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Minutes:                                                 1, 2, 3 

 
Chairman J. Dockter: Opens the hearing on HB 1381.  
 
Rep. Simons: (Handout #1,2) Introduces the bill. He feels we should not be using law 
enforcement to buy back guns. He testified, what are we showing our children when law 
abiding citizens are turning in firearms to the police station? It’s saying something.  
 
Rep. Adams: How is law enforcement hurt anybody if there are guns not being used being 
bought and destroyed so they are no longer out? How does that hinder anyone on their 
Second Amendment rights to willing turn in a gun?  
 
Rep. Simons: What is the proper role of government? If a private business comes to 
government are they supposed to just do anything a private person wants them to do?  It 
comes down to role of government and I don’t see where the role of government says we are 
going to participate in buying back anything. There are private businesses that people can 
sell their guns to. We don’t need government to do that.  
 
Rep. Johnson: I don’t understand the point about what our children are going to take from 
this transaction? If a parent doesn’t want their child to see this transaction that parent has a 
right to keep that child at home.  
 
Rep. Simons: Children are very smart, if you have a cell phone you have access to all the 
news and see all kinds of things. If an anti-gun group wanted to have a buyback program, 
they can do that. What we are saying is the government should have nothing to do with that.  
 
Rep K. Koppelman: The bill deals strictly with the buyback piece, we had legislation in the 
past that forbade the destruction of guns acquired through this program. Are you aware of 
that? If buy backs are allowed, I think they need to be sold at auction.  
 
Rep. Simons: I am not.  



House Political Subdivisions Committee  
HB 1381 
2/7/19 
Page 2  
   

 
Rep. Fegley: Are there any going on in North Dakota right now? 
 
Rep. Simons: Not to my understanding? But it will be a short time before this does happen.  
 
Rep. Guggisberg: I understand the government not getting in the market, but what about 
the local control?  
 
Rep. Simons: Even local government needs to stay in the realms of the government. So 
when you are having a police force do this, it’s very important they hold the same standards. 
Most all police officers are pro Second Amendment rights. The problem is what message 
does that send to the people that turn in their guns to the police? They swore an oath, saying 
that why would they be taking guns from people? That’s for private business.  
 
Rep. Adams: How is my giving my gun to police or a private because I no longer have a 
need for it, why is that an evil thing? If I’m giving it away freely is it stopping my Second 
Amendment Rights?  
 
Rep. Simons: When you see what happened in other countries and the gun buyback 
programs, we do not want to go there. For every one person there are 5-9 guns in our country, 
when we give the concept that the government is buying evil guns it is a bad concept. The 
government should have no role and should be upholding Second Amendment Rights.  
 
Rep K. Koppelman: In your research how long has this buyback programs been going? 
 
Rep. Simons: It recently has come to my attention. I do not know how long it has been going 
on.  
 
Rep. Johnson: I don’t see guns as evil. You are trying to force your perception on ours and 
that buyback programs show that guns are evil. I don’t think forced perception should be 
legislative, you are saying government shouldn’t get tax payer dollars to buyback guns 
because it shows they are evil. Aren’t there any secondary benefits to gun buyback 
programs? 
 
Rep. Simons: There are perceptions, they don’t look like the bad person, they have the state 
making them look like they are doing that. The NRA and National Rifleman’s Association they 
are opposed to this. This is a real issue because the perception goes back to the state.  
 
Rep. Johnson: But if you are forcing a perception on someone who doesn’t have that 
perception aren’t you violating their freedom of speech?  
 
Rep. Simons: It is true perception across the country. The whole idea behind starting these 
programs are giving the perception that the government is taking your guns away.  
 
Rep. Johnson: One of the strongest organizations in the country is NRA. It’s hard to believe 
with their membership that that perception is the case. The anti-gun group is weak and this 
kind of legislation seeks to tamp down that group.  
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Rep. Simons: I disagree. People that support NRA and Rifleman’s Association see it this 
way.   
 
Rep. Strinden: Can you help me understand private business buying back guns?  
 
Rep. Simons: Selling a gun is simple. Any gun shop or pawn shop will buy them, you can 
sell them online, and gun shop will buy them or you can trade them in.  
 
Rep. Hatlestad: As I go back the buyback program was a safety issue. In the big city where 
crime was an issue here was an opportunity for a person with limited financial resources to 
sell a gun. Which in turn takes that gun off the street, which allegedly gives us a safer 
environment. My perception of a firearm buyback program you are doing it voluntary, I don’t 
know where the state is creating a bad situation.  
 
