
From: John Geier
To: SOS Elections * SOS
Subject: IP 17
Date: Thursday, July 28, 2022 12:07:23 AM

To whom it may concern,

The explanatory statement for IP 17 is flawed to the point of being literally misleading.
It does not come close to depicting what this measure will do and require, nor does
clearly state the extremely wide existence of firearms and feeding devices that will be
impacted by the measure. It fails to describe how feeding devices that carry no
identifying markings that could be used to prove ownership, even if one had
paperwork for decades-old feeding devices. Further, it ignores that there is no funding
in place to create the new infrastructure required for the proposed training and permit
structure. It also fails to state that the database of permit holders will be disclosed to
the public. The statement fails to relate the impact to lower-income and
remotely located citizens. The statement fails on all levels and is a complete lie.

John Geier

mailto:johngeier@gmail.com
mailto:Elections.SOS@sos.oregon.gov


From: Michael Stephens
To: SOS Elections * SOS
Subject: Ballot measure IP 17
Date: Thursday, July 28, 2022 12:42:41 AM

Good morning,

I am a new Oregon resident, with several concerns about the upcoming gun control ballot
measure. As I understand it, the proposed changes to the law are that prospective gun owners
in this state will have to take a firearms class taught by the police, and then apply for a permit,
before being allowed to exercise their 2nd amendment rights. My questions are below:

1) How did the proponents of this measure decide that it should be the role of the police to
select which residents can exercise their constitutional rights, and which cannot? (Since the
proposed law effectively gives them that ability) Why not put this decision in the hands of any
other arbitrarily elected group, such as garbage men, or HVAC workers, or nurses, or the fire
department, or ODOT employees, or librarians? Why must it be left up to the police?

2) By what standard has it been decided that the police are experts in the handling of firearms?
At most, the average police officer is required to qualify with his/her issued weapon twice
every year. That's once in six months. Whereas the average hobby shooter will make time to
go to the range at least once a month, which makes the average gun owner about six times
more qualified to educate the police on proper gun handling than the police are to educate us.
Additionally, there is ample body camera footage which shows either gross negligence or
gross incompetence on the part of police officers when handling their sidearms. The incident
of the female police officer who killed an unarmed suspect because she confused her firearm
with her non-lethal taser comes immediately to mind, among other similar incidents.

3) How can Oregon residents be sure that the police will conduct these classes, and process
these permits in a way that is free from racial, ethnic, political, or religious bias? 

4) Will there be any requirements on Oregon law enforcement to provide these classes on a
regular and constant basis? Will Oregon police departments be allowed to simply say "we're
not teaching any of those classes this year?" Do Oregon police departments possess the
necessary personnel, equipment, time, space, and funding to conduct these classes on a regular
and constant basis? Will Oregon police departments be obligated to process the permit
applications in a timely manner? Do they possess the necessary time and resources to do so?

5) If a prospective gun buyer is required to pass a course on gun handling, what will be the
criteria for passing or failing said course? Will the pass/fail criteria be objective and uniform
throughout all Oregon police departments? Or will individual police officers have the ability
to decide whether or not a resident can own a gun based on a subjective opinion?

Respectfully, 

A concerned, responsible gun owner 

mailto:micstephj1@gmail.com
mailto:Elections.SOS@sos.oregon.gov


I am writing this to anyone who wishes to protect minorities, immigrants, disabled and low 
economic state individuals. Oregon Measure 114 is forcing low income, immigrants, minorities, 
disabled, and elderly individuals to pay for classes in order to get permission to exercise their 
constitutional rights to buy a firearm.  The problem with this is that no class fee has been 
specified in this bill, which means it may be set to any arbitrary high level so as to dissuade or 
prevent members of minority groups from participating.  The intent seems obvious, the state 
wishes to keep minorities and lower economic individuals from participating. Many individuals 
in the state of Oregon already live on a tight budget, and now you are forcing people to choose 
between their safety and not paying their rent, food, or power bills, just so they can get their 
permits to purchase a firearm.    Putting a finical burden on people who need to protect 
themselves and to be able to exercise their constitutional rights is denying them their freedoms.  
When the law of the land is more interested in supplying elites with access to things such as 
firearms, ammo, training, then we have abdicated our duty to ensure FREEDOM to all.  
Remember the POLL TAX that was placed on African Americans after the Civil War, this bill 
sets up the exact same mechanism for the same disgusting ends.    
   
