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HAND DELIVERED 

Multnomah County Board 
of Commissioners 

1494 NW 15th 
Gresham, OR 97030 

(503) 665-7902 

December 18, 1989 

Multnomah County Courthouse 
1021 sw Fourth Ave. 
Portland, OR 97204 

Dear Commissioners: 

I am writing in opposition to the currently proposed 
firearms and to request that each of you disapprove 
such ordinance. The ordinance unworkable, an affront to 
law-abiding of the state and metropolitan area, and 
goes beyond the statutory and constitutional authority allowed 

the county. a blatant attack on basic c 1 rights 
to Oregon citizens in the constitution of the 

I understand that the proponents of the ordinance 
characterize as a reasonable extension of the f 
statute summer by the Oregon 
Oregon Laws, Chapter 839). Such assertion 
one liar with the history and passage of the new state law 
could, in good faith, characterize the proposed ordinance as 
remotely related to the intent or purpose of the state 
Instead, it an oppressive attempt that calculated to 

on c zens 
other jurisdictions any 

on the conduct at which it 

Oregon Laws 1989 Chapter 839, the 
chose not to require registrat or 
for the purchase long arms, including 

addressed in the ord 
Section 38 of that law allowed cities, other 
political subdivisions to regulate of 
f and ammunition in a public 
provisions the ordinance with ~o.~~.o 

other than possession exceed the 
Likewise, under the recent Supreme court case 
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~~====~~~==, 308 Or 468 (1989), it is clear that the 
county lacks the authority to enact much of the ordinance as 
the state has specifically chosen not to require regi ion, 
training or other aspects addressed by the ordinance. 

The proposed ordinance, from its misleading preamble 
to its conclusion, rather than being a reasonable extension of 
the state statute, is diametrically opposite in intent and 
e to the purposes of the state statute. True to form, 
drafters of the ordinance ignored the conclusions of their own 
advisory task force drawn from the publ and private sectors 
that supported only the training and ion 
of the proposal. 

Not only is the proposed ordinance beyond the 
authority left to the county by Oregon Laws 1989 839, 
it so unconstitutional under the constitution of Oregon. 
The state constitutional right to keep and bear arms is found 
in Article 1, Section 27 of the Oregon Constitution. It does 
not mention "sporting purposes" as a prerequisite for 

itutional protection. , it covers arms for defense 
f and 

It is clear from early cases that the right to 
and bear arms encompasses and includes small arms used in 
modern warfare. While the Oregon Supreme Court has not 

the constitutional right to keep and bear arms in 
relation to military small arms, the constitutional ana is 
applied by the court in construing similar constitutional 
provisions to the conclusion that the Oregon Constitution 

the of ens to and 
and arms from the constra 

would attempt impose. 

not a between 
with guns and those who are not. 
fundamental rights guaranteed to oregon 

and the right each 

seems ironic 
applaud 
pornography as 
rights "implied" 
or 
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concerned with the right to keep and bear arms. It is clear 
from a historic and recent perspective that the right to 
and bear arms has been and will continue to be fundamental 

of our freedoms from tyranny. 

Everyone is interested in reducing preventable 
accidents of all types. For year the National Rifle 
Association has offered courses in firearm and train 
to both civilian and governmental personnel. I bel the NRA 
has offered to provide such training courses to the publ 
schools as well. Commissioners may wish to consider supporting 
NRA's public education and safety programs. Education is the 
key to preventing unwanted firearms accidents. 

One of the alleged purposes of this law is to 
firearms out hands of the drug gangs and 
element. Experience and a modicum of common sense us 
that it will be ineffective. Organizations capable 
smuggling hundreds of thousands of tons of licit 
the country with impunity certainly can do same with 
firearms. Passing this ordinance would not change that. If 
you are interested in addressing such behavior, why not 
the penalty of anyone caught in a drug-related activity who has 
any in their possession immediate or construct 

Again, I ask you to vote against this proposed 
ordinance. It is neither reasonable nor constitutional. It 
would make persons traveling from Corvallis to 
hunting trip a It would do the same ess 
other law-abiding citizens in the metropolitan area who travel 
da on roads. I can 
carrying of firearms in such 
government office buildings, 
were not interested in being 
in depriving law-abiding citizens 
no on proposed ordinance. 
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Very truly yours, 
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