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SENATOR BERNARD-STEVENS: ... to shoot the house and | know that
the person, that there was a person in the house, you're saying
that there is no way ba/ any stretch of the jmagination that a

county attorney coul stretch that into an assault, attenpted
assault with a deadly weapon?

SENATOR ABBOUD: Yes.

SENATOR BE_RNARD -STEVENS: Ckay, so | guess |'mback to where |
started, it seens to me that 1f we know the intent, e knowthe
intent was to hit the house that the person was at, and we're
getting to the point now that we could then go to an assault
with a ‘deadly weapon because we know t he i ntent, that now a
felony charge could be done. Now, with this bill, to nme that
doesn't change anything because you still have to have absolute
intent before you could even, even before this |anguage will go

into effect, and | guess | don_'t see where we're improving
t hings, though |I understand the intent.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Time.

SENATOR BERNARD-STEVENS:  And maybe when...Senator Abboudcan, |
think he's after me, can gointo sone of those areas just a

little bit. Thank you.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Thank you. f)/ other discussion? Senator

Abboud, did youwant to respond? vyour |ight is on next. Thank

you.

S_ENATOR_ ABBOUD: Yes_, Senator Barrett. I'mglad we' re having a
di scussion about this hill. \wen you provide for an assault, an
i ndi vi dual has to have an intent to assault that other

individual and I think that is where the prosecutors and the

courts have had problems, that there is no clear intent to
provide for that assault. \When soneone assaults...let' s say |

walked ~over to Senator Bernard-Stevens and | take a swing at

him there is clearly an intent on ny part to do bodily injury

to Senator Stevens. But when an individual, as strange as it
may sound, when an individual fires a weapon i

kill any number of jndividuals within the househol d and the))//
fire that weapon, the weapon hits the house, goes inside the
house, breaks the windows, comes perilously close to hitting
soneone and injuring soneone, then that indivi dual no Ionger has
that type of...is no clear intent to do bodily jpjur t hat
i ndi vi dual . So that would be in response to Senat or gt evens and
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