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Honorable Chairman and Government Oversight and Reform Committee members, my name is Mike 

Newbern. I am a recent Ohio State graduate as well a current Ohio State Marion student and faculty 

member. I am also the founder of Buckeyes for Concealed Carry, Ohio Director and National Board 

Member of Students for Concealed Carry. I am supplying my written testimony on behalf of the tens of 

thousands of students, faculty, staff, and other non-affiliates who support and are members of our 

groups. Thank you for the opportunity to present testimony on an important piece of legislation, House 

Bill 48. 

As we all know, House Bill 48 relaxes the restrictions on concealed handgun carry on college campuses. 

This has been a long time coming. Ohio restored the right to carry a concealed handgun for self-defense 

in 2004. Yet, our well-intentioned general assembly left out the right to choose our method of self-

defense on college campuses. 

As a result, crime across the state is down while college campuses and the areas that surround them 

operate in a microcosm where criminals retain the upper-hand against otherwise law-abiding citizens.  

My own research, which was sent this morning to the committee clerk via email and should be available 

to you for electronic viewing, found that over a 22 year period ending in 2012 the right to carry a 

concealed handgun had nearly twice the violent crime reduction affect that gun restrictions presented. 

My findings are in line with notable academics such as Dr John Lott, Gary Kleck, David Mustard, and 

several others I cite including some prepared for The Department of Justice and the FBI. It’s no wonder 

this has been the result. I’m not sure if you’ve ever been shot before, but it hurts. Bad guys recognize 

violent crime is a dangerous proposition and they shift their behavior accordingly. 

They target victims that are more than likely not able to hurt them, the unarmed. College campuses and 

the areas surrounding them present environments rich with potential victims. They’re willing to gamble 

we’re unarmed and it pays off. 

During the first four months of 2015 at Ohio State and the University District there were 4.2 crimes of a 

violent nature per day including: 

● 295 assaults, both simple and felonious 

● 76 robberies 

● 1 Kidnapping 

● 3 rapes (Drackett Tower, Ackerman Child Care, and Neuropsychological Services) 

● 3 homicides (2 on Summit Street) 

That’s nearly 400 people whose lives will never be the same again, three of which who won’t ever take 

another breath. 

Those numbers are shocking to say the least. I’m sure you’re asking if for some reason last semester was 

different than the previous. It is not. The trend is the same. Crime keeps increasing despite the best 

efforts of my alma mater.  

This is also not unique to Ohio State. In fact just last year, University of Cincinnati student Billy Bramel 

was robbed and kidnapped near campus. The perpetrator then forced Bramel to drive to his home 

where he robbed his other roommates and sexually assaulted his girlfriend before his own eyes. The 
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horrific ordeal last an hour and a half before their abductor, robber, and assailant walked them to a 

dead end street under threat of execution where he fled.  

This event was one of six armed robberies in a two week span near UC. Eight gang members would later 

be arrested for the majority of those crimes. But to the best of our knowledge, the man that changed 

the lives of Billy Bramel, his girlfriend, and his roommates remains at large.  

Despite the fact that students, faculty, and staff are victims of violent crimes on and near campus, there 

are still people who think that we should restrict their right to carry a concealed handgun and therefore 

limit their ability to choose their method of self-defense on campus.  

These same groups said that concealed carry would result in gunfights over parking lots. Has it? They 

said that restaurant carry would result in concealed handgun licensees engaging in bloody shootouts in 

our liquor serving establishments. Has it?  

No. It hasn’t. And that’s because licensees are law-abiding citizens. In fact in 2014, 373 (0.085% of the 

more than 438,000) Ohio licenses were revoked for reasons including: 

● criminal convictions,  

● mental adjudications,  

● death,  

● moving out of state, and  

● voluntary surrender. 

Student licensees are just as law-abiding. Research conducted by Dr John Lott in 2014 found that 

licensees 21-25 years of age do not represent a group whose licenses are revoked at statistically 

significant different rates than the total population.  

They’ll also tell you that college is rife with alcohol abuse and that we can’t trust “drunk college kids 

with guns.” We’re hardly talking about “kids.” These are adults who are old enough vote you into, or out 

of, office, serve in the military, and protect us in the streets as police officers.  

Furthermore, the vast majority of students of age to obtain a concealed handgun license aren’t the 

Animal House stereotype some people will lead you to believe. A CDC study on binge drinking suggests 

that 1 in 14 adults 21-25 years old attended college and consumed 5 or more drinks once every three 

weeks. A 2008 OSU Student Life Research & Assessment study found 1:13 students consumed >2 drinks 

per day. Lastly, student licensees are not engaging in the drunken shootouts at the bars across from 

campus or block parties such as Woodfest and Chitshow. Student licensees already have every 

opportunity to demonstrate they can’t responsibly carry in locales where alcohol is present and they 

haven’t.  