 
This is just a reach for the elite politicians to attack lowest economic citizens out here in Oregon.  
Other states that utilize a certification to purchase firearms like the state of Illinois FOID cards 
show less than 8.7% of FOID cards are issued to black individuals, even though blacks make up 
14.5% of the state’s population, while a full 86.6% of FOID cards belong to white persons.  
Everywhere a hurdle is implemented by law for a citizen to jump over to exercise their 
constitutional rights ends up a product is a racist hegemony. 
 
 
 
I sincerely hope you reconsider this bill and prevent this from coming to the ballot this 
November.    
 
Rose Maddocks 
Certified Firearms Trainer  
Women’s firearm trainer (keeping one woman safe at a time) 
Gerontologist  
  
 



From: Chris Russell
To: SOS Elections * SOS
Subject: Ballot measure 114
Date: Thursday, July 28, 2022 1:56:02 AM

This explanatory statement severely understates the actual affects of the ballot measure. Oh just take a class to get
your permit, no big deal right? Except there are no classes like this taught by law enforcement. You literally can’t go
take this class. That will have to be created and paid for. Who’s going to pay for it? I could barely afford the nra
concealed carry class I took. There’s no way I could have afforded a class taught by a  law enforcement officer.  It is
the same as an outright ban on self defense for low income people. And we have so many extra cops to spare right
now to spend all their time teaching classes right?? This ballot measure is racist and classist,  Something that you
claim to care about. These things should be in the explanatory statement so people can actually educate themselves
on what they are voting for. If you have an ounce of integrity you will not approve this explanatory statement.

mailto:crrs894x@icloud.com
mailto:Elections.SOS@sos.oregon.gov


From: Jeremey Freid
To: SOS Elections * SOS
Subject: Objection to Explanatory to IP17/ballot measure 114
Date: Thursday, July 28, 2022 2:08:51 AM

The explanatory statement is seriously flawed.

The statement refused to acknowledge that most modern
shotguns will be banned under this measure. That is NOT
speculation.

The statement falsely claims that the database of gun
permit applicants is exempt from public disclosure. That
must not be allowed to remain in the statement.

The statement ignores the lack of training facilities or
people qualified to provide the training. This is a
critical element of the measure.

The statement misleads voters about the live fire
requirements.

The statement ignores the complete lack of funding for
this expensive measure.

The statement fails to clarify many mandates that will
be created later by the Oregon State Police without
public input.

People who want to be First Time gun owners will have an
almost impossible hill to overcome since you need to own
the gun to demonstrate that you can shoot, load and
unload the gun which you need to do to get the permit to
buy the gun in the first place. So this bill basically
makes it impossible for a first time buyer to buy a gun
since they would need the gun to demonstrate the skills
required to get the permit to buy the gun which means
that no you can't just have a session of a hands on
demonstration of basic firearms handling” by the instructor,
since you do need the gun to demonstrate that you can handle
that specific gun in the first place.

This is a bad explanatory statement full of outright falsehoods
on what the law will actually do. I ask you reject this
Explanatory statement and put in a new one that does not
contain outright falsehoods.

Jeremy

mailto:jeremey.freid@gmail.com
mailto:Elections.SOS@sos.oregon.gov


From: Sally Klein
To: SOS Elections * SOS
Subject: Measure 114
Date: Thursday, July 28, 2022 5:02:37 AM

Members,

This rather inept piece of proposed legislation is poorly thought out and obviously an assault on firearm ownership.
It is unconstitutional, biased, and racist.
While 114 might have a modicum of good intention, that purpose is only held by those who were duped into signing
IP 17. I personally witnessed that subterfuge myself.
The people who composed IP17 have prejudice and ignorance in their actions for anyone who disagrees with their
narrow stand.
The position you are putting law abiding gun owners into or anyone considering becoming one is absolutely
horrendous.

