stage with numerous resources and power. Since the peak in 1979, that proved to the DEA that the drug supply was alive and well advanced, the struggle to eliminate narcotics has been arduous and at times hopeless.  


As the demand for drugs peaked in the United States, governmental interests began to support the motivation for persistence. The drug connections and powers from Latin America have a long history with the United States. The battles in Central and Southern American countries have for long been motivated by U.S. interests in land and resources. Asesino Mendez mentions, that in 1977 High Times magazine reported that “…in the coming years the rhetoric for the war against drugs will replace the rhetoric for the Cold War, as justification for political intervention in foreign countries, and instead of sending in the marines, Washington will send in the anti-narcotic agents.” Emerging as the top world power after World War II, the United States had a unique opportunity to become involved in the many impoverished struggling neighboring countries. Countries in Central America were in political and economic turmoil, while the United States was a world power with desire to extend its reach. Still, the power of the United States was threatened by only one other country: Russia.  It is for this very reason, that while Russia expanded its reach and preached its Communism to the Eastern European world, the United States enforced its closed door policy on Latin America. The policy in Latin America was to close off the door for every other foreign power except the United States. Since the turn of the Century, American interests were already evident in Latin America. Still the United States did not have world supremacy until after World War II. After World War II, the United States wanted to secure its dominance in the West and Latin America was its security. The series of multiple military interventions in Latin America have for long gone without justification. The United States military became increasingly active in South and Central America for the decades following World War II. It can be said that the coincidence of the War on Drugs focusing around Latin America is not unusual. The anti-narcotics operations that have been executed on Latin American soil have gone many times under the eye of the media and the American Public.


The public rationale for intervention in Latin America has been and continues to be, the “drug war.” The billions of dollars that are allocated to fight drugs are very unclear to American public. Most of the citizens of this country have failed to see the budget for the War on Drugs is very artificial and at most times never questioned. The fact is that a large amount of counter-drug policies are simply a masquerade for the counterinsurgency military operations.  Since the 1960’s to the present the United States has been intervening in Columbia.  According to Javier Giraldo, the United States has spent over $1.3 billion on its apprentices in the Columbian military. The United States has trained and armed these Columbian forces to fight off leftist-guerillas. For many years the Untied States has been training and arming a force to fight off freedom. The forces that the United States continues to support have long tortured and killed off thousands of civilians. The funds going to these oppressive forces have long gone unnoticed and unquestioned. Giraldo’s Inter-congregational Commission of Peace and Justice estimated that over 67,000 civilians have been killed by United States aided forces. Ironically, the United States continues to claim that its aid to Columbian forces has been part of the effort to thwart drug traffickers. The DEA and the United States claims that the guerrillas are drug traffickers that use drug money to inflict terrorism. According to William Blum, by the end of the 1990’s Columbia, one of the world’s most violent countries had become the third largest receipt of United States military aid. The United States has helped in various bombing campaigns and raid against the guerillas. The guerilla forces in Columbia, known as the Revolutionary Armed Forces of Columbia (FARC-EP), have been described by the United States as terrorists and drug traffickers.  

The drug production in Columbia is still a major problem to the United States. The large cocaine and crack demand is still supplied by Columbian drug traffickers. The military intervention has done little to significantly change the influx of narcotics into this country. In fact some may argue that in some cases the military aid has actually helped to make illegal drug trafficking easier. The Columbian Military is believed to have cooperated and protects drug traffickers. William Blum also reports, that in November 1998, a cargo plane from the Columbian Air Force, landed in Florida and it was found to have been carrying over 1,600 pounds of cocaine.  Additionally, Blum says that in 1996 it was reported that Columbian Air Force officers had attempted to smuggle heroin on the same plane used by then-President Ernesto Samper. Furthermore, Robin Kirk reports that President Samper was elected in part because of the trafficking campaign contributions. These incidences can really question our support for United States Military and monetary aid to the Columbian military. The United States has always referred to the Columbian guerilla forces calling them supporters of drug trafficking and at times a drug cartel. The fact remains that the Columbian government, full of corruption, has probably had a greater support of the drug cartels than anyone else. It only makes sense for the governing power to really have the ability to support such a network. Contrastingly, the FARC-EP has released various documents and reports condemning illicit drug trafficking and cultivation. In a document titled, Drug Trafficking in Latin America and the Caribbean, the FARC-EP states that the,

Solution of the production phenomenon, commercialization and consumption of narcotics and hallucinogens, understood first of all like a serious social problem that cannot treat by the military route, that requires agreements with the participation of the national and international community and the commitment of the great powers like main sources of the world-wide demand of narcotics.