They’ll also tell you that the police won’t know who’s the good guy or the bad guy in a mass shooting 

scenario; a claim that fails the common sense test miserably.  The best police response time across the 

nation according to the DOJ is 4 minutes. However, even after the police respond, many departments 

don’t engage the shooter until they’ve put together teams. By this time, the event is already over. The 

Batman movie shooting provides a great example. The police were actually providing active protection 

when the shooter entered the theater through the back door and went on his rampage. It wasn’t until 
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his firearm malfunctioned and he exited that he was apprehended. During that time he killed 12 and 

injured another 58 more.  

Moreover, public mass shootings are rare events. Of the nearly ¾ of a million people murdered and 

assaulted in the United States in 2012 less than 0.02% were victims of public mass shootings. They’re 

even rarer where concealed carry is permitted. The Batman movie shooter passed no less than five 

theaters allowing concealed carry and showing the same movie on his travels from his apartment to the 

theater where he finally carried out his massacre at a theater where concealed carry was banned.  

They’ll also justify their position by telling you that concealed carry will make campus less safe. Campus 

Concealed Carry is currently in practice on 91 university campuses in Colorado, Idaho, Kansas, 

Mississippi, Oregon, Utah, and Wisconsin. None of these campuses have experienced a single incident of 

gun violence (including threats and suicides), a single gun accident injuring innocent people, or a single 

gun theft as a result.    

They’ll tell you that professors would be scared to issue bad grades & the presence of guns would 

discourage healthy debate. This fear, when it exists, just isn’t based in reality. No licensee has ever 

threatened a professor over grades or wielded a handgun in a heated classroom discussion and the 

students and professors at schools were campus concealed carry is permitted have never reported such 

a fear. In fact, a 2013 Colorado State survey shows students support campus carry 4:1. 

Law enforcement also supports campus concealed carry because they know it will in fact make campus 

safer. In 2013, a coalition of Colorado sheriffs offered testimony in support of campus carry. One sheriff 

even told a house committee during testimony that if concealed carry were made illegal, he would 

instruct his daughter to break the law.  

The data confirms what those sheriffs know to be true. In 2003 campus concealed carry became law in 

Colorado. Colorado State began allowing it and violent crime trended down by 47% over the next seven 

years. Colorado University refused to and violent crime trended up by 131% during the same period.  

Lately, we’ve seen a lot of press on the effectiveness of concealed carry as a tool to reduce sexual 

assault and rape on campus. The opposition will tell you any claim to that effect fails to understand the 

nature of the crime and that it will have little to no impact. The vast majority of assaults, as research has 

found, are perpetrated by a known offender and/or when the victim is intoxicated or drugged. In the 

first instance, the victim may not want to use a handgun in self-defense, while in the second, the victim 

wouldn’t be able to use a handgun in self-defense. Even if we accept these claims as proof that 

concealed carry wouldn’t markedly reduce campus sexual assault, how can we use them to justify 

restricting a victim’s rights when they are willing and able to use a handgun for self-defense? 

Lastly, they’ll also tell you campus is safe and that we don’t need a handgun. Where this logic fails is that 

when you disarms students on campus, you also disarm them from the time they leave home until they 

return. Despite the best minds in science, we have yet to figure out how to make an object vaporize and 

later reappear out of thin air.  

House Bill 48 is an important step in the right direction and we sincerely appreciate its introduction as it 

marks the beginning of this critical conversation. We fear, however, that its passage will essentially have 
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no impact on the vast majority of people who are affected by these regulations; students, faculty, and 

staff. Once this bill passes, universities will be able to “opt in” to campus concealed carry, but I am 

certain very few, if any, will indeed do so.  

Yes, the statutory punishment is reduced from a felony to a misdemeanor, but affiliates still face 

university disciplinary action. A staff member can lose his or her job. A faculty member can be fired 

virtually guaranteeing he or she will never work in his or her field of research ever again. A student can 

be expelled and face a mark on his or her academic record virtually guaranteeing he or she will never 

earn an accredited degree and potentially leaving him or her with a mountain of debt he or she may 

never be able to repay. These are very serious consequences. Why must we continue to force them to 

choose between their safety and career?  

This legislation also reverses the work some of you did to correct a confusing patchwork of laws and 

rules. The general assembly was wise enough to recognize in 2006 that authority to regulate firearms 

should reside in its chambers and passed state pre-emption as a result, even overriding a veto. House 

Bill 48’s provision allowing universities to “opt in” effectively permits a small group of appointed 

officials, administrators and boards of trustees, to decide what Ohioans can do on the land that we 

collectively own, land grant university campuses. 

They will continue to restrict our rights on our own land.  

The administration and board of trustees at my own alma mater is so intent on restricting the rights of 

students, faculty, and staff on campus that it continues to do so even when such policies are in violation 

of the law. Students for Concealed Carry is currently challenging Ohio State’s unlawful provisions in 

Franklin County Common Pleas Court. Trial is set for July of this year.  

I urge this committee to amend House Bill 48 as proposed in the attached amendment from the 

Legislative Services Commission, AM_131_3084. We can trust licensees. We shouldn’t have to beg 

appointed officials to exercise our right to choose.  

Thank you for your time and attention. Although I am not able to attend in person today, I am available 

by phone or email to answer any questions or conference in to the proceedings today.  

 


