To: The Judiciary Committee

Subject: LD 677 An Act to Update the Statutory Definition of "Machine Gun" and Prohibit
Possession of a Rapid-fire Device & LD 953 An Act to Change the Definition of "Machine Gun"
in the Maine Criminal Code.

Good morning, Senator Carney, Representative Kuhn and the Judiciary Committee. My
Name is Craig Caffrey of Bowdoinham and I’ve written this testimony against both LD 677 An
Act to Update the Statutory Definition of "Machine Gun" and Prohibit Possession of a Rapid-fire
Device & LD 953 An Act to Change the Definition of "Machine Gun" in the Maine Criminal
Code

The Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco and Firearms (BATF) already defines “machine gun” under 26
U.S.C. 5845b as:

- Any weapon which shoots, is designed to shoot, or can be readily restored to shoot,
automatically more than one shot without manual reloading, by a single function of the
trigger

- The frame or receiver of any such weapon

- Any part designed and intended solely and exclusively, or combination of parts designed
and intended for use in converting a weapon into a machinegun, or

- Any combination of parts from which a machinegun can be assembled if such parts are in
the possession or under the control of a person.

By attempting to redefine the term “machine gun,” is nothing more than playing “gotcha” and to
hinder law abiding Maine citizens.

Both bills are just examples of legislative assaults on our Constitutional rights to keep and bear
arms under both the federal and state Constitutions needs to stop!

I urge this committee to vote “OUGHT NOT TO PASS” on LD677 An Act to Update the
Statutory Definition of "Machine Gun" and Prohibit Possession of a Rapid-fire Device & An Act
to Change the Definition of "Machine Gun" in the Maine Criminal Code.

Thank you for your time,
Craig Caffrey

Bowdoinham



Craig Caffrey
Bowdoinham
LD 953

To: The Judiciary Committee

Subject: LD 677 An Act to Update the Statutory Definition of "Machine Gun" and
Prohibit Possession of a Rapid-fire Device & LD 953 An Act to Change the
Definition of "Machine Gun" in the Maine Criminal Code.

Good morning, Senator Carney, Representative Kuhn and the Judiciary Committee.
My Name is Craig Caffrey of Bowdoinham and I’ve written this testimony against
both LD 677 An Act to Update the Statutory Definition of "Machine Gun" and
Prohibit Possession of a Rapid-fire Device & LD 953 An Act to Change the
Definition of "Machine Gun" in the Maine Criminal Code

The Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco and Firearms (BATF) already defines “machine
gun” under 26 U.S.C. 5845b as:

-Any weapon which shoots, is designed to shoot, or can be readily restored to shoot,
automatically more than one shot without manual reloading, by a single function of
the trigger

-The frame or receiver of any such weapon

-Any part designed and intended solely and exclusively, or combination of parts
designed and intended for use in converting a weapon into a machinegun, or

-Any combination of parts from which a machinegun can be assembled if such parts
are in the possession or under the control of a person.

By attempting to redefine the term “machine gun,” is nothing more than playing
“gotcha” and to hinder law abiding Maine citizens.

Both bills are examples of lawfare and legislative assaults on our Constitutional rights
to keep and bear arms under both the federal and state Constitutions!

I urge this committee to vote “OUGHT NOT TO PASS” on LD677 An Act to Update
the Statutory Definition of "Machine Gun" and Prohibit Possession of a Rapid-fire
Device & An Act to Change the Definition of "Machine Gun" in the Maine Criminal
Code.

Thank you for your time,

Craig Caffrey

Bowdoinham



