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How much time will your testimony require? as fast as they can read

Please provide a brief statement on your position:
？ Designed to protect lawful gun owners from Federal gun control laws that may pass
during anti-gun administrations.
？ SAPA is based on the “Anti-Commandeering Doctrine,” which acknowledges that
states are individual, sovereign entities and that the federal government can’t simply
commandeer their legislative process or the use of their resources.
？ Specifically, it simply says that the State of Ohio, nor any of its political subdivisions
nor any of its officials, can use any of its resources to aid federal government in the
enforcement of its gun control laws.
o It further stipulates that the only gun control laws that will apply to Ohioans
are ones that Ohioans codify in state statute.
？ SAPA is based on the same doctrine that states like California have used to make
themselves “Sanctuary States” for illegal immigrants, only in this case it is the state
of Ohio making itself a Sanctuary State for the Right to Keep and Bear Arms.
？ SAPA emboldens constitutional state office holders and officials to do their duty to
protect the people’s Right to Keep and Bear Arms.
？ The Anti-Commandeering Doctrine has been upheld in the U.S. Supreme Court on
many instances:
o 1842, Prigg v. Pennsylvania, Justice Joseph Story held that the federal
government could not force states to implement or carry out the Fugitive
Slave Act of 1793.
o 1992, New York v. United States, Sandra Day O’Connor wrote that
“Congress may not simply commandeer” the legislative processes of the
States.”
Ohio Gun Owners
A Gun Voter Mobilization Organization
3195 Dayton-Xenia Road, #900-306
Beavercreek, OH 45434o 1997, Printz v United States, Supreme Court agreed with Sheriffs Mack and
Printz that, as state level officials, they could not be forced to participate in
the Brady Gun Bill.
o 2012, NFIB v. Sebelius, SCOTUS cited the anti-commandeering doctrine to
not only affirm he states’ right to refuse to expand Medicare, but also to
prohibit federal retribution through withholding federal funds.
o 2018, Murphy v. NCAA, SCOTUS held that Congress can not take any action
that “dictates what a state legislature may and may not do,” even when the
state action conflicts with federal law. Justice Alito wrote, “a more direct
affront to state sovereignty is not easy to imagine.”
？ SAPA is powerful because the Federal Government lacks the resources to do its
own work, and relies on state and local resources, including law enforcement
officers and facilities and equipment to do their job in any wholesale fashion, which
the states have the right to refuse.
？ Since the Anti-Commandeering doctrine prohibits the federal government from
forcing states to participate in the enforcement of federal gun control laws, the
federal government usually resorts to bribery of states in the forms of grant funding.
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