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Pass Senate Bill 528 "the Regulate Marijuana Act" 

Executive Summary

The following report will establish We Are 1776's position on Pennsylvania Senate Bill 528 the 

"Regulate Marijuana Act." First, the report will go through an objective summary of the bill and what 

it entails. Next, the report will show the impacts of current policy and the enactment of Senate Bill 528 

in the economic, criminal, medical, and industrial realms. Third, the report will show the failings and 

pitfalls of Senate Bill 528 and how it can be improved. Finally, the report will give a recommendation 

as to how a member of the Pennsylvania Senate should vote.



Summary of Senate Bill 528

Pennsylvania Senate Bill 528, hereby known as the "Regulate Marijuana Act," was introduced 

by Democratic State Senator Daylin Leach and provides for the legalization of the possession, 

production, and use of marijuana by individuals over 21 years of age in the Commonwealth of 

Pennsylvania. On April 4, 2013, the Regulate Marijuana Act was referred to the Senate Law and 

Justice Committee. The Regulate Marijuana Act, should it be enacted, regulates marijuana like alcohol 

in that individuals would have to show proof of age before purchasing marijuana. Selling, distributing 

or transferring marijuana to people under the age of 21 would remain illegal under the Regulate 

Marijuana Act as would driving under the influence of marijuana. Under the act, state-operated stores 

would sell marijuana. The bill further provides that marijuana which is sold will be labeled and subject 

to regulations. The Regulate Marijuana Act further allows for the personal growth of up to six 

marijuana plants with three or fewer being mature and flowering. The Regulate Marijuana Act also 

allows for the transfer of up to one ounce of marijuana to a person over the age of 21. The final 

stipulation of the Regulate Marijuana Act allows for the legal consumption of marijuana, provided that 

it does not endanger others.

Under the Regulate Marijuana Act, the Pennsylvania Liquor Control Board would be tasked 

with establishing and licensing marijuana growers throughout Pennsylvania. The Pennsylvania Liquor 

Control Board is given the power to buy, import, and sell marijuana. Under the act, the Pennsylvania 

Liquor Control Board would be required to buy marijuana at the lowest price and in the greatest 

variety which is “reasonably obtainable.” The Pennsylvania Liquor Control Board is given the explicit 

power to set the price of marijuana which must be "proportional" to prices paid by the board to its 

suppliers." Finally, the Regulate Marijuana Act allows the Pennsylvania General Assembly to set an 

excise tax on marijuana. The Regulate Marijuana Act could represent a shift in statewide policy by 

legalizing the production, transfer and consumption of marijuana to people over the age of 21. 



Impact of current policy pertaining to marijuana

On both a state and federal level, marijuana is illegal to produce, transfer and consumer. Under 

Federal Law, marijuana is classified as a Schedule I Drug under the Controlled Substances Act, 

meaning, partly, that there are no medical uses for marijuana, it has a high potential for abuse and there 

is no accepted use of marijuana. The Regulate Marijuana Act does not modify the Federal Controlled 

Substances Act nor does it reschedule marijuana, at a federal level, as a Schedule II substance or lower. 

It only has the authority to modify state legal statutes. The production and use of marijuana would still 

be illegal under existing federal law. The effects of policies which criminalize marijuana are almost 

entirely negative on four levels: criminal, economic, medical, and industrial.



Crime

There are a few major sub-topics which must be discussed when dealing with the 

criminalization of marijuana and its impact on crime: the overall application of the law by police, the 

effect that such laws have on police response to and investigation of serious crimes (murder, rape, 

assault, etc.), and the effect that the laws have on gang and cartel activity. 

Problems with the Application of current policy

Current laws criminalizing the use of marijuana are applied in a racist manner. On a national 

level, African Americans make up about 12% of the population, and 14% of the annual marijuana 

users. According to a report written by Dr. Jon Gettman, Ph.D. of Shenandoah University in 

Winchester, Virginia, African Americans make up "31% of marijuana possession arrests." [1]  These 

statistics are further backed by statistics from 2007. In 2007, white americans were arrested at a rate of 

195 per 100,000 people whereas African Americans were arrested at 598 per 100,000 people for the 

possession of marijuana. Since African Americans only make up 14% of annual marijuana users (a 

fourth more than whites), there seems to be only one other explanation: racism. Under current 

marijuana policies, African Americans are arrested about 300% more then white Americans, but only 

constitute 25% more of annual marijuana users. The discrepancy "is not a local or regional 

phenomenon; it is a national characteristic of marijuana law enforcement, evident in every state, most 

counties and most local police agencies in the country.”

