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And.. .

S ENATOR BEUTLER: Senat o r Wesely, if I may, i f w e
substituted the words "controlled substances" for "drugs",
would that make any difference to you?

SENATOR WESELY: It would. I t w o u l d be . . . I wou l d not
s upport t h a t .

SENATOR BEUTLER: Why is that?

SENATOR WESELY: Because we specif i c a l l y a s ked t h a t a t the
hearing, Senator Beutler, and specifically it was reported
back to us that there may be people that may be abusing
drugs and then become dangerous, v iolentl y i l l , da n gerous to
themselves or to others without having to use illegal drugs.

SENATOR BEUTLER: Are you talking about people who are using
drugs on prescrip t i ons?

SENATOR WESELY: Yes , or...yes, they could get high on I
don't know what, look-alike drugs, who knows. B ut t hat
i s . . . t h e ke y i s the def i ni t i o n i s ve r y b r o ad b ut the c a t c h
and the check and balance is going to be the Section 2, the
definition of who can actually be committed. Those people
a ren' t g o i n g to be committed just because they use drugs,
and they are going to have to be a threat to other people or

SENATOR BEUTLER: Well, why do we have a definition of, say,
alcoholic person or men< ally ill person,or a b usive person
at all? I mean, if the danger we seek to e l i m i n a t e i s t he
risk of serious harm to another, then perhaps we should just
leave it be at that and commit anybody who i s a r i sk of
doing serious harm to another.

SENATOR WESELY: Well, I.
.

SENATOR BEUTLER: Does it matter what the cause of it is if
it is a result that you are looking for as the test?

SENATOR WESELY: It may not be, but at the same time the
funny thing about both Senator Chambers' and yo ur co mments
is I know you want to restrict who this can apply to, but
then comments come out that it sounds like, you know,
broadening it. We want to try and restrict. We don't want

themselves.


