
An Open Letter

Honorable Members of the Alaska State Legislature

There appears to be no end to the “Articles” addressing the use of “Marijuana.” Here is a listing of “Articles” in
e-book format that may be “printed” into PDF Files. You must be connected to the “Internet” to view these
files. If this listing does not make your head spin, nothing will.

e-books on Marijuana

Subject: Marijuana -- The Exclusive Power of Congress over Interstate
Commerce

From: "Gordon Epperly" <enter7740@14th-amendment.com>
Sent: 1/12/2015 3:37:26 PM
To: "Alaska Legislature" <gov.alllegislators@alaska.gov>

CC: "Alaska Office of Attorney.General"
<attorney.general@alaska.gov>

Attachments: The Exclusive Power of Congress over Interstate Commerce.pdf

http://www.pdfdrive.net/marijuana-prohibition-facts-marijuana-policy-project-e2541019.html


Please keep in mind that there is only one question before this "Legislature" to address and that is the
“Constitutional Question” of law: “Who Has The Power To Regulate ‘Marijuana’ And Is That ‘Power’
Exclusive?” To the best of my knowledge, this "Constitutional Question" of law was never addressed by those
"States" that passed "Mraijuana Ballot Initiatives" into law. The “Pros” and “Cons” on the use of “Marijuana” is
not at issue.

I realize that most of the members of the “Alaska State Legislature” are not familiar with “Constitutional Law”
especially the law of “Interstate” and “Intrastate” Commerce. Here is a quick overview of the “Interstate
Commerce Clause” of the “U.S. Constitution” (Internet Links Enclosed):

The Commerce Clause
Allocation of power to the federal government probably reached its zenith under the Supreme
Court's expansive interpretation of congressional lawmaking power exercised pursuant to
the Commerce Clause, which gives Congress authority to regulate matters affecting
interstate commerce. In Gibbons v. Ogden, 22 U.S. 1, 6 L.Ed. 23, 9 Wheat. 1(U.S. 1824),
the  Supreme Court ruled that the Commerce Clause power of Congress is "supreme, unlimited,
and plenary," acknowledging "no limitations, other than those prescribed in the Constitution."
More than a hundred years later Congress applied this plenary power to regulate a farmer's
personal consumption of his own privately grown wheat because Congress had found that the
effects of such use, when aggregated with that of other farmers, would have a substantial effect
on prices in the national wheat market. The Supreme Court ruled that Congress had not
exceeded the bounds of its authority under the Commerce Clause. Wickard v. Filburn, 317U.S.
111, 63 S.Ct. 82, 87 L.Ed. 122 (U.S. 1942).  [Empasis added]

For more in-depth discussion of the U.S. Congress’s “Power” to regulate “Interstate Commerce” and thus the
exclusive authority of the “U.S. Congress” to regulate “Marijuana,” I have attached a “Columbia Law Review”
entitled: “The Exclusive Power of Congress over Interstate Commerce.” I hope the attached “Article” and the
listing of e-books on “Marijuana” will be helpful to this “Legislative Session” in addressing the “Alaska Marijuana
Ballot Initiative” that was passed into law by the “People” this past “November” (2014).

Respectfully Submitted

Gordon Warren Epperly

http://legal-dictionary.thefreedictionary.com/Commerce+Clause
http://legal-dictionary.thefreedictionary.com/Gibbons+v.+Ogden
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Wickard_v._Filburn














































































	The Exclusive Power of Congress over Interstate Commerce (2).pdf (p.1-2)
	The Exclusive Power of Congress over Interstate Commerce.pdf (p.3-14)