Next, according to the Federal Substance Abuse and Mental Health Services Administration, 

82.6 million white Americans have used illegal drugs in the United States compared to 12.5 million 

African Americans. If marijuana laws were applied in a consistent and unbiased manner, the prison 

population should reflect such a reality. But, it does not. There are six times as many African 

Americans imprisoned when compared to white Americans and African Americans were 11.8% more 



likely to be arrested for drug use or possession. To put it bluntly, "All other things being equal, if 

blacks constitute an estimated 13% to 20 % of the total of black and white drug offenders, they, should 

constitute a roughly similar proportion of the total number of blacks and whites who are arrested, 

convicted, and sent to prison for drug law violations. But all other things are not equal. The data 

demonstrate clearly and consistently that blacks have been and remain more likely to be arrested for 

drug offending behavior relative to their percentage among drug offenders than whites who engage in 

the same behavior" (Felner). When objectively examining the available data for both the past and the 

present, it is obvious that there is a major discrepancy in the enforcement of existing marijuana laws. 

Existing laws unfairly punish African Americans throughout the United States.

Pennsylvania is no exception to the current trend. In 2011 (the most recent year that full arrest 

data is available), in Pennsylvania, Philadelphia, there were 6,895 arrests for the possession and sale of 

marijuana. Of the 4,226 adult possession arrests, 698 were white americans, 393 were Hispanic 

Americans and 3,495 were African Americans (Pennsylvania Crime Database). Data shows that white 

and African Americans use marijuana at almost equal rates. With such a discrepancy between the arrest 

of African Americans and white Americans, laws which prohibit the use, distribution and possession of 

marijuana can be declared unequal when enforced.

There is no feasible way to reform the current marijuana laws to make them more equitable 

since it would require the elimination of biases in individuals who act in the criminal justice system 

such as police officers and judges. Admittedly, showing the racism which is inherent in the 

enforcement of marijuana laws does not give full justification for the full legalization of marijuana, but 

it does justify the movement from criminalization to either the decriminalization or legalization of 

marijuana. Such a movement eliminates the quasi-"Jim Crow" laws, since an arrest for the use of 

marijuana stays on a persons permanent record. In turn, which thousands of African Americans are 

crippled as they search for jobs. A movement from the current policy eliminates the criminalization of 



victimless behavior, since smoking marijuana does no harm to any other person.

Effect on police response to serious crime

Police stations across the United States have limited budgets. As such, they must limit 

themselves to what is necessary to keep a community safe. The criminalization of marijuana has cost 

the police millions of hours and billions of dollars in resources. One of the most important things to 

examine is the man time available to investigate criminal acts. The Federal Bureau of Investigation 

reports that between 35 

and 40% of homicides go 

unsolved in the United 

States. Pennsylvania is 

slightly lower then the 

35% mark at 25.1% of 

homicides going unsolved 

(Hargrove).

For rape, the percentages are even worse. Of all of the rapes which occur across the United 

States, 75% of rapists are never arrested and brought to justice. Of the 25% which are arrested, only 

3% of rapists ever see the inside of a prison. Out of every 100 rapes within the United States, 46 will 

be reported, 12 reports lead to an arrest, 9 arrests lead to prosecution, 5 prosecutions lead to a felony 

conviction and 3 rapists will spend a day in prison. Even of the number of rapes reported, a majority of 

them never lead to an arrest (Reporting). Within Pennsylvania, the story, sadly, is not much different. 

Thousands of rapes go unsolved within the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania. There are millions of 

victims of other crimes which have not been solved. It is an injustice to not find justice for the 



unfortunate victims of criminal activity. If police officers had more time to investigate accusations of 

murder, rape, and other crimes justice would be found for the unfortunate victims.

