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          May 13, 2015 
 
 
Chairman Maag, Vice Chair Kunze, Ranking member Gerberry and members of the 
House State Government Committee. I speak today in support of House Bill 48, which 
eliminates some restrictions on people licensed to discretely carry a handgun. 
 
Many will question “why” these changes are needed. Defending one’s life is the most 
basic of human rights. With guns, we are talking about constitutional rights that are 
enumerated at both the State and Federal level. Second Amendment rights should be 
treated the same as all other constitutionally protected rights. 
 
Those rights are not unlimited. There may be restrictions placed on those rights, where 
the state can show just cause. It is not our job to justify why we need constitutional 
rights. It is the duty of the state to prove a justifiable need to restrict those rights. No 
such proof has been offered for any aspects that H.B. 48 seeks to remedy. 
 
Columbine, Virginia Tech, Aurora movie theater, Lubys Cafeteria, San Ysidro, Ft Hood. 
Unfortunately we have become all too familiar with these tragedies. Again and again it 
happens, almost always in a “gun free” zone, more appropriately labeled victim zones. 
Mass killings are often planned events. The goal is to kill as many people as possible, 
setting a new “high score” to become famous. They are crimes of violence and control 
committed by a coward. The criminal looks for a place where he can kill quickly and 
easily in a limited time. A law that disarms his victims enables such a killer. 
 
In October 2000, John R. Lott and William M. Landes compiled a paper, “Multiple Victim 
Public Shootings.” In it they found that the states with the fewest gun free zones have 
the greatest reductions killings, injuries, and attacks.1 They concluded that differences 
in state right-to-carry laws are also important: restricting the places where permits are 
prohibited increases murders, injuries and shootings.2 

 

By allowing a potential victim to defend their own life in more places, it makes law 
abiding citizens safer, deters would-be mass murderers, and protects the public in 
general. It is good public policy and I encourage your support for this bill. 
 
Respectfully submitted, 
 
James (Sean) Maloney 
513-484-0142 
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Notes 
1 John R Lott Jr. and William M Landes, “Multiple Victim Public Shootings” October, 2000: 18 
 
2 Ibid: 20 
 
Complete study can be downloaded here: 
http://papers.ssrn.com/sol3/papers.cfm?abstract_id=272929 


