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Thousands of US Marines poured into Afghanistan's southern Helmand province this week to take the battle against
the Taliban to the foe's stronghold. But in a startling departure from decades of US anti-drug policy, eradicating
Helmand's massive opium poppy crop will not be part of their larger mission.

US envoy to Pakistan and Afghanistan Richard Holbrooke told members of the G-8 group of industrialized nations
Saturday that attempting to quash the opium and heroin trade through eradication was counterproductive and bad
policy. Instead, the US would concentrate on alternative development, security, and targeting drug labs and traffickers.

"Eradication is a waste of money," Holbrooke told
the Associated Press during a break in the G-8
foreign ministers meeting on Afghanistan. "The
Western policies against the opium crop, the
poppy crop, have been a failure. It might destroy
some acreage, but it didn't reduce the amount of
money the Taliban got by one dollar. It just
helped the Taliban, so we're going to phase out
eradication," he said.
"The farmers are not our enemy; they're just
growing a crop to make a living. It's the drug
system," Holbrooke continued. "So the US policy
was driving people into the hands of the Taliban."

The Taliban insurgents are estimated to earn tens
or even hundreds of millions of dollars a year
from the opium and heroin trade, which
generates multiple streams of income for them.
Taliban commanders tax poppy farmers in areas
under their control, provide security for drug

convoys, and sell opium and heroin through smuggling networks that reach around the globe.

As late as last year, US policymakers supported intensifying eradication efforts, with some even arguing for the aerial
spraying of herbicides, as has been done with limited success, but severe political and environmental consequences in
Colombia. That notion was opposed by the Afghan government of President Hamid Karzai, as well as by the US's NATO
partners, particularly Britain, which supports expanded manual eradication of the poppy fields.

On Sunday, Afghan counternarcotics minister General Khodaidad disputed Holbrooke's claims that eradication was a
failure, telling the Canadian Press that Afghanistan had achieved "lots of success" with its anti-drug strategy, which
relies heavily on manual eradication of poppy fields. Still, he said he was open to the new American strategy. "Whatever
program or strategy would be to the benefit of Afghanistan, we welcome it," Khodaidad said. "We are happy with our
policy... so I'm not seeing any pause or what do you call it, deficiency, in our strategy. Our strategy's perfect. Our
strategy's good."

Britain and US are at odds over opium field eradication plans. According to the London newspaper The Independent,
British officials said Sunday they would continue to fund manual eradication in areas under their control. Those
officials downplayed any dispute, however, saying details remained to be worked out.

But eradication has met with extremely limited success. According to the UN Office on Crime and Drugs, eradication
peaked in 2003, while the Taliban were in retreat, with more than 51,000 acres destroyed. By 2007, that figure had
declined to 47,000 acres, and last year, it was a measly 13,500 acres. Similarly, a survey of villages that had participated
in eradication last year found that nearly half of them were growing poppy again this year.

The shift in US policy drew praise from observers across the ideological spectrum. It also aroused speculation that it
could be emulated elsewhere, particularly in Latin America.

"The new counternarcotics strategy in Afghanistan which scales down eradication and emphasizes rural development
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and interdiction is exactly right," said Vanda Felbab-Brown, a drugs, development, and security expert with the
Brookings Institution. "Under the prevailing conditions in Afghanistan, eradication has been not only ineffective; it has
been counterproductive because it strengthens the bond between the rural population dependent on the illicit economy
and the Taliban. Backing away from counterproductive eradication is not only a right analysis, it is also a courageous
break on the part of the Obama administration with decades of failed counternarcotics strategy worldwide that centers
on premature and unsustainable eradication," she added.

"This is clearly a positive, pragmatic step," said Ethan Nadelmann, executive director of the Drug Policy Alliance. "It
seems that the Obama administration is so deeply invested in succeeding in Afghanistan that they're actually willing to
pursue a pragmatic drug policy. This is an intelligent move," he added. "It is an implicit recognition that you are not
going to eradicate opium production in this world so long as there is a market for it. Given that Afghanistan is the
dominant opium producer right now, the pragmatic strategy is to figure out how to manage that production rather than
to pursue a politically destructive and ineffective crop eradication strategy."

"This administration is finally showing some pragmatism," said Malou Innocent, a foreign policy analyst for the
libertarian-leaning Cato Institute. "We are beginning to understand that our policies are affecting the policy outcomes
we want. We didn't see this under the previous administration, so this is definitely very promising," she added.

But it doesn't necessarily mean there is light at the end of the tunnel, she was quick to add. "Sadly, this doesn't make
me more optimistic about our prospects," she said. "This will win us more hearts and minds on the ground, but it also
has to be linked to fewer targeted killings, fewer airstrikes that generate civilian casualties, or any good will is likely to be
canceled out," she said.

Similarly, Felbab-Brown cautioned that the Obama administration must be prepared to defend the shift at home. "It is
imperative that the administration lay down the political groundwork and inform Congress, the public, and the
international community that it is unlikely that the new policy will result in a substantial reduction of cultivation or of
the dependence on the illegal economy any time soon since rural development is a long-term process dependent on
security," she said. "Setting the right expectations now is necessary so that accomplishments of the new strategy in two
or three years are not interpreted as failures since the numbers of hectares cultivated with poppy has not dramatically
decreased."

Nadelmann suggested that the new strategy is not likely to significantly impact the drug trade. "With the alternative
measures they're proposing, such as the focus on traffickers, there's not much reason to think it will have any
significant impact on Afghan opium and heroin exports, but it will enable the US, NATO, and the Afghan government to
pursue a more discriminating and productive strategy, at least at the political level," he said.

"The really potentially interesting implication of this is for Latin America," said Nadelmann. "It makes one wonder if the
Obama administration might come to realize that the same strategy they are pursuing for opium in Afghanistan makes
sense in Latin America for coca cultivation in the Andes."