The worst aspect of this blatant action is that you must know its potential impacts. And you have written an
“explanatory statement” for the voter’s pamphlet which is rife with misleading misinformation.
When that occurs knowingly and intentionally and is allowed to go out to citizens who will read it in good faith, it’s
a sad day for Oregon. Particularly sad for those who still believe in upholding the tenets of our Constitution. An
Oath  you took but seem bound to ignore.

I strongly object to your description of Measure 114 and  can see that honesty and integrity was not what you
accomplished. I insist that you change it to reflect its ultimate consequences so that Oregonians can have genuine
and undisguised counsel.

Sincerely,
Sally Klein

mailto:ska@peak.org
mailto:Elections.SOS@sos.oregon.gov


From: Danny & Karen Krichevsky
To: SOS Elections * SOS
Subject: RE: IP17 / Ballot Measure 114
Date: Thursday, July 28, 2022 5:19:54 AM

RE: IP 17 / Ballot Measure 114 Explanatory Statement

The explanatory statement is seriously flawed.

The statement refused to acknowledge that most modern
shotguns will be banned under this measure. That is NOT
speculation.

The statement falsely claims that the database of gun
permit applicants is exempt from public disclosure. That
must not be allowed to remain in the statement.

The statement ignores the lack of training facilities or
people qualified to provide the training. This is a
critical element of the measure.

The statement misleads voters about the live fire
requirements.

The statement ignores the complete lack of funding for
this expensive measure.

The statement fails to clarify many mandates that will
be created later by the Oregon State Police without
public input.

Do not allow the current Explanatory Statement to be posted

Danny Krichevsky
Lincoln City, OR  

mailto:kardanrex@yahoo.com
mailto:Elections.SOS@sos.oregon.gov


From: Danny & Karen Krichevsky
To: SOS Elections * SOS
Subject: RE: IP17 / Ballot Measure 114
Date: Thursday, July 28, 2022 5:21:38 AM

RE: IP 17 / Ballot Measure 114 Explanatory Statement

The explanatory statement is seriously flawed.

The statement refused to acknowledge that most modern
shotguns will be banned under this measure. That is NOT
speculation.

The statement falsely claims that the database of gun
permit applicants is exempt from public disclosure. That
must not be allowed to remain in the statement.

The statement ignores the lack of training facilities or
people qualified to provide the training. This is a
critical element of the measure.

The statement misleads voters about the live fire
requirements.

The statement ignores the complete lack of funding for
this expensive measure.

The statement fails to clarify many mandates that will
be created later by the Oregon State Police without
public input.

Do not allow the current Explanatory Statement to be posted

Karen Krichevsky
Lincoln City, OR  

mailto:kardanrex@yahoo.com
mailto:Elections.SOS@sos.oregon.gov


From: Randy St.Marie
To: SOS Elections * SOS
Subject: IP17
Date: Thursday, July 28, 2022 6:38:40 AM

To whom it may concern:
Measure IP 17….
- This statement is seriously flawed.
- The statement refused to acknowledges the most modern shotguns will be banned under this measure. This is not
speculation.
- This statement falsely claims that the database of gun permit applicants is exempt from public disclosure. That
must not be allowed to remain in the statement.
- The statement ignores the lack of training facilities or people qualified to provide the training. This is a critical
element of the measure.
- The statement mislead voters about the live fire requirements.
- The statement ignores the complete lack of funding for the expensive measure.
- The statement fails to clarify mini mandates that will be created later by the Oregon State police without public
input.
 Thanks for your time,
Randy

Sent from my iPhone

mailto:stmarie3@hotmail.com
mailto:Elections.SOS@sos.oregon.gov


From: J B
To: SOS Elections * SOS
Date: Thursday, July 28, 2022 7:03:54 AM

You people need to stop treating Oregon gun owners like criminals. We in Eastern Oregon do
not appreciate the commy style politics from the weatern end of the state. It is way past time
to vote out these liberals.

mailto:hitekrednex@hotmail.com
mailto:Elections.SOS@sos.oregon.gov


From: Kalee Kellough
To: SOS Elections * SOS
Subject: IP 17 Public Comment
Date: Thursday, July 28, 2022 7:10:49 AM

Good morning,
My name is Kalee DeBernardi and I am a mother of three living in Central Oregon. Per the
United States Constitution, and on www.congress.gov, the second amendment clearly states
“A well regulated Militia, being necessary to the security of a free State, the right of the people to
keep and bear Arms, shall not be infringed.”

