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Re: HB-48: Carry of concealed handguns

I am writing today to express the Association’s opposition to House Bill 48 which proposes to
eliminate certain areas that are now prohibited for carrying a concealed handgun.

We understand the inconveniences that were conveyed during proponent testimony, but the
Association feels those inconveniences shouldn’t carry more weight than the safety of
individuals, and certainly aren’t a reason to change laws that are currently working as designed,
and agreed to by previous committees when drafted.

kl

We would like to see “which was valid at the time of the arrest” added to line 193 after “license’
so there is no question as to whether a person just received the license or it was actually valid at
the time of their arrest.

We don’t believe changes to carrying a concealed weapon on university property is necessary.,
We understand the sponsor’s concern of not knowing if one is on university property when on
sidewalks and streets around the university property, but we can’t believe prosecution of this
would be an issue that happens often (or at all) to justify creating new law.

We don’t believe concealed carry in a police, sheriff, or State Patrol office where the public has
access is a good idea. These are places where emotions can run high and anger can heighten
quickly. Introducing more weapons in these areas could cause more harm than good. These
areas are otherwise secure. Why would someone need to carry or feel vulnerable if not carrying
in a police station?

We don’t believe concealed carry in day care establishments, airplanes (other than private
planes), airports, and government buildings needs revising. Again, these were considered
reasonable restrictions when enacted only a few years ago. What has changed in the interim?
We feel these are still reasonable restrictions and should be retained.



Overall, we don’t believe there is enough cvidence of these inconveniences to warrant new
legislation.

For these reasons, the Ohio Prosecuting Attorneys Association will oppose HB-48. We
appreciate your time and consideration for our views. Should you have any questions, please feel

free to contact me.
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