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understand what you have before us at this particul ar point.
What you are saying to the body is that if a person drives by a
h(_)use, they see another person jn the house, they shoot a
firearmat the house,_theg mi ght even hit the house, but the
projectile hit the house in the top story, the person was in the

bottom story, we know who did it, we apprehend the person, there
is clear-cut evidence that he fired at the house, you' re gaying

that no felony charges could be filed under any circunstance
there. |Is that correct?
SENATOR ABBOUD: Yes.

SENATOR BERNARD-STEVENS: O(ay’ and .| ' m go| ng tp have to think
about that because that, to me, is interesting | guess. The

question that | have for you, the way the bill is now worded, e
have stricken out the word maliciously, if I understand. sgnow
we have just with the intent. correct’'? If | intend to shoot 2
firearm at an inhabited or occupied or go through the litany o
what needs to be inhabited or occupied and the pr oj ectile
actually hits that place that was inhabited, then that would be
a felony?

"ENATOR ABBOUD: Yes.

SENATOR BERNARD-STEVENS: Okay. | know this is what if and |
know we can what if any bill at an%/ time, you know, on any
situation, so I'mnot trying to what if fhe bill; but I do have

a question, what would happen. Now there is a person out there,
whet her they had a fight with sonebody or whether they didn" t,
they are out there shooting at a bird out 5 the country and
they mss, hit the house, they hit a house that is occupied.
Okay, now obviously the intent was to fire the weapon because
they were trying to hit the bird, but they hit the house. |q
that a felony then under this bill?

SENATOR ABBOUD: No.

SENATOR BERNARD-STEVENS:  And why would it not be?

SENATOR ABBOUD: No, it's not a felony.

SENATOR BERNARD-STEVENS:  And it would not be for what reason?
S ENATOR ABBOUD: Because t he | anguage of the bill states

"intentionally discharges a firearm and strikes with a
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