
April 18, 2017 

To the Senate Committee on Judiciary, 

RE: SB 719 

I am writing today to speak to concerns I have regarding SB 719. The prior bills, 764, 797 and 868 have failed due to 
procedural errors. Now, an attempt is being made to roll some, perhaps all of those provisions as an amendment to SB 
719. This is a sham and another attempt to push even more restrictions and unfair burdens on some of the most 
vulnerable in Oregon. Please vote NO on SB 719. 

This bill appears to be a solution in search of a problem. CHL holders are not the issue in Oregon. They are, and have 
been, among the most law-abiding in the state. For many years, CHL holders have safely and judiciously carried 
concealed firearms to provide self-defense for themselves, their family and in some cases, innocent bystanders. As it 
stands, a CHL holder already has to submit to a background check as well as fingerprinting. In fact, in speaking with a 
number of LEO’s, they have confirmed to me over and over that they find CHL holders to be among the least of their 
worries. If that’s true, then why the need for this bill? 

This appears to me to be nothing more than another barrier to lawful self-defense for the most vulnerable in our state. 
By placing yet more requirements to attend classes, for example, it restricts access to folks such as minorities, low 
income, women/single mothers, LGBTQ and anyone else who may have very limited means to pay for such classes and 
to get to such classes. The requirements for these classes virtually assures they won’t be available in remote or rural 
areas of the state and places undo burden on those without regular and reliable modes of transportation.  

The Oregon State Constitution guarantees the right of the people to bear arms for self-defense. Yet this bill seeks to limit 
that right, once again, by placing additional burdens that not only increase the cost to provide for one’s self-defense, but 
to restrict who will have access to that right. Why would those who are elected to protect the citizens of this state 
choose to place such a heavy burden on low-income, minorities, women/single mothers and others with limited means? 
We should be encouraging these folks to take up their right, not find ways to limit them even further.  

This bill needs to be removed from consideration. Otherwise the most vulnerable in this state will suffer from this ill-
advised tactic to limit the rights of Oregonians. 

I would also like to take a moment to express similar opposition to the proposed ERPO (Extreme Risk Protection Order) 
in that not only will it provide little to no further protections for the people of Oregon, but will, once again provide not 
only undo burden on law-abiding Oregon citizens by allowing people with a ‘personal grudge’ against a gun owner to use 
this unfortunate proposed law to cost them their rights, with no due process. Our right to keep and bear arms is not only 
guaranteed by the Constitution of the United States, but it is also a constitutionally guaranteed right to bear arms, as put 
forth in the Constitution of the State of Oregon. Our legislators need to stop attacking the rights of the citizens of 
Oregon and vote NO on SB 719.  

There are far more pressing matters in this state, including the economy, education, mental health, healthcare and other 
far greater concerns. Please focus your efforts there and stop undermining our constitutional rights for some ill-
conceived witch hunt.  

Thank you for your consideration, 

 

Erik McCarty 
Oregon City 


