Chairman Coley, Vice Chair Seitz, Ranking Member Yuko, and members of the Government
Oversight and Reform Committee,

Thank you for the opportunity to testify today. Last year, I had a chance to speak with Chief
Stone from the Ohio State University Police Department. He shared some insights with me that I
would like to share with you today. Chief Stone informed me that:

1. OSU PD always has rifles in the trunks of their cars; and

2. OSU PD would have a much more difficult job to do in crisis situations if multiple people
at the scene carried firearms.

If you allow concealed carry on our campuses, officers would have to divide their attention
during a crisis between the perpetrator and the concealed carriers attempting to intervene. When
everyone has pulled out a weapon, officers can’t easily tell who is the “good guy” and who is the
“bad guy.”

Not only does concealed carry pose a problem for officers, it poses problems for students as well.
How should we know if someone brandishing a weapon during an ongoing attack is on the “good
side” or “bad side?” During moments of chaos, more people with more weapons creates more
chaos.

Further, if weapons are allowed on campus, it would be impossible to sense when a situation is
unsafe. It would be hard to identify whether someone walking campus was armed because they
were planning a deadly attack or because they wanted to prepare for one. Currently, if I see a
weapon on campus, it is an automatic red flag that something is not right. HB 48 would take
away that early intervention opportunity.

Danger would be present to students all over campus, from classrooms to dining halls to
residence halls. Students and university employees would have to change their behavior, watch
their back, and bite their tongue to avoid a confrontation in class, in a dorm room, or around
campus that could become deadly.

As we saw demonstrated just this week, our brave men and women in uniform are more than
equipped to keep Ohio State students safe. They do not need untrained students in panic mode
attempting to help them out. In fact, arming students would make law enforcement’s job much
more difficult. This is likely why the Ohio Association of Chiefs of Police and the Ohio
Prosecuting Attorneys Association oppose it.

I highly recommend voting against this dangerous legislation. While I recognize and appreciate
that many members of this body make it a priority to keep college students safe, this would be
outright counterproductive. In pursuing an ineffective, dangerous way to reduce the risk to
students, this policy would dramatically elevate the risk of workplace disagreements or
classroom arguments becoming deadly or accidental shootings when concealed carriers attempt
to store their weapons in such a densely populated environment. I hope you will consider my
testimony and the testimony of my peers. Thank you for the opportunity to testify.