The legalization of marijuana within the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania would enable police 

officers to better use their time to investigate unsolved violent crime. At the same time, marijuana laws 

are not uniform across the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania. Only in Philadelphia is custodial arrest 

required for any amount of marijuana. In other areas of Pennsylvania, custodial request is not required, 

but is still used in many occasions. To give a conservative estimate of how much time this costs police 

officers, the assumption will be made that a custodial arrest takes about two and a half hours. The 

assumption is based off of the amount of time it takes to bring the marijuana user to the police station 

and fully process them. The time does not include the amount of time spent in court, whether the Small 

Amount of Marijuana program court or full criminal court. In other parts of Pennsylvania, police 

officers are not required to make a full custodial arrest for a marijuana charge. But, they still can. For 

the purposes of making a conservative estimate, it will be assumed that it takes an average of 45 

minutes to issue the summary offense. 

The amount of time police officers spend arresting, or issuing summary offenses, to marijuana 

users is 31,665.25 hours (calculated through simple multiplication). The estimate is extremely 

conservative and assumes that in the areas which do not require custodial arrest, no custodial arrests 

are made. It also assumes that the custodial arrests which are made only take 2.5 hours whereas in 

many cases, arrests can take up to 5 hours depending on the number of officers and marijuana users 

present (One). There are a variety of other factors which could affect the time spent but, the 

conservative estimate of 31,665.25 hours is still absurdly high. To put it another way, one year contains 

8,760 hours. So, the amount of time taken to process marijuana users in the criminal justice system is 

equivalent to about 3.6 years worth of man hours. 

Imagine if the 31,665.25 hours were applied to investigating criminal acts more thoroughly and 



not charging individuals with victimless crimes. In Pennsylvania, millions of criminal acts go 

unsolved. The full legalization of marijuana will allow police to use resources to investigate criminal 

acts against other human beings. With more time, and money, the police will be able to solve more 

murders, rapes, and other crimes and to keep our streets safe from the real criminals.

Effect on crime and cartels

There is an economic phenomenon which says that wherever there is a demand, a supply will 

develop. The theory as applied to marijuana reads that if there is a demand for marijuana and the 

supply cannot be provided through legal means, illicit markets for marijuana would develop. This 

simple theory is shown to be accurate in actuality. The current legal status of marijuana within 

Pennsylvania means that people who want to use marijuana must go to a drug dealer or some other 

"shady" group of people. Dangerous groups of criminals exploit such laws and distribute marijuana. 

They protect their sect of the market not by providing a better good or quality of service, but through 

violence and force. 

Think about it in another way, in the private sector, companies go in and out of business all of 

the time. Even in the alcohol industry (which was once prohibited) companies go in and out of 

business. But, rarely is violence associated with private "white" market business. On the flip side, in 

the "black" or illicit market, violence is common if not expected. The answer as to why is simple: there 

are internal laws governing what a person can and cannot do on the legal market (i.e. steal, murder, 

etc.) But, on the black market, there are no such internal laws, whomever is the most powerful and 

ruthless will dominate. In other words, whoever has the largest stockpile of weapons and kills the most 

people will retain a profit. By keeping a substance which is in such high demand in the "black” market, 

the government is essentially allowing for the continued existence of drug gangs. The legalization of 

marijuana for those people over the age of 21 will eliminate, or drastically reduce, the power of drug 



gangs and, therefore, reduce the crime rate.

Since there is an age constraint, present within the legislation, it is necessary to analyze the 

demographics of drug use. If everybody who used marijuana was under the age of 21, then the 

Regulate Marijuana Act would have no effect on the power of drug cartels, but reality paints a much 

different story. Of chronic marijuana users, 54.9% of adult users are over the age of 25. Of people who 

have ever used marijuana in their lives, about 80% of people are over the age of 25 (Belville). No 

matter how it is spun, a significant portion of the illegal marijuana trade lies in people over the age of 

25 buying and using marijuana. Should marijuana be made legal, the market is forced into the open. If 

a person is faced with the choice of going to their local liquor store to buy marijuana at a cheaper price 

or the dangerous criminal drug dealer to buy marijuana at a more expensive price, then a large 

percentage of marijuana users will buy marijuana in the liquor store. 