This statement from the FARC-EP, the guerilla organization that the United States has been fighting off for many years, is very intriguing.  Not only does the FARC-EP recognize the harm that the drug problem has caused, but also makes some appealing alternatives to finding a solution.  Among its most interesting statements, the FARC-EP calls indirectly upon the United States to resolve its drug demand problem, which would in turn effectively end the supply. Additionally, the FARC’s statement calls for alternative methods and approaches to solve the drug trafficking problem. Making real connections with the local communities and educating the population about the implications about growing and cultivating illicit drugs can really make a difference in combating the drug problem.


United States’ military involvement in Latin America continues to be covered up by the War on Drugs. In reality, what the public does not know or ever hear about is that the United States has the ability to use its policies to attain many political interests. This intervention has been on going for many years, long before the War on Drugs was declared. Howard Zinn reports that,  “Between 1900 and 1933, the United States intervened in Cuba four times, in Nicaragua twice, in Panama six times, in Guatemala once, in Honduras seven times.” The War on Drugs is a reaction to the growing power of narcotics to encompass, political, social, cultural, and economic facets.  Thus the counterinsurgency operations in Latin America will continue to be hidden under the “highly organized,” drug operations and violent thugs and drug lords.


With a high demand, and a growing opportunity to make money with narcotics, the United States prepared the soil for the growth of powerful drug cartels. The drug trafficking structure is a highly organized and effective. In the 1980’s as the demand for illegal drugs was reaching high levels, suppliers began to organize. In Mexico was seen the rise of the Tijuana Cartel, Arellano-Felix Organization, the Juarez Cartel and many others that notoriously began to lead in the production, cultivation and trafficking of large amounts of Marijuana, Heroin and Cocaine. As the demand continued to be as strong as ever, the power and financial capabilities of these organizations skyrocketed. The Cartels were able to gain access to any route and pay off authorities to protect their marijuana crops.  In 1982 the Arellano-Felix cartel began business in Mexico. The Arellano-Felix Cartel, also known as the Tijuana Cartel, is now recognized as the most powerful Cartel in Latin America. In his book El Cartel, Jesus Blancornelas describes the power and ability that the United States drug demand gave birth and life to many mafias south of the border. In fact, Blancornelas states that never before in the history of Mexico, has there ever been any gang or cartel that has lasted as long as the Arrellano-Felix did. From 1982 to 2002, the Arrellano-Felix Cartel was free to extend its power and remain in existence controlling the drug trafficking. Furthermore, Jesus Blancornelas claims that the Arrellano-Felix Cartel is the only family or mafia that has been in existence for that long in North America. The Arrellano-Felix Cartel evaded capture for 20 years and was able to remain above the law. The millions of dollars and work force that the United States has annually allocated to stop narcotics at the border have been ineffective. The cash flow and power of narcotics in the cartel were far too overwhelming for the anti-narcotics. It is ironic that these cartels that are a result of the United States demand are above American law. The cartels that many times operate with far less manpower have the capability to remain untouched by authorities for long periods of time. The existence of the large demand fuels and maintains these cartels in existence. Therefore, as long as the demand exists the cartels will exists and thus the DEA will exist. What is more surprising is the fact that the Arrellano-Felix Cartel had for many years resided and operated out of the United States. Blancornelas further states that while the Arrellano-Felix Cartel leadership and members where in the United States they where never threatened by the FBI, DEA, or the CIA. It wasn’t until the Arrellano-Felix leadership was in Mexico that they where finally captured. How could such evil and malevolent forces operate for so long? According to the Office of National Drug Control Policy, by the end of 2002, the DEA was receiving $1,605.4 million to help rid our country of the narcotics epidemic.  The DEA is supposed to stop organizations like the Arrellano-Felix Cartel. At the same time the entire budget for the “War on Drugs”, as reported by the Office of National Drug Control Policy was nearly $19 billion. The fact is that the drug business has the ability to extend far beyond the military action that the DEA, Army and CIA are supposed to execute. The cartel can corrupt, national and international authorities to gain freedom from government agencies. It is still difficult to accept the fact that the United States is throwing money at the “drug problem,” only to gain political and economic interests while the real threat at home is not being addressed.

