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DOJ Response to Misleading February 2002 California Gun Owners Article

An article pertaining to California’s firearm safety device law recently appeared in
California Gun Owners magazine (Paredes, S (2002). SB 510 A Fix that is No Fix.
California Gun Owners). This article contained many inaccuracies about California’s
implementation of the firearm safety device statute.

THISIS THE DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE (DOJ) RESPONSE TO
MISREPRESENTATIONS IN THE ARTICLE

. The article refers to the new law as a “disaster.” The fact is that the law does
not prevent any law-abiding citizen in California from purchasing any lawful
firearm at any time. The law has also directly led to improvements in the
technology, reliability, affordability and availability of quality Firearm Safety
Devices (FSDs). This law is a success, not a disaster.

. The article states that the DOJ did not release a list of approved FSDs until the
last week of December 2001. The fact is that the DOJ released a list of
approved FSDs on May 15, 2001, more than six months before the requirement
went into effect.

. The article asserts that there was nothing “wrong” with the old FSDs. Prior to
this law there were many situations where FSDs were purchased by individuals
or given away by charity groups or law enforcement only to find they did not
provide much more than a modest amount of protection from intrusion. We
found that few prior FSD models would have passed the simple ten-minute
intrusion effort using the common household tools standard. The inadequacy of
the old FSDs clearly indicate that there was something wrong.

. Finally, the article states that, “...almost no firearm transactions were occurring
anywhere in California” and that DOJ’s legislation this year is in response to
reduced funding from firearm transactions. The truth is that more guns have
been sold during the first two months of this year than last, and our effort to
amend the law stems from a desire to help gun owners.

We feel the implementation of this law was very well carried out and the industry’s
concerns were addressed at each and every turn so as not to unfairly impact the sale of
firearms. The results are clear - today’s approved FSDs are far better and more reliable
than their predecessors, resulting in an improvement in the public safety. Firearm sales
have increased over the last year, and we see no evidence that this new law has done
anything but improve FSD technology and reliability.



SB 510
A Fix that is No Fix!

By Sam Paredes

Assemblymen Jay LaSuer and Den-
nis Hollingsworth took the lead n
the Public Safety Committee and on
the Assembly Floor respectively, in
stopping SB 510 by Senator Jack
Scott dead in its tracks.

A funny thing happened on the way
to implement California’s new trig-
ger lock law that went into effect
January 2002. We knew this law as
AB 106, by anti-gun Assembly
members Jack Scott and Dion Ar-
oner. It was the so-called “trigger
lock law” that now prohibits ransfer
of ANY firearm unless there 15 an
“approved firearms safety device
(FSD)” sold with the gun. It doesn’t
matter if it 1s a dealer transaction or a
private party transfer. The only ex-
ception to this new requirement is if
the purchaser can prove, under pen-
alty of perjury, that he has an ap-
proved gun safe at home.

Of course the anti-gun proponents in
the legislature thought that this was a
simple deal and wouldn't cause any

[ 4ssemblyman Dennts Hollingsworth
of Murrieta, led the fight on the As-

sembly Floor to defeat 5B J10)
Hollingsworth is presently running for
the 36th Senate District against As-
semblvwoman Charlene Zettel who
voted to ban semi-auto firearms in
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undue hardship or expense to law-
abiding gun purchasers. But, as lob-
byist for GOC, NRA, and CRPA
pointed out during testimony before
committee, this law was doomed to be
a disaster. And it s.

The legislature failed to define what
an approved FSD meant and left It up
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you can imagine. instead ot develop-
ing a race horse. the bureaucrats de-
fined a six-le;

UL]?HU' :|1€l| aoesn [ even exist in my-
thology

plain to the :;.‘j._{l*_.:..’llllr:_‘ that first-of-

:l"i_[:i'i.' Ouitiped

The gun folks tried to ex-

all, a problem did not exist. secondl

that one ot the most effective trigue

locks available is a simple $3.00
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cycle lock. They would have none

of that.

The Adgomey Generat’s DOJ Fire-

arms Division developed criteria that

said that if a locking device can be
13 minutes using
common household items, it would
nct gualify 1o maks the approved
list. They then wok a survey, of
who knows how many households,
to find out what “common house-
hold items™ were. You can only
imagine what they found. Needless
to say, the DOJ ended up developing
a list of characteristics that an FSD
must have in order to qualify, that
basically disqualified aimost all ex-
isting trigger locks and devices on

disabled within

the market to date.