Rep. Simons: It is perspective and the state should not be in the business of buying guns. 
Guns with the serial numbers filed off is a federal offense, you can’t sell it. That is what private 
sector is for, the government should not be participating.  
 
Rep. Adams: Is this bill because if there is a buyback program the guns will be destroyed? 
You say you can sell a gun right away you can also buy a gun right away. If they say we don’t 
want to hurt your Second Amendment Rights by doing a background check on you. It is the 
perception the gun is going to be destroyed?  
 
Rep. Simons: No not really, it’s the perception that the government is doing things they are 
not supposed to be doing, participating in buying back guns they have no business doing 
that.  
 
Rep K. Koppelman: You talked about some groups funding these operations, is that typically 
how that happens? Or do some use public funds to purchase guns?  
 
Rep. Simons: There has been cases where cities and states have done that, and I am 
opposed to that. There should be a public awareness and there should be a public outcry if 
they believe that and the funds should be raised.  
 
Justin LaBar: (Handout #3) Read his testimony.    
 
Rep. Johnson: You say you are a firm believer in property rights that is how the police are 
funded through property tax. If I want to use my property tax dollars to support a gun buyback 
program, I should be able to. What is good for one city might not be good for some other city 
in North Dakota. You are suggesting that this should be statewide, but I should be able to 
use my money my tax dollars and vote for those people who I want to combat gun violence.   
 
Mr.LaBar: I’m a huge believer in local control but when we are talking about organizations 
especially local law enforcement agencies and state law enforcement agencies, they receive 
state and local tax payer dollars, and those tax payer dollars include people who may not be 
in favor of that. We have government competing with businesses that sell firearms that is not 
appropriate. We have an obligation to protect the tax payers and to protect those people in 
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local government who have businesses that can buy back the firearms if people choose to 
get rid of them.   
 
Rep. Adams:  If the buybacks do no good and we don’t have any in North Dakota and we 
are not using any police money and a private person is paying for the guns, why do we need 
the bill? Isn’t this about my free choice? I would rather give my gun to a law enforcement 
officer than to throw it into the landfill. If we aren’t using any tax payer money, why are you 
writing the bill what is your actual reasoning is?  
 
Mr. LaBar: The reason is for that is the private organizations or private businesses will put 
up the money so that program can be funded. But when you utilize the law enforcement 
agency to carry out that program you are by using that time and that law enforcement you 
are expending tax payer dollars to do it.  
 
Rep K. Koppelman: In North Dakota we haven’t had these programs and we haven’t had 
the proliferation of street crime that big cities do, I think more of handguns in this case. But 
when I look at these pictures I see more long guns. How would these programs accomplish 
their stated objective if most of what they are collecting are shotguns?   
 
Mr. LaBar: Some have found these to be ineffective because they do not do the targeted 
objective. So you are not removing the guns from the street that they believe will be 
participating in various crimes. People can make a gun and take it in and make money on it. 
Other circumstances people make take someone else’s gun and resell it. There is a no 
question ask in buyback programs.   
 
Rep. Ertelt: Do you see firearm buyback program as an affront on the Second Amendment?  
 
Mr. LaBar: Yes, I do.  
 
Rep. Johnson: The gun buyback by law enforcement isn’t by private group, so this seeks to 
eliminate the firearm buyback program by public entities. But you just said it was an effort by 
private organizations to defeat the strong gun lobby that exists? There is a disconnect there.  
 
Mr. LaBar: These programs are often done in accordance with law enforcement and private 
organizations so they work together. This bill specifically prohibits law enforcement from 
participating in any firearm buyback program or expending tax payer dollars directly.  
 
Rep. Johnson: Only public entities participate in the firearm buyback, but you want to allow 
the private organizations to continue their efforts to diminish the strong gun lobby?  
 
Mr. LaBar: Only the private organizations and private individuals to be permitted to continue 
to do what they do because that is an issue of private property.  
  
Rep. Adams: So then you don’t want the government in any part of this, what about when 
they take back drugs and checking my car seat they are interfering with my private property 
then. What is the difference between those and my gun? We don’t want the government to 
do anything that would help us as citizens?  
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Mr. LaBar: The difference in those situations, I personally disagree with those programs 
where we do take drugs back from the public, in one situation you are potentially expending 
tax payer dollars to purchase the firearms. I hope the government is not buying drugs from 
people.    
 
Chairman J. Dockter: Closed the hearing. 
 
 
 
 



2019 TESTIMONY 

HB 1381 

 

 