To see our above observations in action, a comparison of marijuana prohibition with alcohol 

prohibition of the early 1900s should be made. When the use of alcohol was made unconstitutional by 

the 18th Amendment to the United States Constitution, a massive void was artificially created in the 

market. When people think of mobsters such as Al Capone, one of the first things that come to mind is 

alcohol. Al Capone made much of his wealth through the illegal production, importation, and 

distribution of alcohol. As Al Capone himself put it "all I do is to supply a public demand … 

somebody had to throw some liquor on that thirst. Why not me?" (Sullivan).

When alcohol prohibition was later ended with the 21st Amendment, alcohol gangsters, such as 

Al Capone, began to decline. People would no longer buy alcohol from a “speakeasy” when they could 

easily obtain it from their local liquor store. Some could retort that the legalization of alcohol created a 

niche market through which alcohol bootleggers could continue to make a living by selling alcohol to 

those who are under 21 years of age and cannot buy alcohol legally. The available empirical evidence 

supports a completely different conclusion. A study published in the Journal of Studies on Alcohol 



found that the most common way teenagers under the age of 21 obtain alcohol is from someone who is 

21 or older. The second most common source for high school students is from someone else under the 

age of 21 and the second most common source for 18 to 20 year olds is buying the alcohol from a 

store, bar or restaurant (despite the fact that such sales are illegal) (Wagenaar.) Even though such 

activity is illegal, it happens and will continue to happen regardless of what the current laws are 

against it. But, the difference is the method by which people conduct such illegal activity. 

In a system where alcohol is prohibited, illegal activity is associated with violence and death. 

In a system where alcohol is legal for some, the illegal activity is associated not with violence, but 

with a simple exchange of money. The main question posed here was and still is do you want the 

illegal spending to go to mobsters and gangs who will then use the money to commit massacres such 

as the Valentines Day Massacre (which claimed the lives of 7 people and spread fear)? Or should the 

illegal spending go to people and businesses who will not commit murder? 

Today's prohibition is marijuana prohibition. Marijuana prohibition culminated with the 

Controlled Substances Act which classified marijuana as a Schedule I drug. By making the production, 

distribution and use of marijuana illegal, an artificial void was created in the market. People still 

demand marijuana, despite it's illegality. Now, nobody can sell marijuana but drug cartels who “love” 

prohibitionist policies In fact, Jorge Roman (a top cartel chief) once “expressed his gratitude for the 

drug war, calling it "a sham put on for the American taxpayer" that was actually "good for business"” 

(Lynch). Since marijuana is illegal in the United States, it is difficult to track exactly how much the 

marijuana trade is worth estimates range from as low as 10 billion dollars to as high as 120 billion 

dollars annually (Nelson). Since the market is underground, it is very difficult to track exactly how 

large it is. But, either way, the marijuana trade is worth billions of dollars which go directly to the 

Mexican drug cartels. Yet, there is more then one cartel, so the cartel which gets the money is the one 

who is the most violent and the most sadistic. As such, cartels establish large death squads and form 



private armies. 

The Department of Justice found that the illegal drug market in the United States is controlled 

by 900,000 criminally active gang members affiliated with 20,000 street gangs in over 2,500 cities 

(U.S., 2010). Mexican, as opposed to American, Italian, or other countries, drug cartels directly control 

illegal markets in 230 American cities (U.S., 2009). The legalization of marijuana will slow the flow of 

money to drug gangs and bring billions of dollars back to the United States and legitimate businesses. 

Drug gangs will lose money and many would cease to exist. Communities across Pennsylvania, 

especially in cities and suburbs, would, as a result, become safer. The legalization of marijuana under 

the Regulate Marijuana Act would enable anybody over the age of 21 to purchase marijuana from a 

non-cartel source. People under the age of 21 would still be using marijuana illegally, but their 

purchase of marijuana would be not from a dangerous drug dealer, but rather from a person they know 

who is 21 or older.



Economic impact

When explaining the economic impact of the it is necessary to go through a few major sub-

topics: wasted tax dollars, violence and prohibition, and finally the skewed supply/demand model that 

the drug war uses.

