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Re: NSSF Opposition to SF 3655 / SF 4067; Criminalizing Certain Legal Triggers, Costs
and Compensation.

Honorable Chair Marty and Members of the Committee:

The National Shooting Sports Foundation (NSSF) is the trade association for the firearms,
ammunition, hunting and recreational shooting sports industry.

Our membership includes Minnesota based federally licensed firearms retailers. Our
manufacturer members make the firearms and ammunition used by law-abiding Minnesota
sportsmen, the US military and law enforcement agencies throughout the state.

This letter is to express our opposition to SF 3655 and SF 4067 which seek to criminalize
certain legal triggers for firearms. We believe treating these triggers as “machine guns” is
inaccurate, and that as contemplated the proposal would result in an uncompensated “taking”
from legal firearm businesses and owners by the State.

In March of 2022, the common trigger type known as a binary 36trigger was specifically referred
to by the ATF as “not a machine gun” component. (https.//www.atf.gov/firearms/docs/open-
letter/all-ffls-mar-2022-open-letter-forced-reset-triggers-frts/download)

The ATF has been very clear: Binary triggers don’t qualify as machine gun components. The
ATF also has clear processes for the surrender and destruction of illegal machine guns. Binary
triggers would not fall within the ATF’s process because they are legal so it remains unclear
what Minnesota suggests be done with the binary triggers that would be surrendered or
confiscated under this bill. This debate has been ongoing for some time, but there are still many
crucial question remaining to be answered.

A binary trigger is a relatively expensive firearm component. The market value is in the $400
range. This proposal means loss of value and the need to purchase and install some other
equivalent (high end) trigger. The process will require a professional gunsmith; it will not be
easy or inexpensive. We estimate the cost at $800 per firearm in value lost, new component
cost, and gunsmithing.

We still see no evidence that there will be a “grandfather” clause covering existing binary
triggers in circulation nor a proposed budget to reimburse owners who are mandated to modify
their firearms. Again, these triggers are not illegal at the federal level. As such, their
criminalization in a single state when they are legal elsewhere destroys a firearm’s value and
constitutes a “taking” from the owner. The Minnesota Constitution, Article 1 Section 13 reads:

“Private property shall not be taken, destroyed or damaged for public use without just
compensation therefor, first paid or secured.”
The Minnesota provision is similar to the US Constitution’s “Takings Clause”.

"nor shall private property be taken for public use, without just compensation."
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We have still seen no recognition by this body of the cost associated with this proposal. We
have seen no mechanism to control what would be done with removed trigger assemblies. We
question if there has been adequate consideration of the fiscal repercussions of this decision —
on the State and on the individual firearm owners who have hurt no one by choosing to exercise
their Constitutionally-protected right to purchase a binary trigger which the ATF has recognizes
as legal for years.

There are certainly many thousands of these triggers installed legally on firearms in the State of
Minnesota. This action would criminalize thousands of Minnesotans, create millions in cost to
avoid criminality, and leave doubt as to the fate of the components and firearms in question.

A criminal in Minnesota illegally used a firearm and component — that can’t be reason to take
property from and criminalize thousands of other Minnesotans who have followed the law.
Please give this discussion the attention it deserves.

We urge you to oppose SF 3655 and SF 4067.

Sincerely,

Moriah Day
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