 In Columbia the Medellin Cartel and the Cali Cartel also operated ruthlessly supplying thousands of kilos of Cocaine to the Untied States. The Columbia Cartels were very well organized and had capabilities to supply many kilos to the United States. Originally the main port of entry for Cocaine was through Florida and New York, but later the Columbians began to collaborate with Mexicans to introduce the narcotics through the Mexico-U.S. border. In there area of operation these kingpins were well known and respected. The Medellin Cartel was led by the infamous Pablo Escobar, who was killed in 1993. In a PBS Frontline interview with Jorge Ochoa, a former member of the Medellin Cartel, the Cali Cartel was an enemy of the Medellin Cartel. The Medellin Cartel was very different from its Mexican counterparts. Jorge Ochoa states that the name was given to them as official by the media, but in reality it was only a group of drug-traffickers that lived in the same area and sometimes collaborated. Jorge Ochoa also claimed that, “Nobody has control of the business. The demand controls the business.” The United States provides the large demand for narcotics and cocaine and the supply is born in Columbia. Interestingly, the Cartel from Columbia always had trouble understanding while Americans were so willing to pay high prices for Cocaine. The American media always portrayed these Columbian kingpins as the major enemies in the war on drugs. It is believed among many Americans that the drug business is created by evil men in Latin American countries who want to corrupt American’s lives. The truth is that the narcotics being introduced into the United States are what the American’s demand. Juan David Ochoa, another member of the Medellin Cartel, responded in an Interview for Frontline saying, “I didn't understand it at all. I've never understood what they liked in that substance [cocaine], because I don't think it has any positive effects. I don't understand why Americans liked it so much.” The drug traffickers that the American media presents to us are many times exaggerated and misinterpreted. The men where influenced to become the suppliers of cocaine to the United States as a result of market conditions. Many times we refer to similar individuals in the United States as good businessmen, but these men in Latin American countries are considered diabolical kingpins. Although, the drug and trafficking later spawned much rivalry between the Medellin and Cali Cartels, violence was never the purpose of their business.  Furthermore the Military activity in the United States did little to help the situation or really hinder the influx of Cocaine. In 1984, the war on drugs in Columbia really took off when, the Cocaine processing lab, Tranquilandia, was captured by United States forces. Although, the media portrayed this as a major blow to the cocaine operations, Juan Ochoa stated, “I don't think it affected the traffic much. There were many other labs all over the country, in many places…” Since 1984 the United States has continually pointed to many achievements and “drug busts,” all over Latin America and at ports of entry. Still, many have suggested that the U.S. has not done enough. Some even point out conspiracy theories and CIA support of drug-trafficking in Central America. Looking deeper into the Central and South American drug trade, the United States involvement is always there. While, in the mainland billions of dollars continue to be approved for the drug war budget.


According to the Office of National Drug Control Policy (ONDCP), in 2003 the United States government spent $19.179 billion dollars on the War on Drugs, which is at a rate of about $600 per second. The great failure is not more evident than in the budget that is still allocated for the War on Drugs. Every year, more and more money is spent to end the war. This is the greatest failure of any United States policy or program. Through all of this the United States still tries to justify the billions that are spent by pointing to there accomplishments. The director of the Drug Enforcement Agency (DEA), Asa Hutchinson, continues to tell the world that our military tactics against narcotics are effective, claiming that, “Overall drug use in the United States has been reduced by 50 percent over the last 20 years." These statements are made during an era where any teenager can still purchase narcotics at the street corner. Additionally, tons and tons of narcotics continue to enter the United States every year. The United States seizure of fifteen tons of cocaine in Tranquilandia, in 1984 was a large amount at the time. Robin Kirk, reports that seizures like the one in Tranquilandia are fairly common today, but they only represent about 2% of Columbia’s annual production of Cocaine. To the American public, the comments by the DEA and other government agency really help the rationale of the war on drugs. It is easy to accept that drug use has decreased, when the DEA claims so. Drug use, might have decreased in one area, or for one particular type of drug, but narcotics are still entering our country.  Looking at drug use over the past 20 years, it is hard to believe the DEA, that the war on drugs is successful. The National Household Survey on Drug Abuse, reports that since 1979, drug use has actually risen from 31% to 42%. Also many times the facts are twisted or misinterpreted by the DEA and the ONDCP to attempt to show the effectiveness of the war. The government agencies may point out that drug use has dropped among one age group, but will not admit that it has risen in another.
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Source: National Household Survey on Drug Abuse (NHSDA), 2000.
This graph shows that while the government may argue that new drug users among the 18-25 age group has decreased, the new users among the 12-17 age group is actually risen since the 1980’s.  Additionally the ONDCP will be quick to point out that use of cocaine has fallen dramatically, since its peak in the late 1970’s and 1980’s.  
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Although, cocaine use has fallen since 1988 and use of Heroin has stayed relatively the same, Marijuana use and Methamphetamine use has increased significantly in the same period of time. Furthermore, the National Household Survey on Drug Abuse reported in 2000 that 87 million Americans, age 12 or older, use an illicit drug, which is approximately 38% of the nation’s population. With such a large budget allocated to end the use of narcotics in America, it is difficult to understand why the demand continues to be the highest in the world. 