Wasted Tax Dollars

The war on marijuana costs the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania well over $325 million dollars 

annually (Purtle) and the taxpayers must foot the bill for such initiatives. Much of the money goes to 

support the massive Pennsylvania prison population. According to the Pennsylvania Auditor General's 

office, prisons are filling at an unsustainable rate. In 1980, there were 8,243 inmates in Pennsylvania's 

prisons. By 2010, this number had increased to a staggering 51,487 prisoners with every year in-

between showing an increase in the prison 

population every year (United). Yet, 

according to the Pennsylvania Commission 

on Crime and Delinquency, at the same time, 

violent crime have stayed fairly constant, 

through the same period (United, 2010). If 

violent and property crimes have stayed 

constant this means that there must be an 

increase in non-violent, non-property crimes 

which includes violations of marijuana laws. 

Reality backs up this conjecture, in 2003, 

there were 21,913 marijuana arrests, but by 2007 this number had increased to 25,793 (. In 

Pennsylvania marijuana arrests increased by an average of 3.31% each year. Arrests for marijuana use 



and selling alone cost Pennsylvania $326.36 million dollars in 2006. The tremendous sum could have 

much better uses.

As the state legislature attempts to create a budget, it will likely run into the problem of what 

should be kept and what should be cut. Budgets require a choice to be made. Funding one program 

would require accepting less or no funding for another program. When requiring law enforcement or 

giving law enforcement the opportunity to make a marijuana related arrest, they are deprived of the 

ability to make an arrest for, or investigate, a violent crime. It is better to eliminate violent crimes then 

to prosecute non-violent people for victimless behavior. The adoption of the Regulate Marijuana Act 

would enable the Pennsylvania Legislature to either use the citizen's tax dollars in a more productive 

way or provide tax cuts for the citizens of Pennsylvania.

Violence and Prohibition

A prohibition on a widely demanded good creates a vacuum in which criminals and cartels 

flourish. Cartels create violence and and in areas where gang and cartel presence is high, it is unlikely 

that businesses will open. They do not want to deal with the increased cost of insurance and security. 

Since businesses generally will not operate in areas where drug related crime is high, in those areas, 

unemployment will be high as well. In turn, a cycle of poverty begins which will not be easily broken. 

In Philadelphia, the above observation is especially true. In many areas of Philadelphia, crime 

is much higher when compared to national statistics (Philadelphia). As such, many of these areas are 

extremely impoverished. Areas where drug gangs are most active generally have higher crime since to 

have business, drug gangs employee ruthless tactics, especially in areas where drug gangs compete. 

Competition between drug gangs causes death and destruction. By legalizing marijuana, the power of 

cartels is diminished if not eliminated. By eliminating or diminishing the power of cartels, businesses 

have more of an incentive to return to a given area. When crime rates go down, businesses return 



creating jobs which in turn drives the poverty rate down. It is necessary to eliminate the criminal 

element of the sale and use of marijuana. Diminishing the power of the drug cartels enables people to, 

by themselves, rise above their current impoverished situation. Enabling people to help themselves is 

the most vital thing the government can do.

Supply and Demand of the drug war

All economics is ruled by the law of supply and demand. Regardless of whether the economy is 

legal, underground, or "grey," the product pricing is still ruled by the same laws. The “War on 

Marijuana” began as an effort to curb the supply of marijuana within the United States of America. It 

is evident that the policies have failed since the United States has the highest marijuana use rate in the 

world. (Degenhardt). The current policy of drug interdiction is an effort to reduce the supply of 

marijuana coming into the United States. The problem with such a policy is that an artificial reduction 

in supply creates an artificial inflation of prices. Rising prices creates more profit which, in turn, gives 

an incentive for drug cartels to export their product and become more active within the United States. 

A supply-based interdiction effort does not stop drug use and addiction as people will find a way to 

gain access to illicit or suppressed drugs. In fact, most teenagers believe that it is easier to obtain 

marijuana then beer. (National). The supply of marijuana has been slightly hindered by drug 

interdiction efforts, but is still readily available to the general public. A supply reduction model ignores 

the other side of the equation: demand. Attempting to completely stop of the supply of drugs which the 

general public has available to them is next to impossible. 

