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MEMORANDUM


DATE: 	April 03, 2019

TO: 	Honorable Members of the House Federalism Committee

FROM:	Chris Dorr
		Director, Ohio Gun Owners

RE:		The Splendor of the Second Amendment



Chairman Becker, Vice Chairman Stoltzfus, Ranking Member Miller, and members of the House Federalism Committee, it’s an honor to stand here for our members and supporters to testify before you and introduce the positive argument for firearms rights and the human right to self-defense to this committee.

I’m Chris Dorr, the Director for Ohio Gun Owners.

The pro-gun position has several key facets and policy positions that we’ll talk about here today, but foundational to the positive argument for gun rights are gun owners’ presuppositions, our starting point - what we presuppose to be true from the outset of this debate.

One of the fundamental truths that our pro-gun position is built upon is that self-defense is a human right. 

We believe the prohibition of taking innocent life is written on the heart of every person.

So too we also believe that every person has the right to defend themselves or the innocent against anyone who does not regard the natural prohibition of taking innocent life.

We believe the act of self-defense itself is an act of justice and mercy on the account of the innocent, not an act of aggression towards the aggressor.

Also presuppositional to the case for gun rights is the understanding that our right to bear, possess, acquire and transport firearms as free individuals is not bestowed on us by government.

Government is not an originator of human rights.

As free and lawful Americans, our rights are endowed on us by our Creator. Because we are a Constitutional Republic (NOT a Democracy), our rights are only recognized and not created in the US Constitution and our state constitution as a limitation on government and not the people.

We believe that the Second Amendment was enshrined in the Bill of Rights as a final check and balance on tyrannical government, not to ensure our ability to duck hunt or shoot deer.

These ideas are presuppositional to the pro-gun side of this debate. 

They are not new in America. 

In the 1770’s and 1780’s, King George thought he could trample out the freedoms we’re talking about here today, but our forebearers disagreed so thoroughly with him that they organized together, took up guns together and killed British soldiers by the thousands together because they were completely intolerant of England’s side of the debate. 

The very discussion we’re having here today in this beautiful building is happening because of a brilliant system of checks and balances that was purchased by our founders who had the discussion we’re having here today in blood, lead and gun powder. 

Pro-Gun Agenda

That being said, let’s get into the nuts and bolts of the pro-gun policy agenda. 

In no particular order, first on the list of pro-gun policies gun owners would like to see this committee advance is Constitutional Carry. 

Constitutional Carry

Constitutional Carry is a relatively simple idea that restores a citizen’s right to carry an unrestricted firearm or weapon to defend themselves without first getting government permission.

Constitutional Carry doesn’t eliminate the CHL, but rather makes it optional, so that those who choose to obtain one can still enjoy reciprocal agreements with other states.

Constitutional Carry isn’t a new idea, either.

Long before it was called Constitutional Carry it was called “Vermont Carry” because Vermont has never restricted the right of lawful citizens 18 years and older to carry firearms.

And while it is difficult to draw conclusions from state-based trends alone, according to the FBI’s Unified Crime Report Vermont consistently ranks in the top two states with the lowest violent crime rates per capita. 

One common objection to Constitutional Carry is that, by removing the state mandate for training that accompanies a concealed license, there will be an increase in accidental shootings, violent crime committed by concealed carriers or an increase in a “vigilante justice” mindset amongst the gun owner community. 

But that’s a myth. 

Constitutional Carry of various types has been passed now in 16 states, and those fears have proved unwarranted. 

In a July 1, 2017 article published by Spokane, Washington’s Spokesman-Review covering this issue of what happens in a state after the passage of Constitutional Carry, a predictable result occurs. 

Before Constitutional Carry passes, the article states, gun-control groups and political law-enforcement organizations predicted dire warnings about increasing violent crime rates.

But even in counties with the highest gun ownership rates, crime rates weren’t affected!

“Nothing has changed,” Nez Perce county Sheriff Joe Rodrigues said, and noted that the number of residents applying for concealed carry permits hadn’t dropped, either.

A lot of people - firearms trainers in particular - thought that the demand for training would decrease since there would be no requirement for it.

But according to Idaho firearms instructor Ed Santos, whose company has trained 24,000 gun owners, “That has not been the case. We’ve actually seen an increase,” he said.

Even Police Chief Scott Haug, the president of the Idaho Chiefs of Police Association, agreed that Constitutional Carry has not resulted in an increase in crime.

And that is significant in light of the fact that some of the biggest opposition to Constitutional Carry across the states that have passed it has been the Chiefs of Police Associations, and I suspect we face the same here in Ohio.

Essentially, Constitutional Carry gets government out of the rights-regulation business as our Founders intended.

And we love that.

Next on the list of policy objectives gun owners would like to see passed is Stand-Your-Ground law.

Stand-Your-Ground 

Stand-Your-Ground law is another simple concept in terms of what it accomplishes, and it involves a couple of key components. 