The intended purpose of the second amendment was to enable the People (United States citizens)
to always have security and protection from the government who would, as our forefathers knew,
likely turn tyrannical. We the People have an inherent right by God, not the government, to bear
arms and protect our families and that right shall not be infringed, meaning “limited” by any
means. Requiring a permit and safety class is a mean that limits this inherent right. Requiring
permits, issued by the government, to a People who have a God-given right to bear arms for
protection FROM the government, makes absolutely no sense and is unconstitutional.

Unfortunately we cannot fight evil with legislation. Evil runs rampant in this world, but sacrificing
our God-given rights and freedoms in hopes of combatting evil is not logical, nor is it legal. As
Americans, maintaining our freedoms should be our number one priority. We are an exceptional
country because of our God-given rights and sacrificing those for the illusion of safety would be a
detrimental move. Thank you.

Kalee DeBernardi

mailto:kalee.kellough@gmail.com
mailto:Elections.SOS@sos.oregon.gov


From: Michael Stiers
To: SOS Elections * SOS
Subject: Ballot Measure 114
Date: Thursday, July 28, 2022 7:48:30 AM

I have a number of objections.
1) This measure bans most modern shotguns.
2) The measure ignores the lack of training facilities or people qualified  to provide training.
3) The statement misleads voters about the live fire requirements.
4) I'm concerned of the mandates that will follow by Oregon State Police without public input.

This measure should have never made it on the ballot. 
Thank you

mailto:michael.stiers@gmail.com
mailto:Elections.SOS@sos.oregon.gov


From: Keith Silver
To: SOS Elections * SOS
Subject: Ballot Measure 117
Date: Thursday, July 28, 2022 7:54:17 AM

The explanatory statement is seriously flawed.

The statement refused to acknowledge that most modern
shotguns will be banned under this measure. That is NOT
speculation.

The statement falsely claims that the database of gun
permit applicants is exempt from public disclosure. That
must not be allowed to remain in the statement.

The statement ignores the lack of training facilities or
people qualified to provide the training. This is a
critical element of the measure.

The statement misleads voters about the live fire
requirements.

The statement ignores the complete lack of funding for
this expensive measure.

The statement fails to clarify many mandates that will
be created later by the Oregon State Police without
public input

Please don let this flawed ballot measure be
misinterpreted by voters due to misleading statements.

Sincerely,
Keith

mailto:kssk195@msn.com
mailto:Elections.SOS@sos.oregon.gov


From: Errk H
To: SOS Elections * SOS
Subject: The only amendment with "...shall not be infringed..."
Date: Thursday, July 28, 2022 8:08:55 AM

Hello,

The explanatory statement is seriously flawed.

The entire proposal is a completely illogical infringement on citizens, (not subjects) rights to
self defense.

The statement falsely claims that the database of gun permit applicants is exempt from public
disclosure. That must not be allowed to remain in the statement.

The statement ignores the lack of training facilities or people qualified to provide the training.
This is a critical element of the measure.

The statement misleads voters about the live fire requirements.

The statement ignores the complete lack of funding for this expensive measure.

The statement fails to clarify many mandates that will be created later by the Oregon State
Police without public input.

mailto:erikhh@hotmail.com
mailto:Elections.SOS@sos.oregon.gov


NATIONAL RIFLE ASSOCIATION OF AMERICA 

INSTITUTE FOR LEGISLATIVE ACTION 

11250 WAPLES MILL ROAD 

FAIRFAX, VIRGINIA 22030 

  

  

 

 

July 28, 2022 

 

The Honorable Shemia Fagan 

Oregon Secretary of State  

Elections Division 

Public Service Building Suite 126 

255 Capitol St. NE  

Salem OR 97310 

 

 

RE: Inadequacy of the Racial and Ethnic Impact Statement for Initiative Petition 17  

 

Dear Shemia Fagan: 

 

On behalf of the National Rifle Association of America (NRA) members of Oregon, I would like 

to express our deep concern with the inadequacy of the Racial and Ethnic Impact Statement 

prepared by the Criminal Justice Commission for Initiative Petition 17.  

