January 25, 2006

LETTER TO THE EDITOR

RESPONSE TO EDITORIAL “PSEUDO-SOLUTIONS”   1-24-06

As the sponsor of House Bill 41, to require that pharmacies keep certain nonprescription cold and allergy drugs behind the counter, I am somewhat surprised at the cavalier manner in which the Sun dismisses efforts to prevent a drug problem before it becomes a crisis.

The obvious purpose of the legislation, patterned after Oklahoma law, is to make it more difficult to purchase drugs that contain pseudoephedrine, a chemical derivative of amphetamine and a prime ingredient needed to make methamphetamine.  

 Methamophetamine, known as “the poor man’s cocaine,” has swept its way from rural areas into the suburbs and across all social and economic boundaries.   Meth is cheap, highly addictive, relatively easy to make and its effects are devastating.  

While HB 41 may not represent the most effective way to curb the purchase of medicines to make meth, I believe it is an effective way.   In that respect, it is a serious effort to stop easy access to ingredients for meth labs.   I am aware that large-scale meth producers get their pseudoephedrine in bulk and not in drug stores.   However, the small home-based meth labs get their ingredients from neighborhood drug stores.  The bill is aimed at putting an obstacle in the path of small meth labs that soon flourish as easily in rural and suburban neighborhoods as they do in the big cities.

HB 41 makes no claim to solving the state’s drug addiction problem.  However, I would hope the Sun recognizes it as a serious attempt to thwart one aspect of drug abuse.

Sincerely,

Delegate Eric M. Bromwell