That may be premature. With analysts predicting no decrease in the poppy crop and little impact on the drug trade, in
the medium term, the only political selling point for the move away from eradication will be success in defeating or
significantly weakening the Taliban insurgency. That will be a difficult task, one whose success is by no means
guaranteed.
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Propaganda

Comment posted by Anonymous on Fri, 07/03/2009 - 10:12am
The Taliban eradicated the opium industry in Afghanistan because it goes against Muslim principles, that's why
we—The US—went into Afghanistan, to bring the industry back. This war of ours is a Rothschild war, a Zionist war, and
they control the opium industry, and us with it. C'mon, stopthedrugwar.org, you can do better than that.
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no anti-semitism, please

Comment posted by David Borden on Fri, 07/03/2009 - 9:49pm
Okay, we don't need any anti-semitism here. Especially this truly freakish stuff about the Rothschilds controlling
the opium industry and the government...

David Borden, Executive Director
StoptheDrugWar.org: the Drug Reform Coordination Network
Washington, DC
http://stopthedrugwar.org

Thank you, David

Comment posted by Anonymous on Sun, 07/05/2009 - 7:52pm
for putting down this idiot nazi.

????

Comment posted by Anonymous on Fri, 07/03/2009 - 10:24am
They have stopped nothing. I believe they have only been giving the appearance of of opium eradication, since they are
the true profiteers. It's been a win-win situation for the DEA and CIA since the drug war began. The CIA grows for cash
and the DEA, while allowing most illicit drugs to pass, bust around 10% to maintain rationale for the billions we
taxpayers give them! Americans are truly Sheeple!!!!

missed the chance

Comment posted by sicntired on Sat, 07/04/2009 - 5:38am
sicntired@mac.com,Vancouver,B.C.Canada The poppy crop is already on the street.It was harvested a while back.While
it's prime poppy season here right now(if anyone's interested)it ended in Afghanistan months ago.I have an idea why
the statement was made but it has no basis in fact.Imagine that,the army saying something irrelevant.When will the
west discover they have no place interfering in a foreign countries affairs?Why is it that we see democratically elected
governments being overthrown by the US when they don't like the people elected but they cry democracy and claim it as
the reason for their interference in countries that won't cooperate with US foreign policy?People bought the Obama lie
and now they see he's just another wall street shill and that any hope for real reform is another seven years down the
road.Seven because the alternative is unthinkable.

Poppy Harvest

Comment posted by J M Jones on Sat, 07/04/2009 - 11:06am
Well, well, well.......... another sign of significant change?
or just realism?
The last ten years UN plan to eradicate all drugs is fading rather fast here......Costa will not be very happy about this, I
bet: do I detect a significant crack in the UN drug policy foundations?
Things appear to be falling apart for the US/UN............... Portugal is starting to flex its muscles, some South American
nations have had just about enough, and even the recent "call" by Costa to consider if executing people is just a wee bit
over the top........
However, behind all this remain the myths/memes/placebo text {DeGrandpre} which delude the majority of the worlds
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population regarding "drugs", fuelled of course by the medical profession and the pharmaceutical industry..............
The whole debate is based upon mythology, deliberately perpetuated by governments, NGO's, politicians, churches and
those whose jobs depend upon the myth of addiction, amongst others........... its a long list.
We appear to be living through the death throes of capitalism as we know it, and I wonder if this is what is behind some
of the recent significant shifts we are witnessing?
The current system has no long term feasability: we will run out of resources long before everybody in the third world
gets their glittering baubles of tv's, dvd players, and such like................ it is simply not sustainable, from whatever
viewpoint.
Bruce Alexander (2008) really has a lot to say about what is happening, and why. Couple his work with DeGrandpre
(2006) and the picture becomes clearer.
Myself, I would just like to see some honesty............... the truth may just help to clear away some to the toxic fog that
obscures the debate, but who will be brave enough to start the process?
Capitalism and the free market economy appears to be causing dislocation on an ever grander scale, with "legal" {and
ever increasingly useless, but more dangerous to the individual} drugs being offered to those who are suffering as an
antidote, meanwhile the list of plants which need to be kept from us increases by the day - to save us from ourselves?
Or is it to prevent us from seeing clearly just how rotten the system we live under is? And, perhaps raising our voices in
unison to denounce the fallacy for what it is?

Did Organized Crime Give U.S. Green Light To Eradicate Taliban?

Comment posted by Anonymous on Sat, 07/04/2009 - 11:26am
Perhaps what is happening here, is that organized crime including some participating Governments have given the U.S.
the green light to eradicate the Taliban, as long as Afghanistan’s opium fields are left alone.

If the Obama Administration believes eradication of poppy plants in Afghanistan is counterproductive, that the U.S.
should instead only pursue heroin drug-traffickers, shouldn’t Obama then take that same position in the U.S. and stop
eradicating marijuana fields? Frankly I find the reports referred to in this article on Afghanistan Opium farmers’
connection to the Taliban contradictory. For Example, if the Taliban is extorting from opium farmers a 10% protection
tax and earning millions from the resulting heroin trade, the U.S. should then destroy all Afghanistan’s opium fields no
matter whose territorial control the crops are under. Note following that contradiction of facts in the above article: “The
Taliban insurgents are estimated to earn tens or even hundreds of millions of dollars a year from the opium and heroin
trade, which generates multiple streams of income for them.” Obviously if there were no opium crops in Afghanistan
would not the Taliban derive no funds from the heroine trade? Interestingly, U.S. satellites have the ability to locate all
of Afghanistan’s significant opium fields as they are generally in open areas unlike coca fields hidden in Colombian
jungles.
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