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of the term drug. So, basically, what I am .doing i s
narrowing the definition, and by narrowing the definition
h opefull y making i t a l i t t l e m o r e s pecif ic . I wou l d a s k t h e
adoption of the amendment.

PRESIDENT: Senator Wesely.

SENATOR WESELY: Yes, Mr. President, members, this is a bill
from the Public Health and Welfare Committee. W e di d
i ntroduce it o n behalf of the Department o f P u b l i c
Institutions. We have worked with Senator Beutler and the
department on the language proposed in this amendment. It
would n ar r o w t he definition, and I think satisfy the
concerns expressed on General File. We would support the
amendment and ask your vote for the amendment at this time.

PRESIDENT: S e n a t o r C h ambers .

SENATOR C HAMBERS: Mr. Cha i r m an and members of the
Legislature, I think Senator Beutler' s amendment is moving
in the right direction. But whe n ever y o u t a l k a bout d r u g
a buse t h e t ende n cy is to think about people w ho a r e
obtaining controlled substances illegally. There a re p e op le
addicted to controlled substances and they obtain those
controlled substances pursuant to a doctor's prescription or
from a friendly pharmacist. Their type of add ition
sometimes i s kept from the public and the y n ev er p as s
through the criminal justice system. But there could be a
situation where an i ndi v i d ua l i s add i ct ed t o c ontro l l e d
substances even t h o ugh t h e y a re l egal l y o b ta i n ed , a n d t h o s e
considerations that I' ve alluded to trouble me about a bill
of t h i s k i nd . I ' m go i n g t o su p p or t Sen a t o r Beutl e r ' s
amendment because it does take some of the mud off the
shoes, but there still is a lot remaining. I ' m go i n g t o
address the bill itself. my genera l ob j ec t i on s t o i t , with
the full realization t hat t h x s b i l l i s go i n g t o be p a s s e d .
I don't think there xs enough interest in the Legislature as
a whole t o try to do anything about this matter. If
anyth i n g , t h i s b i l l shou l d b e the basis for our considering
involuntary commitment procedures that already exis t . Bu t
to broaden them in the way that this bill is designed to do,
and to define a person who is a drug abuser as a mentally
i l l , d ange r ou s p e r s o n , I t h i n k i s t ot a l l y wrong. I t i s
overk i l l . De sp i t e the fact that we may not like to see
d rugs abused , we m a y n ot l i k e p e o p l e who abuse d r u g s , t o
define them as mentally ill and dangerous, I think, is not
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