First, it removes a law-abiding citizen’s “duty to retreat” or attempt to retreat from a violent attacker before defending themselves.

Most experts (like Massad Ayoob) who study self-defense trials will tell you every self-defense situation is individual, with details and circumstances specific to that event.

But mandating such a blanket requirement in specific events like these can have lethal consequences. 

You see, gun owners are lawful people. We want to respect and obey the law to the extent possible, but a split-second decision to attempt a retreat instead of engaging in self-defense can easily mean the difference between life and death. 

In our opinion, the thug should have a “duty to retreat.”

Another important aspect of Stand-Your-Ground is immunity from criminal prosecution and civil suits for acts of self-defense.

Often in the gun rights community you’ll hear the term “anti-gun prosecutors” as a reason why we need Stand-Your-Ground law.

Sadly, Cuyahoga County assistant prosecutor Andrew Santoli just provided a tragic example of what we are referring to. 

A week ago last Monday, Santoli and the Cuyahoga county prosecutor’s office were forced to drop charges against a man named Joshua Walker who had to use a firearm to defend himself against a thug named Aaron Mason. 

In the high-definition surveillance footage of the incident, the thug Aaron Mason is clearly seen walking up to Joshua Walker and viciously initiating a physical attack against Walker, and after Mason beat him to the ground and jumped on top of him, Walker was forced to shoot Mason. 

And because there is no criminal immunity, no burden of proof that the prosecution must meet before they’re allowed to proceed to charges, Walker spent 200 days in jail before the murder charges against him were dropped.

If you look at the case, Walker wasn’t a model citizen. 

But justice isn’t reserved for the squeaky clean, and Walker in that specific moment was freely sitting there in that establishment NOT physically or violently attacking anyone.

When asked WHY prosecutors charged Walker in the first place, communications director Ryan Miday from the Cuyahoga County Prosecutor’s office admitted that their prosecutors had asked a grand jury to indict Walker before the grand jury and even perhaps the prosecutor’s office itself had seen the surveillance footage. 

Prosecution should have to prove to some degree that they have a case before being allowed to proceed, and a good Stand-Your-Ground bill would prevent this stuff from happening.

For clarification, some of you might be wondering whether or not we believe last General Assembly’s HB228 changes to the ORC suffices. 

We’re glad Ohio joined the other 49 states where the burden of proof to disprove a self-defense claim lies with the prosecution, but our answer is no. 

It is an ok start, but for committed anti-gun prosecutors like Andrew Santoli they will only have to work a little harder to persecute gun owners.

Iowa’s “Jay Rodney Lewis Stand Your Ground” case reveals how easy it is for a committed anti-gun prosecutor to destroy people’s lives, even when they have the burden of proof to disprove a self-defense claim. 

There should be strict prohibitions on prosecutors like Andrew Santoli who are looking to grind a political ax. 

Along with criminal immunity there should be civil immunity for self-defense cases. 

This one is pretty self-explanatory, but the last thing a gun owner should face after successfully defending against a violent attack is a civil suit by some scumbag attacker or their family looking to get rich off the backs of their intended victims.  

There are a couple other issues that should be included in a full-orbed Stand-Your-Ground bill, but the last point I’ll highlight is the need to establish the “threatened use of force.”

Current Ohio law is silent about the time period between when a firearm is drawn from the holster and when the hammer or striker executes. 

We believe that a young woman leaving her gym and walking to her car should be able to pull her Glock 43 and threaten to use it against a man sneaking up behind her with a tire-iron. 

In would quickly deescalate what could have ended in the loss of life for the would-be attacker, and it would also protect the young lady from a spurious “brandishing a deadly weapon” charge by the would-be assailant.

So that’s a fairly extensive summary of the pro-gun policies the gun rights community would like to see Ohio pass during this GA!

Anti-Gun Agenda

But now I’d like to switch gears a little bit.

Paul Harvey once said “the basic American’s Creed, perhaps it never passed the pioneer’s lips in this form, but if it had, I think he would have said something like this: ‘I believe in my God, in my country, and in myself.’”

That Pioneer’s Creed is the very essence of gun owners in Ohio today. 

And I’m not talking about mythical people, I’m talking about REAL people like Christopher Laidlaw, a proud American, an Afghanistan war veteran, a Navy Seabee and a union laborer. 

People like Joe Mollick and Jeff Hopton, who both served this country. 

People like Donald Potts, Shelli Sharp and Jon Wemmer. 

Gun owners like these people are the absolute best citizens in any state, second to none.

We believe in God, we believe in this country, and we believe in ourselves.

And because we believe in ourselves, we don’t look to others to provide security for us.

We don’t look to government or police to provide for us or make us safe. 

We believe it is our responsibility to protect ourselves and to look out for each other. 

We believe it is our responsibility as parents and grandparents, as fathers and mothers and uncles and aunts and family and friends to protect our kids, our grandkids, our siblings, our nieces, our nephews and helpless people around us. 