 

The NRA is the nation’s oldest civil rights organization fighting to protect the right to keep and 

bear arms, as guaranteed by the Second Amendment to the Constitution of the United States. The 

NRA represents millions of law-abiding firearm owners of every race, ethnicity, age and gender. 

Tens of thousands of those members live here in Oregon. The draft Racial and Ethnic Impact 

Statement (statement) completely fails to inform those members of the impact IP 17 could have 

on them for the following reasons.  

 

STATUTORY REQUIREMENTS 

 

ORS 137.685 codifies the requirements of a Racial and Ethnic Impact Statement for state 

measures. The statement must describe the effects on the criminal offender population1 and be 

impartial, simple and understandable. The statement must also include information described in 

ORS 137.6832.  The draft statement lacks the statutorily required information described in ORS 

137.683 including, but not limited to “[a]n estimate of how the proposed legislation would 

change the racial and ethnic composition of those likely to be convicted of a criminal offense 

created or modified by the proposed legislation” and “[a]n estimate of the racial and ethnic 

composition of the crime victims who may be affected by the proposed legislation.”  

 

                                                      
1 ORS 137.685(1)(b)(A) and (C)  
2 ORS 137.685(1)(b)(B) 



2 

 

Data from the National Shooting Sports Foundation (NSSF), the firearm industry trade 

association, revealed that at least 5.4 million people purchased a firearm for the first time in 

2021. NSSF has also reported that retailers have seen a 58 percent increase of “African-

Americans buying guns in 2020 vs. 2019, with a 49 percent increase of Hispanic-Americans 

during the same time period and a 43 percent increase of Asian-Americans buying firearms in 

2020 compared to 2019”3. The increase of new Black, Hispanic, and Asian firearms purchasers 

increases the likelihood that those populations may be convicted of a criminal offense created by 

IP 17. The draft statement fails to make any such estimates. An estimate of how IP 17 would 

change the racial and ethnic composition of those likely to be convicted of a criminal offense 

created by the measure and an estimate of the racial and ethnic composition of the crime victims 

who may be affected by IP 17 must be included in the statement. Where information is not 

available based on data recorded in Oregon, including local jurisdictions4, the CJC should look to 

states with similar legislation, such as a ban on ammunition magazines with a capacity over 10 

rounds5 and permit-to-purchase6 requirements to produce estimates.  

 

SECTION 6 

 

Section 6 of IP 17 modifies ORS 166.412 by requiring a permit-to-purchase for all licensed 

dealer firearm sales and creates a new Class A misdemeanor crime for “knowingly selling or 

delivering a firearm to a purchaser or transferee who does not have a valid permit-to-purchase a 

firearm … or prior to receiving a unique approval number from the department based on the 

criminal background check …” (Section 6(14)). 

 

The draft statement claims “[t]he CJC lacks data on the number of firearm sales or transfers that 

occur at licensed dealers within the State of Oregon. Further, given that this is a new crime, it is 

not possible for CJC to provide an estimated impact of this section.” This information is easily 

and readily available. A background check is conducted for the sale and transfer of every firearm 

that occurs at a licensed dealer. The Federal Bureau of Investigation reports the number of NICS 

firearm background checks and that information is available by state and type of background 

check performed7. From January 1 to May 31, 2022, 166,251 NICS background checks have 

been performed8. In 2021, 454,133 NICS firearm background checks were performed9.  Utilizing 

this data should give the CJC sufficient information to develop estimates required under ORS 

137.683 and 137.685. 

