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From: Laura Fleming
To: House State Affairs; Rep. Laddie Shaw; Rep. Stanley Wright; Rep. Ben Carpenter; Rep. Craig Johnson; Rep.


Jamie Allard; Rep. Jennie Armstrong; Rep. Andi Story
Subject: HB 61, Limitations on Firearms Restrictions
Date: Monday, April 10, 2023 8:20:35 AM


>> Thank you for scheduling a hearing on HB 61. Limitations on Firearms Restrictions. I appreciate the opportunity
to offer written testimony on this proposal.
>>
>> I share with many long-time Alaskans a strong support for the U.S. Constitution and the Alaska Constitution, and
also share with many Alaskans across our great state the commitment to responsible use and storage of firearms.
Our Alaska Constitution is well crafted, and vests strong authority in the executive, giving our Governor strong
authority. One of my objections to this proposed legislation is that it seeks to undermine the Governor's authority,
and for the flimsiest of reasons. The Governor should not have limitations of this kind put on his or her ability to
ensure public safety and maintain the peace during a state of emergency or natural disaster. In fact, this bill would
not only limit the Governor, but also state and municipal government agencies and officials, potentially inhibiting
their abilities to support disaster response and protect public safety in the process.
>>
>> I find particularly repugnant the provisions to make it possible for an "injured party" (which at first blush looks
like it could include any organization from anywhere with two or more members that is gung-ho about promoting
firearms) to be granted standing to file civil suits against the state, and recover punitive damages. Surely only actual
individuals and/or businesses in Alaska that would have been affected should be granted such standing, and then
only for actual damages.
>>
>> I hope that the House State Affairs Committee will consider its obligations to the House and the public to have
been discharged by holding this hearing and that the bill is allowed to move no further. Thank you for your
consideration.
>> Laura Fleming
>> Juneau, Alaska


Sent from my iPhone
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From: Janice Caulfield
To: House State Affairs; Rep. Laddie Shaw; Rep. Stanley Wright; Rep. Ben Carpenter; Rep. Craig Johnson; Rep.


Jamie Allard; Rep. Jennie Armstrong; Rep. Andi Story
Subject: OPPOSE HB 61, Limitations on Firearms Restrictions
Date: Friday, April 7, 2023 2:00:29 PM


To: House State Affairs Committee


I am 44 year resident of Alaska, my family owns a gun used for hunting, and I oppose HB 61. 


I listened to the House & Senate Community and Regional Affairs Committee hearings regarding HB
61/SB63 and I understand the proponents’ interest in equity in commerce. If HB 61 was amended to address
just this interest — that gun/ammo stores and gun ranges would remain open under a disaster declaration if
other commercial businesses were allowed to remain open — then I would not oppose that version of the
bill. 


However, as currently written, the bill goes far beyond that, and includes sections that could threaten public
safety in times of disaster. 


First — Bill proponents state that it would not eliminate existing restrictions or prohibitions on gun use and
possession during time of disaster. However, that is not really the point of concern. What is critical and
potentially dangerous is that the bill would not allow the Governor, state agencies or municipalities to place
any additional, temporary restrictions on gun use and possession during a declared emergency —
including sensible restrictions that may be temporarily needed to protect public safety.


Are you really saying that municipalities or disaster responders running emergency shelters in areas where
guns are not currently prohibited (for example, a retail parking lot, a YMCA) would not be allowed to
prohibit carrying firearms at those shelters, or even make smart rules about how shelter residents’ firearms
are stored? Wouldn’t you agree that some rules about gun possession and use might be needed in that
shelter to keep families and children safe in these crowded and potentially chaotic conditions?


Disaster agencies need to be able tor respond to the particular risks and dangers in each emergency to keep
us safe. Tying their hands and taking away needed tools and authorities makes no sense. 


Second — It is outrageous that this law would be enforced by civil suit (including suits by special interest
groups) and that those bringing suit could receive triple punitive damages from Alaska’s governments or
disaster response entities. The fear of costly litigation would be a dangerous distraction to state and local
officials as they manage rapid disaster response in a crisis situation, and would dampen good decision-
making that is in the public interest.


I am curious if the bill proponents — or members of this Committee — have asked Alaskan municipalities,
the Alaska Municipal League, first responders, or disaster relief organizations their views regarding losing
the authority to temporarily and in a limited manner restrict gun use or possession during a disaster, AND
the potential that they would be sued and suffer costly penalties if they took such action to protect the
public. 


