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what I was talking about. Based on the definition, any drug
addict f a l l s wi t h i n t h e o p e r a t i o n o f t h i s b i l l .

SENATOR WESELY: It is a very broad definition.

S ENATOR CHAMBERS: S o there are some drug addicts, they
might be...and I mention doctors who use their amphetamines
or valium or whatever. There could be lawyers. There c ou ld
be all of these other people. And when you look at what it
is you are talking about, you have to talk about the
definition of that category you are dea l i n g wi t h . So t el l
me how I am wrong in what I am saying.

SENATOR WESELY: You are not wrong in what you are saying.
It is a very broad definition of drug user, but no matter
what your definition of drug user, they still have to go
b ack up t o Se c t i o n 2 a n d be a threat to themselves or t o
others before they can be committed. So that is the key,

SENATOR CHAMBERS: If a doct o r use s dr ug s a n d a lso i s a
surgeon, c o u ld n ' t he be a threat to others? I f a l awye r
u ses drugs an d r ep r e s e nt s p e op l e an d d o esn ' t do a good j o b
because of his drug add=ction, couldn't he be a threat to
others? Or are you talking only about physical damage?

SENATOR WESELY: If you look at the definition, Senator
Chambers, i t say s, a substantial risk of serious harm to
a nother p er so n or persons within the n ear f u t ur e a s
manifested by evidence of recent violent acts or threats of
violence or by placing others in a reasonable f ear o f s u c h
harm. It looks to me as though that would indicate not so
much t h e l awy e r or the doctor being a thr eat a s a n
i ndi v i d ua l w i t h v i ol e n t t end e n c i e s b e i n g a t h r e a t .

SENATOR CHAMBERS: So then the damage that a d octor c o u l d
do, although it might partake of violence because it is a
physical act which damages a person, since a doctor is doing
it, even though he i s doing it incompetently and not
according to medical standards, it would not b e cons i d e r e d
violence, so a doctor is exempted even t h o ugh t h e h ar m h e
causes might be far greater than some drug addict out on the
street who says, if I could get my hands on your throat, I
would s t r a n g l e you . He gets i n v o l u n t a r i l y committed. The
doctor who b ur i es his mistakes does not. So aren' t we
establishing a policy really of what we ar e go i n g t o do?

not the definition so much.
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