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M. Chairman and Members of the Government Committee, | appreciate the opportunity to testify mn
opposition to House Bill 48. My name is John Elder. [ am a former Pastor of the First Church in
Oberlin, a United Church of Christ congregation in which I continue fo be active, and I have been a
Trustee of Oberlin College since the 1970s, now serving as an Honorary Trustee.

The congregation I served for two decades has on the doors of its place of worship “No Guns” signs in
keeping with its commitment as a “Just Peace Church.” Likewise the Kendal Early Learning Center,
which is part of the retirement center where my wife and [ live, has “No Guns” signs at its entrance. But
churches and child care facilities without such signs would be “open territory” for gun carriers, and even
those with signs would very likely be under pressure from gun-advocate groups to become open. My
wife would not know when she comes to our Eastwood elementary school as a participant in the
“GGrandparent Reading Program™ if someone driving up and getting out of a car to enter the building was
leaving a gun in the car. The same so-called “gun rights” groups that unsuccessfully sued our City over
our ordinance regarding guns in our public parks would no doubt urge the College where we audit
classes, attend lectures, and enjoy concerts to open to gun-cartiers the entire Oberlin College campus,
including Tappan Square, the historic major gathering place for our whole community.

And why would this need to happen? Because under present law a person carrying a gun illegally into

restricted places is subject to arrest on the charge of misdemeanor of the first degree and, if there are

aggravating circumstances, of felony. The proposed legislation would not only drastically reduce the
“number of prohibited places but also reduce any violation to a minor misdemeanor.

* Why is it necessary to take all of these actions? Why violate the religious convictions of a
congregation? Why allow guns in a building where senior citizens and little children play and learn
together? Why open our schools to the kind of potentially-fatal negligence that occurred in our City
Park when one of the gun-rights advocating mothers unintentionally left a fully loaded cartridge on a
park bench? Why must what the law rightly terms “school safety zones” be made more vulnerable to
violence? For just one reason - to protect gun-carriers from “accidentally” breaking a law that this Ohio
legislature established to protect its people — common-sense law that has worked well. Does our
government really need to compensate for the negligence of gun-carriers by making the areas it has tried
to make safer for the general public instead safer for careless gun-carriers? If a gun-carrier is not able to
understand and abide by the present restrictions, does it really make sense to remove the restrictions?
Doesn’t that increase the risk of carelessness turning into a tragedy?

I trust this Committee will have the wisdom to let stand the present restrictions on where guns can
legally be carried, and I thank you for your time and attention.
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