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Summary of Bill


Assembly Bill (AB) 193 – Under current law, an individual generally has the right to protect oneself provided that the use of force is reasonable and the force is used to prevent or stop an unlawful interference between themselves and another person.  The person may only use deadly force or force to induce great bodily harm if the individual needs to prevent the imminent death or great bodily harm of himself, herself or another person.





AB 193 would require the courts to presume that the person believed that deadly force or force with the intent of great bodily harm was necessary to prevent death or great prevent bodily harm if;


- The force was used against an individual who was in the process of, or had forcibly and unlawfully entered into a residence.


- The person was present in the residence. 


- The person using the force knew or believed that an unlawful entry had occurred.





The bill also states that this law does not apply if the person using force was engaged in an illegal activity or if the person entering the residence identifies themselves as a peace officer and is acting in his or her official duties.  





Assembly Substitute Amendment (ASA) 1 – The committee on Personal Privacy recommended passage of ASA 1 which would do the following:


Provides immunity from civil liability if the above conditions are met.


If the court finds a defendant in a civil proceeding involving the use of deadly force is immune from liability, then the person is entitled to attorney fees, court costs, compensation for lost income, and other expenses incurred to defend him/herself.





Fiscal Effect:


None





Supporters Message:


When a criminal enters your home illegally, you deserve the right to protect yourself, your family, and your personal property without fear of prosecution.


In the event of a home invasion, the last thing the victim should have to worry about is whether or not they will be sued for matching force with force.


Individuals are more endangered when they are forced to decide what appropriate force is.


When an intruder enters your home you shouldn’t be expected to ask whether or not they intend to do you or your family harm before you protect yourself.





Opponents Message:


Opponents fear that creating a presumption of self defense will lead to more public violence. 


Opponents have also argued that similar laws give citizens more rights to use deadly force than we give police officers, and with less review.


Current law which states equal force must be used is satisfactory to defending one’s defense and property.
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Key Supporters:


Rep. Hraychuck; Mr. Bill Wiesmueller Jr. (Saukville, WI); Mr. William Schmitz (Red Granite, WI); Rep. Danou; Mr. Jeff Nass (Pulaski, WI); Mr. Jim Fendry (Greendale, WI); National Rifle Association; Mr. Richard Church (Friendship, WI); Sen. Grothman; SCI Chapters Wisconsin; Sen. Holperin; UMOS, Inc.; Milwaukee Police Assoc.; WI Pro-Gun Movement; Debra Schmitz (Red Granite, WI); WI Coalition for Consumer Choice; 





Key Opponents:


Wisconsin Anti-Violence Effort





Committee Vote:


On October, 15th 2009, the Assembly committee on Personal Privacy recommended passage of AB 193 and ASA 1 to AB 193, by a vote of 5-1, [Kessler against; Staskunas absent]





Ranking Member Author of Bill Summary


Luke Hilgemann; Office of Rep. Scott Suder (7-0280)








April 15th, 2010





Personal Privacy








2009-10 Issue & Bill Summaries





AB 193 – The Privilege of Self Defense (Castle Doctrine)    (continued; p. 2 of 2)





2009-10


 Issue & Bill Summaries








Assembly Republican Caucus








