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keep it free for thosesituations where we think it should be
legitimate. Ny difficulty is this, that a mechanism that' s
structured that way i s un l i ke l y t o b e s u c c e s s f u l . The
monitoring of the coupons, the monitoring of the two-block limit
around y o u th c l u b h o u s es a nd s c h o o l s , come on, who ' s g o i n g t o d o
that? That 's not really an effectivescheme for organization.
The monitoring of the samples, it's left at this point to
catching them after it's been done and using the criminal system
to punish through sanctions. I think that's a "cows out o f t h e
barn" k i n d o f a pp r o a c h . It seems to me...thank you, "horses out
o f t h e b a r n " , Fr an k , I appreciate the agricultural correcticn on
your part. In other words, it's a post hoc attempt to s anct i o n
wrongs once they' ve occurred and the problem is that the systemc ""structs a pretty involved series of wrongs that somebody is

ing to have to sit out there and monitor to catch the mistakes
t hat ar e mad e and i t ' s j u st b l oo d y un l i k e l y . I t ' s j u st no t
g oing t o h a p p en . I t ' s so complex and so structured that i t
real l y d o esn ' t work. Wh at y ou can' t d o , I don't think, is
construct a bill that gets at the evil of youth and only you t h
a nd h a v e muc h ch a n c e o f suc c e s s at ke e p i ng f r ee samples out of
their hands. So the problem becomes,. do we have a bill that' s
too weak because it's post hoc, it usescriminal sanctions, it
involves a lot of oversight and structure that I don't think i s
going to re ally be there,which is the amendment, or one t h at ,
frankly, is too strong, covers the evil but also transactions
you and I might agree make at least some a mount, of s e ns e a n d
that is that adults be free to receive free samples? Under
normal circumstances, in the transactions of goods I would pick
the former, pick one that's too weak, identify the e vi l , c a t ch
t he e v i l , pu n i sh t h e ev i l and t h e ev i l on l y . But in the area of
alcohol and in the area of tobacco, I think it's fair to r ever s e
that presumption, and it's fair to say if it takes banning free
samples for adults to get a legitimate system that will ban free
samples for kids, I have to take a few of t he do v e s wi t h the
crows, I wi ll outlaw both of them at the same time. I f I h av e
to choose, I want a workable system that s tops f ree sam p l e s
rather than the complex structure in the DBS amendment. Now, do
w e a l l ow p r om o t io n s t o be r eg u l a t e d i n t h i s f ash i o n ? S ure, w e
do. Can't advertise liquor on TV. Tney can ' t . . . I me an , they
can, but they can't drink it. W e have war n i n g s o n p a c k a g e s . We
don't allow, for example, " f r e e f e r s " i n b ar s anymore so t h at yo u
can get actually alcohol at a nominal rate to entice people in.
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