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whatsoever. Thank you.

PRESI DENT~ Ti me. Thank you. Senator Ashford, please, followed
by Senator Hefner and Senator Haberman.

SENATOR ASHFORD: Thank you, Nr. president and nenbers. To
answer Senator NcFarland's concerns about conpromise, | will
tell himthat there is no conprom se on the concept, in ny book.
That it is justifiable for law enforcenent and for the citizens
of the State of Nebraska to want to make sure that felons do not
possess firearms by goi n1g_int0 a licensed dealer, lying on the
form and purchasing afirearm That's a legitimte concern by
the citizens of our state. And also | think there does need g
be a waiting period, and those are concepts whichare not
subj ect to conpronmise. | think I'd like to discuss a couple of
i ssues. First of all, the NRA and what their role has been.
I"ve heard, on the floor today, people saying, well, in the |ast
coupl e of days | have received lots of |'etters telling me to
oppose this bill. Well. as you know or you may know or may not
know, that the NRA sent out a mailing to the citizens of
Nebraska, 2,210 letters, telling NRA members to call their
senators tourge themto vote against this bill. Andthat's why
you' regetting those calls today. And | woul d suggest that you
I ook at the number of calls maybe you got six nonths ago, or
three weeks ago and see whether or not there s that kind of
opposi tion. Also, the NRA is interesting because when | first
proposed this provision, and it came to me through |a
enforcenment, not very liberal individuals but very tough, trenc
police officers who deal with these problems every day, and
said, we really need sone help in this area, | was...there was
an alert that went out fromthe NRA that said, Brad Ashford is
outto get your guns. And with no discussion of seven-day
wai ting periods and why they are necessary, no di scussion abodlt
why the NRA has changed their position from sypporting waitin
periods, no discussion about why they supported a waiting ﬁeri og
In Oregon and woul d not support a waiting period in Nebraska,

I think we have to take a | ook and decide what is the notivation
of the NRAin this case? 1Is it to stop any kind of |egislation,
even if it is legislation that is not radical at all but is, in
effect, conservative legislation that is supported «ndtHrourght

n

to this body by those individuals who are experts i e area?
I think that's really the issue. I'd like to talk alittle pijt
about the right to hear arns amendnent . Wien | wasin

Wsconsin, a couple of weeks ago, talking about the right to
bear ar ms amendment, and some of the concerns t hat | aw
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