We spurn the idea that government can provide security if we just give up enough of our God-given liberty. 

And because we believe these things, the argument for gun-control becomes antithetical, and so we decline them. 

Quite frankly, gun-control is built on a foundation of sand.

Universal Background Checks

One of the hallmarks of the howl for gun-control is so-called “Universal Background Checks,” which is better termed “Universal Gun Registration.”

Universal Gun Registration hasn’t ever stopped a killer. 

Parkland, Vegas, Sutherland Springs, Newtown, Aurora, Charleston, Chattanooga, San Bernardino, a couple of Fort Hoods, the Navy Shipyard killer… all these murder sprees show the world how ineffective the background check system is.

Under the Obama administration, over 800,000 NICS denials were issued, yet less than 45 per year were ever even recommended for prosecution, let alone convicted.

So criminals know the background check system is a joke. If prosecutions ever start happening, criminals will go back to stealing guns or borrowing guns from their thug friends.

What the background check system REALLY is is a database of gun owners that any anti-gun presidential administration down the road can and will use against gun owners. 

We oppose Universal Gun Registration because gun owners know criminals won’t ever follow the law, and hundreds of dead bodies have already proven their ineffectiveness.

Firearm Bans

Gun bans used to center around “assault weapons,” a term invented by the Clinton machine back in the 1990’s to demonize non-military-grade AR15’s and similar sporting rifles when they passed the Clinton Gun Ban.

By the way, for the record, AR doesn’t mean assault rifle. It means Armalite Rifle.

But a 2004 study, right when the gun-ban sunsetted, by the Justice Department proved that the gun ban didn’t lead to any decrease in crime or deaths where a gun was the tool used by the thug. 

Of course, you’ll never hear a gun-grabber talk about that.

Today, however, like we saw in the 132nd General Assembly with Senate Bill 260, the gun-grabbers here in Ohio have become so bold in their attacks that they’re introducing gun bans that would outlaw even Ruger 10/22’s, which I use to teach my kids how to shoot.

It’s unbelievable, and a slap on the face of Ohio’s best citizens. 

One thing you’ll never hear from the gun-grabbers is how they expect to get CRIMINALS to obey the laws they’re all trying to pass. 

Remember that.

We oppose gun bans of any type because we prefer the law favor the law-abiding citizen rather than the criminal, and firearm bans only make it easier for criminals and tyrants to carry out their schemes.

Red Flag Gun Confiscation Orders

This is the dominant issue in gun politics today. 

Gun owners are opposed to the idea in its entirety. 

Red Flag Gun Confiscation Orders destroy the American cornerstone of jurisprudence that is due process. 

ANY type of gun-confiscation order that does not include adjudication – where someone has been arrested, charged and convicted – is opposed by the gun owner community because it is the destruction of due process.

The fact is, if a criminal is willing to kill someone, a Red Flag Gun Confiscation order won’t prevent them from doing it. 

They can hide a gun before they get confiscated. They can use a knife. They could use a car. They could steal a gun. 

On the flip side, Red Flag Gun Confiscation Orders can and will be used against gun owners in family court, in divorce court, and in particular will be used to target veterans to strip them of their gun rights.

Red Flag Gun Confiscation Orders are framework bills by nature, and once let in the door will lead to further and further erosion of our rights with each mass shooting.

The gun rights community stands resolved in their opposition to these ideas.

Summary

Gun owners are great people. The best people. We believe in God, we believe in our country and we believe in ourselves.

The Right to Keep and Bear Arms that we love so deeply is the cornerstone to the continuance of our country. Take it away and America will rapidly fall by the wayside.

The argument for gun-control, on the other hand, is built on a foundation of sand. It crumbles.

“America will never be destroyed from the outside. If we falter and lose our freedoms, it will be because we destroyed ourselves.” – Abraham Lincoln

That’s what gun-control is. It’s an attempt to destroy America from the inside.

This idea we can give up enough freedom to obtain safety and security is disgraceful. And Alexander Hamilton once said, “The nation which can prefer disgrace to danger is prepared for a master and deserves one.”

I think the moral decay of gun-control is a sign that our schools aren’t teaching about freedom, about American History, about the very dear price our nation paid to obtain those freedoms. They should be. 

In fact, I’d go so far as to say the reason why we’re seeing kids and madmen commit the heinous atrocities they are today is because of our schools. 

God has been taken out, right and wrong has been taken out, discipline has been stripped away and problem kids are doped up with psychotropic drugs. 

If the gun-control crowd was interested in stopping the murder of innocent people, that would be a better starting point.

Ronald Reagan said that “Freedom is never more than one generation away from extinction.”

The gun-rights community believes in freedom, we prefer dangerous freedom over peaceful slavery, and we’ll be damned if we’re that one generation who gives away our freedom, and we’ll fight like hell to protect it.

So on behalf of the thousands of mobilized members of Ohio Gun Owners, thank you for this opportunity to testify before you today.
image1.png