 

SECTION 7  

 

Section 7 of IP 17 requires a permit-to-purchase for all private firearm transfers, modifying 

                                                      
3 https://www.nssf.org/articles/nssf-retailer-surveys-indicate-5-4-million-first-time-gun-buyers-in-2021/  
4 https://www.portland.gov/sites/default/files/2022/2022-pdx-problem-analysis-public-version.pdf  
5 https://worldpopulationreview.com/state-rankings/magazine-capacity-laws-by-

state#:~:text=The%20federal%20ban%20on%20large-

capacity%20magazines%20has%20ended.,Maryland%2C%20Massachusetts%2C%20New%20Jersey%2C%20New

%20York%2C%20and%20Vermont.  
6 https://www.gunlaws101.com/comparison/law/permit-to-purchase  
7 https://www.fbi.gov/file-repository/nics_firearm_checks_-_year_by_state_type.pdf/view  
8 Id. 
9 Id. 

https://www.nssf.org/articles/nssf-retailer-surveys-indicate-5-4-million-first-time-gun-buyers-in-2021/
https://www.portland.gov/sites/default/files/2022/2022-pdx-problem-analysis-public-version.pdf
https://worldpopulationreview.com/state-rankings/magazine-capacity-laws-by-state#:~:text=The%20federal%20ban%20on%20large-capacity%20magazines%20has%20ended.,Maryland%2C%20Massachusetts%2C%20New%20Jersey%2C%20New%20York%2C%20and%20Vermont
https://worldpopulationreview.com/state-rankings/magazine-capacity-laws-by-state#:~:text=The%20federal%20ban%20on%20large-capacity%20magazines%20has%20ended.,Maryland%2C%20Massachusetts%2C%20New%20Jersey%2C%20New%20York%2C%20and%20Vermont
https://worldpopulationreview.com/state-rankings/magazine-capacity-laws-by-state#:~:text=The%20federal%20ban%20on%20large-capacity%20magazines%20has%20ended.,Maryland%2C%20Massachusetts%2C%20New%20Jersey%2C%20New%20York%2C%20and%20Vermont
https://worldpopulationreview.com/state-rankings/magazine-capacity-laws-by-state#:~:text=The%20federal%20ban%20on%20large-capacity%20magazines%20has%20ended.,Maryland%2C%20Massachusetts%2C%20New%20Jersey%2C%20New%20York%2C%20and%20Vermont
https://www.gunlaws101.com/comparison/law/permit-to-purchase
https://www.fbi.gov/file-repository/nics_firearm_checks_-_year_by_state_type.pdf/view
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existing ORS 166.435. CJC queried only data concerning arrests and convictions under existing law. 

IP 17 presents a significant modification of firearm transfer laws predictably leading to an increase in 

misdemeanor convictions. Those with existing convictions are subject to Class B felony violations. 

Utilizing this existing crime data and data from jurisdictions with similar private transfer permit 

requirements, the CJC has sufficient information to develop estimates required under ORS 

137.683 and 137.685. 

 

SECTION 11 

 

Section 11 creates a new Class A misdemeanor crime for the “[u]nlawful manufacture, 

importation, possession, use, purchase, sale or otherwise transferring of a large-capacity 

magazine …” (Section 11(6)). The CJC stated in the draft statement “[g]iven that this is a new 

crime, it is not possible for CJC to provide an estimated impact of this section.” 

 

Eleven states and the District of Columbia have so-called “high-capacity” magazine bans. The 

CJC can use crime data to produce estimates of conviction and victim data. This data can also be 

used to “estimate of the average length of incarceration that each racial and ethnic composition 

group receives as a sentence”, as applicable in these other states. 

 

Section 11(5) of IP 17 purports to create an affirmative defense to the unlawful possession, use 

and transfer of a large-capacity magazine in this state by any person possessed before the 

effective date should IP 17 be adopted, pursuant to ORS 166.055. ORS 166.055 does not exist in 

Oregon statutory code. This should be noted in the Racial and Ethnic Impact Statement to 

provide notice to voters that there is no affirmative defense available for the crime IP 17 creates.  