I encourage you to fully understand ALL sections of this bill. Purportedly, the main interest is to keep gun
stores open in a disaster. But, this bill goes far beyond ensuring “equity in commerce”. I urge you to address
that interest only, and delete the bill sections that limit the authority of state and municipal responders in
times of emergency and that invoke enforcement by civil suit.


Thank you for your attention to my comments,
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Jan Caulfield
Juneau, AK








From: Ann Gifford
To: House State Affairs; Rep. Laddie Shaw; Rep. Stanley Wright; Rep. Ben Carpenter; Rep. Craig Johnson; Rep.


Jamie Allard; Rep. Jennie Armstrong; Rep. Andi Story
Subject: Oppose HB 61
Date: Sunday, April 9, 2023 2:02:02 PM


Dear Chair Shaw and committee members,


I am a retired attorney and long-time resident of Juneau AK. I'm opposed to HB 61
because it would tie the hands of our governor and local officials when they most
need flexibility to respond to catastrophes. When there is an earthquake, flood or fire
governments often need to restrict access to specific areas or impose curfews to
protect safety and prevent theft. First responders need to set up shelters, field
hospitals and soup kitchens. Limiting the carrying or use of firearms in those times
and places can be an important tool to protect public safety and maintain order. I think
if we were to prohibit our leaders from using that tool we would come to regret it later. 


Sometimes it's not safe for people to drive their cars or trucks during an emergency.
Sometimes it's not safe for them to carry their guns. We need to make sure our
leaders have the ability to respond quickly and impose reasonable rules during
natural disasters and other emergencies to keep everyone safe.


I'm also concerned about giving favored status to commercial enterprises like gun
shops and shooting ranges. I understand that this bill was prompted by complaints
that these businesses were not considered “essential” and were subject to temporary
closure at the start of the Covid-19 pandemic. The types of services that are
considered essential can vary depending on the nature of an emergency and even on
the nature of a particular pandemic. I can’t fault our leaders for closing most shops
and services to try to contain the spread of Covid 19, especially in the early days
when we didn't know exactly how it was transmitted. Car and boat dealers didn’t
make the list of essential businesses, nor did health clubs. Why should a gun shop
get favored status over a car or boat dealer? Why should a shooting range get
preference over a health club? Please don't make decisions driven by economic
protectionism. 
 
Finally, I object to giving “a membership organization…dedicated…to the protection of
the rights of persons who possess or use firearms…” special status as a “person”
entitled to sue under this proposed law and to collect treble punitive damages if
they’re successful. This is a particularly offensive form of economic protectionism for
the NRA and similar gun rights organizations. It would encourage needless litigation
and the wasteful use of state funds to defend litigation where no actual person has
been harmed and is motivated to sue.
 
HB 61 would do nothing to promote the public interest. Please do not approve this
bill. 
 
Thank you for your service to our State. Sincerely, Ann Gifford 
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From: Larri Spengler
To: House State Affairs
Cc: Rep. Laddie Shaw; Rep. Stanley Wright; Rep. Ben Carpenter; Rep. Craig Johnson; Rep. Jamie Allard; Rep. Jennie 


Armstrong; Rep. Andi Story
Subject: no on SB 63 and HB 61
Date: Friday, April 7, 2023 4:51:07 PM


Greetings:


I urge you in the strongest terms to vote no on SB 63, which seems ill-conceived and 
dangerous. 


I also oppose its companion, HB 61.


As I understand, it would "prohibit the governor, a state agency, or a municipality from taking 
any action during a declared disaster emergency to restrict the possession, use or sale of a 
firearm, firearm accessory, ammunition or other weapon. This needlessly and dangerously ties 
the hand of the state and city governments and law enforcement who are charged with 
protecting public safety during a disaster emergency.”  


I agree with other opponents that: "In disaster situations, leaders must be able to move quickly, 
respond to unpredictable conditions, and take decisive actions to protect public health and 
safety. For example, it could be important to limit possession or use of firearms in certain 
areas to prevent them from being stolen, or to ensure safety in public shelters managed by the 
military, a government agency or the Red Cross. This bill seems to prevent law enforcement 
from taking these and other common sense steps to provide for public safety.”


Please reject this foolish and dangerous bill. 


Larri Spengler


Larri Irene Spengler
4545 Thane Road
Juneau, Alaska 99801
907-586-9768 (phone/fax)
lspengler@ak.net
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