To further examine the allocation of the budget by the Office of National Drug Control Policy, it is necessary to understand the workings of the budget. The ONDCP is the government agency that creates the budget for the war on drugs. According to the ONDCP, the budget is directed to 50 different accounts. As of May 31, 2004, $16,494,504, 235 has already been spent this year on the war on drugs. The budget is clearly complex and increasing quickly. Robert Kirk declares that, “Over more than two decades, the United States has spent over $150 billion trying to wipe out the sources of illegal narcotics.” All this money and still we face the problem. Interestingly, enough the Office of National Drug Control Policy, claims that its budget is not all really what they can use, and they state that, “Since the drug budget is a collection of estimates based on percentages of many accounts, it is an artificial construction.” If the United States government agency finds it difficult to even create a clear budget for the war on drugs, there is a problem. To call this problem a “War” is what inherently has led America to conceive of a government program with the spectacular failure. The reason is because; to fight off the influx of narcotics into this country with guns and bullets has only increased demand and produced violence. According to the ONDCP percentages of budget allocation, it is evident that the United States has invested more money into fighting instead of educating. In FY 2002 only $0.1 million was allocated for D.A.R.E. a program for youth that attempts to educate about drug use and prevention. During the same FY 2002 the DEA and the Bureau of Prisons is given significantly more funds, $1,605.4 million and $2.5 billion respectively. The Department of Defense was also allocated $1,008.5 million in FY 2002, all this money and very few results. The Department of Defense is quick to point out that it’s various accomplishments, among them: seizures of 130,900 pounds of Cocaine, 12,100 pounds of Heroin, 1,500 pounds of Opium, and 333,900 pounds of Marijuana. To the average America public, these amounts can seem very significant, but the reality is that Columbia still produces about 640 tons of Cocaine per year, and most of it makes it to our country. While the administration continues to blame the south, and the drug producers and traffickers, they fail to see that the true blame ultimately should fall upon those using and injecting the drug into their bodies. America is not the only place where drugs are a problem; it does have the highest demand, but fails to learn from policies in other countries.


In Europe, officials have seen an increase since the 1970’s in drug abuse but most notably increases in the last decade. To combat the increase of drug use in their countries, many governments have created various programs to thwart the rise of drug use. In the European countries, use of drugs is considerably less. Institutions have long worked to keep drug demand low and thus trafficking and narcotics use low. Patrick Kenis, in his book titled Institutional Responses to Drug Demand in Central Europe, claims that among “Czech students, 23% reported experience in their lifetimes with some type of illicit drugs, while for students from Slovakia it was 10%, from Poland 9%, and from Hungary 5%.” As the use of drugs has risen, new policies have been created in these European countries. Although, the use of drugs in these countries is not nearly as high as use of drugs in America, they do reflect the power of demand. The European countries have an inherently better approach to drug control. The Europeans have not declared “War” on drugs, instead they have understood the correlation between drug trafficking and demand. Therefore, the focus of EU drug policy is education and prevention. Patrick Kenis informs that, “institutions interviewed regarded treatment and care (34.5%) as the most significant, followed by prevention and information (32.6%), co-ordination (10.2%), policy development and legislation (8.2%), rehabilitation and after-care (6.1%).” None of the activities to fight off drug use involves military or armed action. Instead most of the anti-narcotics institutions in Europe focus their activities on drug demand reduction.  It is important to note that none of the European institutions or government policies has spent as much money as the United States has. The United States in spectacular failure must leave the war and instead begin an education campaign. The American war on drugs has not been effective in reducing demand of narcotics. In fact the war on drugs has been probably more effective in influencing the emergence of drug cartels, drug trafficking and economic and social strife.


Narcotics and the illicit drug industry is a compilation of social, economic, and political issues. If the United States continues to think that the guns, bullets, helicopters and military operations will end the flow of narcotics into this country, then the War on Drugs will lead to our eventual downfall. The government will eventually be unable to finance such an ineffective program. It has been documented many times that the status of the war on drugs is hopeless and fruitless. Over and over the government has heard and seen the desperate situation that drugs have inflicted upon American society. Still, it is yet to be seen that a real difference is made in combating the drug problem. We must understand that as long as Americans want drugs, suppliers will rise to feed them. It is a matter of simple market analysis and supply must always meet demand. The American government has attempted to make this fact invisible and thus hid that which is so true and obvious.  Until the Untied States takes a social approach to solve the age old dilemma, drugs will continue to foster violence and corruption. Today drugs are far reaching, within the community it is very well known how to solve the situation, and thus I will conclude with this verse from a popular Mexican music group’s song:

That the drug business will end of that I am sure

But not because the government has become strict,

Surely the business will end when this world comes to and end.

-Los Tigres Del Norte

El Fin Del Mundo
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