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could. But I'm not going to repeat it. I f he chooses to say
it, I will let him, because I don't think I could finish the
statement. But for the reasons that I gave, I will vote against
the amendment. I think in general t he b i l l i s good . But
remember, if you create an immunity here that is virtually
absolute, I'm not sure if it's something that you want t o do .
And I understand what Senator Wesely and the others are trying
to work out. But an attractive nuisance still allows the owner
to be liable. I couldn't rig up a cross-bow to protect my peach
tree from children or anybody else climbing over the fence to
get the peaches. You can't even rig a spring gun in your house
that will kill somebody if they come through the door. You can
do it, but there have been people who have done it and they have
been held l e g a l ly r e s ponsible . So I meant as far as having theknow-how, y o u can do anything you want to, but legal liability
will attach. And I think that dogs can be as dangerous.

. .

SPEAKER BARRETT: One minute.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: ...as other instrumentalities in the same way
that every gun should be considered loaded, every dog with teeth
should be considered a biter. And if there are situations where
the circumstances that Senator Wesely indicated would i nd i cat e
that this dog is likely to do something, then maybe it should be
possible to place some restrictions on the owner with reference
to that dog. I don't know what amendment you would d raf t , b u r.
this one might be broader than what I could support.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank you. There are no other lights on.
Senator Wesely, anything further on the amendment?

SENATOR WESELY: Thank you, Nr . S pe a ke r , members. As you can
see fr o m Sen a tor Lamb's discussion and Senator Chambers' I'm
between a rock and a hard place here in trying to find a middle
ground. I think, you know, both have got legitimate concerns.
And I t hi nk t hi s bill attempts to deal with both. The
particular amendment deals with the question of trespassing.
I t ' s already i n t he bil l and t hi s is taken from m odel
l egi s l a t i o n o ut o f Or e g o n , I believe. We can work with Senator
Chambers on f u r t he r modif i c a t i on . I u n d e r s t an d wh a t he' s
saying. This bill deals with trying to identify dogs and get
them taken care of before they hurt people, t hat ' s r eal l y t h e
intent. It's a preventive effort to try and spot these dogs and
do something about it before somebody gets hurt. The fr e e bi t e
thing isn't exactly the case. W e do have p rov i si o n s , i f t h ey
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