If anything, a focus on demand reduction could reduce the drug use rate. But, publicly funded 

programs which attempt to do just that have completely failed. For instance, the Drug Abuse 

Resistance Education (DARE) program is an attempt to educate and usher in a reduction of demand 

for marijuana and other drugs among students. In this one task, DARE has failed. Statistically 



speaking, since the beginnings of DARE, more students use marijuana, not less (Indicators). DARE 

teaches students to say "no" to drugs. But, more students say "no" to DARE then to drugs. Students 

should be taught how to make responsible decisions, not taught just to be negative and intolerant. Such 

learning begins with the family. The parents (or guardian) of a child must teach the child how to make 

safe decisions. Giving families privacy and autonomy to deal with drug issues on their own, without 

making it the business of the government on what a person should or should not do, will enable parents 

and caretakers to begin with the slogan "safety first." Teaching students how to make responsible 

decisions and get the help they need, should they need help, will enable students to make decisions on 

their own. Enable people to make their own, rational, uncoerced decisions. Give people access to 

information and then there will be a decline in drug usage.



Medical Marijuana

Due to the current criminalization of marijuana, conducting medical studies is extremely 

difficult. But, some have been conducted. In 2007 the California Pacific Medical Center showed that 

Cannabidol (CBD), a derivative, non-psychoactive compound found in the cannabis plant, has the 

ability to "turn off" the ID-1 gene (McAllister). ID-1 is the gene responsible for the spread of cancer. 

Legalizing marijuana in Pennsylvania would allow more medical studies to take place which, in turn, 

would locate more medicinal uses for marijuana. Even without further studies, marijuana has shown to 

help with the treatment of cancer, multiple sclerosis, and other diseases.

Hundreds of people have been helped by a simple plant. Their lives have been improved, their 

symptoms abated. One AIDs and cancer patient recounted how with three “puffs” of marijuana, all 

symptoms he was experiencing disappeared and he began to feel hungry, something no other 

medication could do. Sadly, this man was arrested for the possession of marijuana and he died shortly 

after by asphyxiation from aspirating vomit. There are thousands of stories of men, women and 

children who have been helped by a plant, the marijuana plant.

It is the opinion of We Are 1776 that an action preventing the legalization of a source of CBD, 

cannabis, is directly equivalent to denying terminally ill cancer patients the best treatment possible. As 

cancer is a universal threat to human beings globally, we have the responsibility to do everything in 

our power to increase access to the source of CBD for researchers, patients and the general public. We 

firmly believe that the criminalization of marijuana is a detriment to all people. 



Industrial Effects of criminalization

Marijuana has an extraordinary number of uses. But, while it an be grown for use by the 

individual to get "high," marijuana can be grown with little to no tetrahydrocannabinol (THC) for use 

by industries. Marijuana containing little to no THC is commonly known as hemp. Industrial hemp 

will, at the end of the day, enable the creation of new technology across the Commonwealth of 

Pennsylvania. To detail the effects that marijuana can have in your life, a simple analogy is made 

below which details some of the most common uses for industrial hemp. 

Let us imagine a world where industrial hemp is completely legal and is actually being 

produced. One morning, you wake up and get out of bed. You get ready and put on your pants. Many 

people wear jeans woven from cotton, or a cotton blend. But, that was not always so. The original Levi 

jeans were made of hemp based fabrics. Industrial hemp can be made into useable fabrics which are 

both softer, stronger and more durable than cotton (Small). Imagine a world where your jeans would 

not get ripped every time you fell or washed them. Hemp based fabrics are not just limited to jeans, 

they can be woven into almost any type of clothing imaginable. Shirts, pants, suit pants, jackets, you 

name it. In each case, the hemp fibers will be softer and more durable than the cotton clothing. 

You walk downstairs, get into your car, and head off to work. Much of your car is hemp based 

as well. In 1941, Henry Ford unveiled his new car made from hemp. To test the strength of the car, 

Henry Ford took an axe and hit the hemp based car, there was no dent. Henry Ford found that the 

impact strength of his hemp car was 10 times that of steel (Pinch). Imagine if he had been allowed to 

continue with production, imagine what the world would have been like if an old car in a junkyard 

could degrade instead of just sitting there collecting dust.

