
Chair and Members of the Senate Finance Committee,

My name is Dru DeLange, and I am a resident of Lester Prairie, Minnesota. I am writing in firm
opposition to SF 3655 and its proposed restrictions on commonly owned semiautomatic firearms and
standard-capacity magazines.

I am a father, a hunter, and a lawful firearm owner. The firearms I own are part of a tradition I intend
to pass down to my children and grandchildren.

There is growing frustration among lawful firearm owners that SF 3655 reflects a politically driven
response rather than a demonstrably effective public safety measure. Whether intended or not, the
bill is widely perceived as symbolic legislation that prioritizes political messaging over measurable
results. Minnesotans deserve serious policy solutions, not legislation designed to create headlines
while ignoring practical realities. That perception matters, because it erodes public trust in the
legislative process.

SF 3655 also presents serious constitutional vulnerability. Restrictions on commonly owned
semiautomatic firearms and standard-capacity magazines are inconsistent with established Supreme
Court precedent protecting arms in common use. Advancing legislation that is highly likely to face
immediate and sustained legal challenge is not prudent governance. It is an avoidable invitation to
prolonged litigation and significant cost to Minnesota taxpayers.

There are also clear enforcement concerns. Broad prohibitions on widely owned firearms are difficult
to implement in practice and have produced low compliance in other jurisdictions. When laws cannot
be realistically or consistently enforced, they weaken respect for the law itself while diverting
resources away from violent offenders.

In addition, proposals of this kind place new burdens on citizens who already follow the law while
doing little to directly address criminal misuse of firearms. Lawful owners should not be treated as the
primary target of policies aimed at violent crime simply because they are easier to regulate than
criminals.

Taken together, SF 3655 raises significant legal, fiscal, and practical concerns. Minnesotans are
paying close attention to whether legislation is grounded in effectiveness and constitutional durability,
or whether it prioritizes symbolic action over workable policy.

I respectfully urge the committee to reject SF 3655 and instead focus on targeted, enforceable
measures that directly address violent crime while respecting constitutional limits.

Thank you for your time and consideration.

Sincerely,
Dru DeLange
Lester Prairie, Minnesota