 

SECTION 4 

 

Section 4 outlines the proposed permit to purchase process requiring an applicant to apply for a 

permit with a police chief or county sheriff. Section 4(1)(b)(c) of IP 17 provides that a police 

chief or county sheriff evaluate whether the applicant presents “reasonable grounds for a permit 

agent to conclude that the applicant has been or is reasonably likely to be a danger to self or 

others, or to the community at large, as a result of the applicant’s mental or psychological state 

or as demonstrated by the applicant’s past pattern of behavior involving unlawful violence or 

threats of unlawful violence.” The subjective criteria of Section 4 undoubtedly fails 

constitutional muster, but should be included in the Racial and Ethnic Impact Statement because 

it is ripe for abuse by the state to deny permits on the bases of race or ethnicity. 

 

The CJC did not include an analysis of this section in the draft statement stating “[t]here are 

several components of IP 17 that are not related to the criminal justice system specifically, and 

this statement does not include the racial and ethnic impact of those components.” However, 

should IP 17 be adopted, it would become a crime to purchase a transfer a firearm without a 

permit. Should a bad actor abuse the subjective evaluation required in Section 4 and deny an 

applicant on the basis of race or ethnicity. Voters deserve “[a]n estimate of how the proposed 

legislation would change the racial and ethnic composition of those likely to be convicted of a 

criminal offense created or modified by the proposed legislation” pursuant to the requirements of 

ORS 137.683.  
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Similarly, the permitting process outlined in Section 4 of IP 17 is to be done by police or 

sheriffs’ offices, which may deter the BIPOC community from seeking a permit due to deep 

mistrust of government that has been exacerbated in recent years. And fingerprinting is required, 

which may raise privacy issues for anyone going through the permitting process. For the 

foregoing reasons, the NRA respectfully request the CJC include Section 4 in the Racial and 

Ethnic Impact Statement.  

In conclusion, the draft statement lacks meaningful evaluation of the Racial and Ethnic Impact of 

IP 17. On behalf of the NRA’s members in Oregon we respectfully request the CJC accept these 

comments and incorporate them into the Racial and Ethnic Impact Statement to adequately 

portray the racial and ethnic impact of IP 17.  

 

Sincerely,  

 

Aoibheann Cline 
 

Aoibheann Cline 

State Director, NRA-ILA 
 

 

 

 



From: Patricia Krikorian
To: SOS Elections * SOS
Subject: objections to explanatory statement” for the voter’s guide for IP 17,
Date: Thursday, July 28, 2022 8:50:10 AM

The explanatory statement is seriously
flawed.

The statement refused to acknowledge that
most modern shotguns will be banned under
this measure. That is NOT speculation.

The statement falsely claims that the
database of gun permit applicants is
exempt from public disclosure. That must
not be allowed to remain in the statement.

The statement ignores the lack of training
facilities or people qualified to provide
the training. This is a critical element
of the measure.

The statement misleads voters about the
live fire requirements.

The statement ignores the complete lack of
funding for this expensive measure.

The statement fails to clarify many
mandates that will be created later by the
Oregon State Police without public input.

Please take these comments into
consideration 

Pat Krikorian
Jackson County

mailto:pkdance@sbcglobal.net
mailto:Elections.SOS@sos.oregon.gov


From: Chris Nunes
To: SOS Elections * SOS
Subject: IP 17 racial impact
Date: Thursday, July 28, 2022 8:53:01 AM

Hi there,

As a working minority myself, I cannot attend today's public comment and don't really even 
have time to write out all my thoughts on IP 17 but I figured I'd better speak up and at least 
urge you to take a deeper look at the impacts to minorities in Oregon (in addition to other 
flaws with this ballot measure).

IP 17's firearm license presents logistical and financial barriers to gun ownership at a time 
when more new gun owners are minorities than ever before. Nearly half new gun owners are 
women and black and Asian gun ownership is also on the rise due to hate crimes. What 
problem are trying to solve? Oregon has already closed federal background check loopholes 
years ago when we required background checks for even private party sales.

The police-approved classes referenced currently don't exist and ranges are already crowded as 
it is so minorities seeking to protect themselves will be shut out for access while existing gun 
owners including hate groups get to keep theirs. Thus impacts minorities right to self defense 
as protected by us and state constitutions.