You continue driving, and suddenly, you look at the gas gauge and find that you are out of gas. 

So you pull into the gas station, and buy some fuel. Hemp based fuels are completely bio friendly, 

renewable and relatively inexpensive. Hemp fuel is also nontoxic, so growing it would have less of an 



environmental impact. It is biodegradable - hemp oil spills would not harm the environment, and it 

almost eliminates carbon monoxide emissions and hydrocarbons (Small). In an era where we want to 

protect the environment, that is a major plus. As a plant, hemp is obviously completely renewable. It 

can be harvested in a matter of months creating a completely renewable form of energy. 

Our mystery person finally arrives at work, he walks into his building, walks to his desk, sits, 

down and begins to work. A building can be made nearly 100% out of hemp. Everything from plastics 

to concrete can be hemp based (Guarini). As an added benefit, hemp based buildings are naturally fire 

resistant, sound proof, resistant to rats and mice, and much cheaper to construct. They are also 

completely naturally and environmentally sound. Marijuana provides affordable, safe, and stronger 

housing.

So you are now writing with your pen on a piece of paper. Industrial hemp can be processed 

and made into paper. Currently, paper is made by cutting down trees, taking those trees and processing 

them into paper. The trees take a few decades to grow back, and the process causes massive 

deforestation. Industrial hemp, on the other hand, will solve the problem of deforestation. As the 

United States Department of Agriculture stated “paper from hemp hurds was favorable in comparison 

than those used with wood pulp” (Dewey). As an added benefit, an acre of hemp can provide 4 times 

the paper of an acre of trees. It should also be noted that hemp paper can be recycled up to 8 times 

whereas paper made from tree pulp can be recycled only up to 3 times. Lastly, it takes a matter of 

months for hemp plants to grow as opposed to years for trees (Small). Marijuana can provide 

everybody with paper without causing widespread deforestation.

It is now lunch time. So you go to get something to eat and find that your food contains hemp 

additives in it. Despite what many may think, hemp additives can actually be very healthy. Hemp is 

rich in omega fats and fiber. In fact, many cultures have directly consumed hemp seeds to stave off 

hunger (Small). Marijuana can ensure many people do not go hungry.



I have only gone through a half of a day. Imagine what the other half could bring. Overall, the 

legalization of marijuana will open up entire new industries and create thousands of jobs. The impacts 

of the legalization of marijuana will greatly affect the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania.



Pitfalls of Senate Bill 528: the “Regulate Marijuana Act"

The biggest problem with the Regulate Marijuana Act is that the Pennsylvania Liquor Control 

Board will control the production and distribution of marijuana throughout the Commonwealth of 

Pennsylvania. While We Are 1776 does not support the production and distribution of marijuana being 

controlled by the Pennsylvania Liquor Control Board, the massive benefits of Senate Bill 528 are 

recognized. We Are 1776 supports the legalization of marijuana, but does not support the production 

and control of marijuana by the Liquor Control Board. Private businesses should be allowed to control 

the production and distribution of marijuana, but no such legislation is pending. We Are 1776 supports 

1) the benefits of legalization and 2) ending the prosecution of non-violent marijuana users.



Recommendation and Conclusion

We Are 1776 strongly urges Pennsylvania Senators to support Senate BIll 528 the "Regulate 

Marijuana Act." Your support will continue the movement forward and will greatly help the 

Commonwealth of Pennsylvania.

Respectfully,

Marc Connuck

Managing Partner and Pennsylvania analyst

We Are 1776



We Are 1776 is a public-policy venture established and run by multiple college aged students 

whom have been heavily involved in public policy advocacy. Our goal at We Are 1776 is to look 

behind the grandeur that emanates from the legislature and analyze policy in a manner that preserves 

taxpayer capital.

We Are 1776 needs your help to make its work possible. We Are 1776 desperately needs 

funding to spread the word among the people. To get to the capitol and meet with representatives, their 

staffers, and to lobby in whatever capacity. Please donate whatever you can: http://giv.lt/18gIMm1.

Thank you,

The We Are 1776 Team

http://giv.lt/18gIMm1
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