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Q. There has been an informai attempt to do s07?

A. Certainly there are conve?sations about how
much easier it is to be able to acguire firearms in the
used market, for example, in other%states.

0. Has CGF ever attempted to;determine whether the
ten-day waiting period in Californ?a ig responsible for
any of the disparity between California and another
state? .

A, We have certainly Compar%d it from a
criminologic standpoint and found;that in fact
Callfornla s gun homicide rate contlnu to be higher
than those places that de not have a waiting period.

\Q. This research on the gun;homicide rate was
related to the ten~day waiting pe%iod or not?

A. The basket of.Californiafgun control.

Q. In other words, 1t was aﬁout California's gun
laws as a group?

A. T would say it's mostly about the background
check and the universal background check, as well as
the ten-day waiting period.

Q. Did CGF determine or calculate any gun homicide
rates of its own in this research?’

3. No, because CGF is relying primarily on the FBI
and WISQORRS data, as well as a Rénd stucdy in Los

Angeles.
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A. Washington state. Florida.
Q. Any others?
A. Forty-nine others. The cnes that are most

applicable are the ones with larg@r urban environments.
Q. What I'm asking -— I'm n&t asking you tg name
the 45 states. I'm .saying, which;states have you done

this comparative analysis for ——

A We --—

Q. -— California and other étates, which othexr
states?

A. We focused on Texas. |

Q. bid you -- did CGF compiie data for states

hesides California and Texas?
A, We reviewed the rest of the other 49, yes.
O. and so CGE's understandihg is that Texas has a

lower gun homicide rate than California?

A That's correct.

Q. 2nd its gun homicide rate based on what
metrics?

e The FBI crime data.

Q. Is it like a per capita --

A, Yes —--—

C. -— rate?

A. -~ it's a per capita rate.

0. aAnd CGF has determined ﬁhat some amount of that
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difference is attributable to there pbeing a ten-day
waiting pericd in California?

A, T would say the other way around: The ten-day
waiting periocd does not seem to bé as effective as no
walting is in Texas.

Q. You said that there wereiother things in the
basket of California gun laws tha% CGF thinks are
relevant to the gun homicide ratejcomparative date,
correct?

A That's cerrect.

Q. What percentage of the effect is from

california's ten-day waiting period versus other laws?

A. I'd say 50 percent of it.
0. Why are you saying 50 pe&cent?
A. necalse the other thing that matters 1s the

universal background check regquirement.
Q. Th other words, there are two things that
affect this data. Do you know that each thing affects

the data equally?

A, That's our supposition.
Q. What's the basis for the supposition?
A. The fundamental difference between Texas law

and California law is the universal background check

and the ten—day waliting period. ‘When considered with

the fact that handguns are something near 80 or 90

103




(3%

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

A. That's correct.

Q. That person could be doiﬁg something else
besides going to the grocery storé?

A. That's correct.

C. ITs there something about;a CGF member making =z
trip to a firearms seller that crgates a different kind

of opportunity cest?

A Yes.

Q. What's the difference?

L, one can't do & single trip te be able to
acgquire a firearm. You must do multiple trips.

Q. If a CGF member's home is exactly five miles
away from a.groéery store that thg person uses and 1is
exactly five miles away in & slightly different
direction to a firearms retailer that the person uses
and the trawvel time to both places is the same, isn't
the opportunity cost of each trip the same?

A. It doesn't take twe trips to buy milk.

0. S¢ it's the second trip that's required when a
person purchases a firearm that's causing an
opportunity cost that CGF cbhjects to?

A. It's one of the opportunity costs that CGF
objscts to.

Q. Yeah. 1I'm sayving in thét hypothetical.

A Yes.
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A I do not believe There i% any CGF board member
passed or present with a felony c%nviction-

g. Has CGF attempted to gatﬁer information freom
members about whether the ten—dayiwaiting period has
prevented them from effectively a%fending themselves o
their familieé in their homes? :

AL We are aware of a couple.situations where it
has been a real hindrance, YeésS.

