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(Vis i t o r sSPEAKER BR O NN : Th an k y ou , Se n a t o r Ch am b e rs .
introduced.) Senator Foley.

SECTOR FOLEY: T hank you again, Nr. Speaker Just t o pu t on
the record that Senator Beutler did indeed yield me some time.
I ac c e p t e d t h a t t i me . I a ssu m ed h e wa s si mp l y e x t e n d i n g a
courtesy to m e . He and I h ave never discussed this bill. I
don't have a clue what Senator Beutler's current v iews a re on
this bill. If hi s views have changed, that's fine. I have no
quarrel with that. I d id not receive th e ti me fr o m Sen ator
Beutler as any kind of an indication that he was in support of
my vi ews o n t h i s b i l l . Hi s v i e ws ar e h i s o wn , an d he ' s we l c ome
to state them any way he cares to state them, either here on the
f l oo r o r i n a ny o t h e r v e nu e , so I j u s t wan t t o p u t t h a t on t he
record. Also, on this hate crimes.. . or , ex c u s e me , t h e d r u g
cour t b i l l , a n d I ' m g o i n g t o t r y t o d o t h i s f r om m e mor y a n d I ' m
g oing t o s t a t e r i g h t u p f r on t I mi g h t b e wr o n g ab o ut t h i s , bu t
let me ju st try from memory to state what I think the scenario
was on t h e d r u g c o u r t b i l l . I f I ' m n o t mi st a k en , Sen a t o r
A guila r br ou g h t a dr ug cou r t b i l l l as t sess i o n . I t may ha v e
been his priority bill, I'm not certain about that, but a nyway,
t he b i l l di d get t o t he f l oo r , and S e n a to r C hambers d i d n ' t car e
f or the bill, and he used some of the t actics that I us e
occasionally and he did everything he could to fight the drug
court bill. T he bi ll never made it t o the Gover nor's de s k.
This session Senator Aguilar came back with another drug court
bi l l , a n d h e r e ' s w h er e my memory get s f u z z y . I t h i nk t hat t he
green copy of Senator Aguilar's drug court bill this session did
not include the phrase 'sexual orientation.' I th ink that' s
t rue . No w , t he b i l l was h e a r d i n t he Jud i c i a r y C ommit t ee. We
t hen w en t t o an E x e c u t i v e S e s s i o n t o co n s i d e r w h e t he r o r n ot t o
report out that bill. A t that t ime there was a co mmittee
amendment dr af t ed t hat di d i nc l ude t he t erm 'sexual
orien t a t i o n . ' I r a i sed q u e s t i o n s a b ou t t ha t , say i n g why wou l d
we insert this phrase when there had been no discussion of it in
the cceanittee process, there was no witness that indicated there
was a particular problem in that area, there wasn't a word said
about i t i n t h e c om m it t ee he a r i n g . An d ag a i n , I ' m g o i n g f r om
memory, s o i f I ' m wr o n g , I ' rn w r o n g , b u t I ' m d o i ng t h e b e st I c an
from memory. There wasn 't a word said about that in the
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