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Thursday, January 11, 2018 
 
The Honorable Jaime Pedersen, Chair 
Senate Committee on Law and Justice 
235 John A. Cherberg Building 
P.O. Box 40443 
Olympia, WA 98504 
 
RE:  Senate Bill 6049 (Frockt) – Firearm Devices & Accessories 
 
POSITION: STRONGLY OPPOSE 
 
 
Dear Senator Pedersen: 
 
 On behalf of the members and supporters of Firearms Policy Coalition, I respectfully submit our 
opposition to Senate Bill 6049 (Frockt).  
 
 This measure would enact vague new terms, an unconstitutional new ban, and harsh new penalties 
for the possession of commonly owned, constitutionally-protected firearm instruments. Under SB 6049, 
"Large capacity magazine" would mean:  
 

• Any “ammunition feeding device with the capacity to accept more than ten rounds of ammunition” 
(though the statutes do not define which caliber of ammunition the device would need to hold in 
order to be considered large capacity magazine); or, 

 
• Any “conversion kit, part, or combination of parts, from which such a device can be assembled if 

those parts are in the possession or under the control of the same person…”, making virtually all 
law-abiding gun owners in Washington subject to this new set of laws. 

 
 Perhaps in a fit of “generosity”, the author of this nonsensical measure provided that the new 
definition “shall not be construed to include”: 
 

• Any ”ammunition feeding device that has been permanently altered” – which does not have any 
associated definition, leaving this vague term “permanently altered” up to whomever happens to 
be enforcing it that day – “so that it cannot accommodate more than ten rounds of ammunition” – 
again, without reference to the caliber of the number of cartridges that would trigger the definition 
(for example, a 10-round magazine for .40 S&W caliber handguns can generally hold and function 
with 11 rounds of 9mm ammunition); or  

 
• A “twenty-two caliber tube ammunition feeding device” – showing the unconstitutional under-

inclusiveness and irrationality of the law; or,  
 

• A “tubular magazine that is contained in a lever-action firearm.” Apparently, according to the author, 
the taking of private property and criminalizing of firearm parts is “A-OK”….as long as it’s not one 
of these! 

 
 And SB 6049l, while carving out exception after exception for the government’s favorite favored 
classes of individuals, fails to provide an exception for the continued possession and use of items in 
common use for self-defense in the home—a terminal defect. See, e.g., McDonald v. City of Chicago, 561 
U.S. 742, 780 (2010) ("[O]ur central holding in Heller [was] that the Second Amendment protects a personal 
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right to keep and bear arms for lawful purposes, most notably for self-defense within the home."). 
 
 We would be remiss if we did not note here that SB 6049’s proposed new section (to be added to 
chapter 9.41 RCW) reminds us of precisely the language and incrementalism employed to eventually ban—
outright—all standard capacity magazines in the State of California. (See, e.g., California Proposition 63 
(2016) and former Cal. Penal Code § 32310, et seq.).  
 
 No one is fooled by this bill…least of all us. Everyone in America has seen this movie before. 
 

* * * 
 
 The fact remains that there is no evidence a law of this kind stops criminals that choose to disobey 
other laws as well – leaving all law-abiding citizens at a clear defensive disadvantage to any would-be 
criminal or terrorist. 
 
 SB 6049 would infringe on the fundamental, individual right to keep and bear arms protected under 
the Second Amendment to the United States Constitution and the Washington State Constitution. For all 
of the reasons stated above, we must oppose SB 6049 and urge your “NO” vote.  
 
 Please don’t hesitate to contact us at (855) 372-7522 or policy@fpchq.org if we can be of any 
assistance to you or your staff. 
 
 
 
 

Respectfully, 
 
 

 
Philip Watson 
Legislative Advocate 
 
 
Cc: Author; Committee Members 