0. How did you find out about those couple of
instances?

A. Usually word of mouth spécificaliy around the
L.A. riots.

- and has anyone at CGF interviewed or taken

statements from the people that mads these contentions?

2l This doesn't rise to more than a formal —-
informal conversation. Pardon.
Q. So vou say there are & couple of instances. Do

you mean two?

A, That I'm aware of.

o. Were bofh instances related to the L.A. riots?
A. Yes.

Q. Do you know the names of the pecple who héve

made these contentions?
B. One person actually wrote a well-known article

about it, but I don't recall the 'mame or the article’'s
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Q. Okay. All right. Let's move on to the other
instance. There is another CGFE member who alleges, you
know, that the ten-day waiting peiiod prevented the

person from getting a firearm to defend himself or

herself.
A. Um-hum.
0. Actually, strike. Strike that. Let's move

back. Let's move back to the playwright. Was the
playwright attacked? |

A, The playwright escaped during an opening night
from a mob and went home and basibally figured out that
he couldn't then get a [irearm and did as immediately
what he could.

Q. Do you know if the playwright ever acgquired a
firearm even, you know, after waiting ten days?

A. He states that he did later, yes.

Q. An@ in the article deoes the playwright say that

he's used the firearm in self-defense?

AL I don't recall.
Q- All right. Let's move on to the other
instance. Do you know the name of the pérscon who is

the other person that we're referring to?

AL T gdon't recall her name.
Q- Do you recall that the person is a female?
a. That's correct.
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O And did she also attempt: to obtain a firearm

during the time of the 1992 L.A. iiots?

A Na.

Q. What was her attempt to bbtain firearms in

connection with, if anything?

A She had someone who she was concerned wWas a
stalker.

Q. . Um—hum. When was she being stalked by this
person?

A A couple.years ago.

0. Did this woman write an article or make any
writing describing her predicament?
A, No.

Q. How did you become aware that this woman had

this predicament?

A. A conversation with a friend of hers who was a

volunteer for us.

Q. and did vou ever -- so you talked to a friend
of hers --

B Correct.

Q. -- about this woman's problem --

A, Correct.

Q. -— with the stalker and --

A. Um~hum .

Q. ~- not being able to geﬁ a firearm to defend
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A. I don't recall.

Q. Have you ever heard anyoﬁe say that the
California background check syste@ for prospective
firearms purchasers could be a na?ional mude;, or words

to that effect?

A. Yes:
0. Where have you heard such statements?
A. Various members of the press, various advocates

for gun control.

0. Is it CGF‘S pesition that the Califormnia
background check system is the woist of the existing
systems?

A The background check sysfem is not a problem.

In fact CGF's position is that the background check

system is in some —- many cases better than other
states. It's the waiting period that's the problem.
Q. boes CGF understand that the California

background check system takes ten days for the reason

that that's often how long it takes to do a background

check?

A. That's actually not what we see from the FFLs
we know.

Q. - What's your understanding on why the background

check is presently at ten days?

A. Arbitrarily set by the Legislature.
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Department of Justice. At the same time, we are€ also
|

aware that many of our plaintiffsfare prescreenesd, so,
therefore, it should be very easy to know whether or
not they are prohibited or not.

Q. When you say "prescreeneé,“ what do you mean
prescreened? .

A. They either have a carry;license or Certificate
of Rligibility issued by the Department.

0. There are CGF members that don't have either of
those things, correct?

A, That's true.

Q- For that group of people, the people that lack

‘the licenses or the certificates,'does CGF understand

that those people are subject to any kind of continuocus
or ongoing background check?

A. Yes, actually they are. Otherwise the APFS
would not be adding people to it.

Q. Se¢ is it CGF's position that for a persen who
has been through the ten-day waiting period, once
California can check to see if that person appears on
the Armed Prohibited Persons List and thereby make a
decision about whether thg person should be allowed to
obtain an additional firearm?

A. Yes.

Q. Is it CGF's position that that's the only
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