Cemnain majpstream lock rmaoufac-
turers and some enterprising entre-
preneurs took it upon themselves o
ry to fill the market and cash in on
the government created demand.
But, these folks were no dummies.
Many of themn developed new de-
signs and submined sampiles to DOT
for evaluation. Some of them
passed, but there was one major
problem, most of them were proto-
types and not yet close to produc-
tion. It seems that the manufacturers
were not willing to ramp up produc-
ton unti] they knew that they were
approved. Transitioning from proto-
type to production was going o take
considerable time.

Here is the rub, DHOT did oot release
a list of approved F5D untii the last
weck of December 2001. This did
not give mamufacrurers enough time
to make the devices nor did it allow
dealers enough time 1o stock or even
find any quantities of approved
F5D's and they realized that many
models of firearms may never have
an approved FSD made for them.
This created a major problemn state-
wide. Almost no frcarms transac-
tions were occuring anywhere in

California. Legal firearms transfers

were basicaily hanned.

“wou would think that the anti-
gupmers won — they banned gun

i Enter the Repﬁbiicms.

~ sales! Well, there is a silver lining

to every cloud. You see, with few
or no firearms trensactions taking
piace, that meant that no Dealer Re-
cord of Sales fees were being col-
lected. Guess what! The DCJ Fire-
arms Division. (the gun police) re-
ceives a major part of its funding
from those fees. They ended up in-
advertently cutting off their own
life's blood.

" Attorney General Lockyer knew he

was in trouble because thanks to
Govemnor Gray Davis® squandering
of the State surpius, there were no
prospects of the AG ever getting
back the funding he was losing. His
only meourse was 0 go back to the
legislature and request an urgency
bill w correct this problem because
he couldn’t go a whole year with
reduced funding. This legislation
wotlld go itta effect immediately
upon receiving the Governor’s sig-
namre.

Urgency
legislarion requires a 2/3rds vote so
all of a sudden the Republicans were
relevant. The anti-gunners nesded
at least 4 Rep votes,

" Senator Jack Scott agreed to amend

5B 510 (which was previously an-
other hidecus bill requiring “loaded
chamber indicators and magazine
disconnects™ on all semi-auto hand-
guns) to correct the problem affect-
ing AB 106. Scott thought he was
cute by offering amendments that in
fact wouldn't fix the problexs at all,
anly delay the implementation of
the law atlowing the DOJF 10 pres-
sure manufacturers inte developing
new trigger lock designs.

~ With the belp of a united Repubii-

can Caucus, the united pro-gun
forces, and a buach of somewhat
moderate Democrats who were em-
barrassed by Jack Scort’s charade,
we were able to stop the bill on the
Assembly Floor where Scom was
only able to garner 34 votes when
he needed 54. Senator Scon was
shell shocked by this defeat.

_Inunodiatc]}r there were calls for

" meetings from Scont’s office to see

where we could agree. These meet-
ings proved to be unfruitful because
they were unwilling to meet our ba-
sic demands. We said that unless
they agreed to exempt any firearmn
that ither did nor have a wigger lock
available for it or if the dealer could
not securs one due to unavailabiliry,
with no sunset provisions for these
exemptions, we would not consider
anything. QOur position was that if a
firearm is legal tw own, then it
should be legal to transfer.

" The latest offer presented by the

DO) was rejected out of hand be-
cause it would subject dealers 1o un-
due liability. At this year’s SHOT
Show heid in Las Vegas, we found a
representative of the DOJ reying 1o
sell the attending FSD manufactur-
ers on their latest proposals. We
made sure that they gor the straight
scoop fromn us afier the DOJ made
their picch.

" SB 510 is not yet technically dead

but we wiil keep an eye on it. In the
mean time, we will research the pos-
gibility of filing 2 law-suit to over-
turn the original law AB 106 be-
cause it is unconstinudonaily vague,
not o mention stupid.

LSince hiy election
in 2000, Assem-
b iyman  Jay =
LaSuer of La
Mesa, has been
lone of our stal-
wart  pro-gua
feaders in  the
ldsrembly, He Iz
Fice Chairmen
of the Assembly Public Safety Com-
preiitee. A retired police officer and
having served with the 101t Air-
borne Division, Assemblvman
LaSuer brings a credidle and au-
thoritarive perspective fo the Assem-
by  especiafly regarding law-
lenforcement and Second Amendmeny
lLssues.
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