Police typically respond after an incident, and in some cases police presence can be deadly for 
minorities. IP 17's magazine ban creates another arbitrary victim-less possession crime just 
like the drug war. Police encounters with minorities can turn violent over an air freshener on 
rear view mirror. Minorities who have harmlessly possessed these objects for years can now 
be criminalized if they can't prove they owned them prior to the ban?

Furthermore, I find it highly problematic Oregon's history with exclusion laws prohibiting 
people of color resulted in an 80% white demographic currently, and now a white majority is 
voting on gun violence measures when this issue disproportionately impacts inner city bipoc 
in poor neighborhoods. Similar to men voting for abortion regulation, of course non-minorities 
aren't going to see a need for a gun, because they don't see daily crime.

Let's be clear magazine restrictions do not reduce daily crime, because FBI stats say most gun 
violence is less than 5 shots fired. This is the gun violence minorities see daily. Magazine bans 
are in response to the sensationalism of media reporting about mass shootings which are 1% of 
gun violence, most of which are not even public mass shootings but domestic violence with a 
handgun. This proposal is a knee-jerk reaction to a sliver of the data, and IP 17 has vastly 
more negative impact in arbitrarily criminalizing people of color for possession of an object; 
we should be regulating criminal behavior.

People forget even the civil rights movement was made possible by civilians with guns 
protecting nonviolent activists between protests. Rights in general especially to personal self 
defense should not be up for debate or vote, but since it's going to be on the ballot, lets be 
clear about potential impacts.

Please revisit your racial impact statement. Of course there is no current impact since this is not 
yet law, but we know laws are disproportionately applied against minorities statistically so we 
can assume this will be too.

Thank you for hearing me.
Chis
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From: mike randall
To: SOS Elections * SOS
Subject: IP 17 / ballot measure 114, deceptive and unconstitutional
Date: Thursday, July 28, 2022 8:53:53 AM

  This ballot measure is unconstitutional, as well as the explanatory statement being extremely
deceptive. 
  
  In the SCOTUS case, NYSPA V. Bruen, the SCOTUS stated "Today we decline to adopt the
two-part approach, in keeping with Heller we hold that when the 2nd ammendment's plain text
covers an individual's conduct, the constitution presumptivly protects that conduct, to justify
its regulation the government may not simply posit that the regulation promotes an important
interest, rather the government must demonstrate that the regulation is consistent with the
nation's historical tradition of firearms regulation, only if a firearm regulation is consistent
with the nation's historical tradition, may a court conclude that an individual's conduct falls
outside the 2nd ammendment's unqualified command."
What this means, is it is the right of the individual to keep and bear arms, and that any law
regulating arms, must have historical basis, dating to the ammendments ratification, in 1791.
To date, no government, or court, has been able to find any laws from 1791, that would allow
for 
●magazine bans
●waiting periods
●permits needed to purchase 
●banning types of firearms

  We see this week that in Rocky Mountain Gun Owners V Town of Superior, that the
Colorado Court issued a TRO (temporary restraining order) on the City if Superior's magazine
ban, and "assault weapons ban", as it "presented immediate harm to the peoples constitional
rights" and "the plaintiff (RMGO) and the court have demonstrated the plaintiff likely to win"
The Judge also states "The court is unaware of historical precedent that would permit a
governmental entity to entirely ban a type of weapon that is commonly used by law-abiding
citizens for lawful purposes when in an individual's home, or in public".

The explanatory statement is seriously
flawed.

The statement refused to acknowledge that
most modern shotguns will be banned under
this measure. That is NOT speculation.

The statement falsely claims that the
database of gun permit applicants is
exempt from public disclosure. That must
not be allowed to remain in the statement.

The statement ignores the lack of training
facilities or people qualified to provide
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the training. This is a critical element
of the measure.

The statement misleads voters about the
live fire requirements.

The statement ignores the complete lack of
funding for this expensive measure.

The statement fails to clarify many
mandates that will be created later by the
Oregon State Police without public input.



From: billybones2jh
To: SOS Elections * SOS
Subject: Ballot measure 114
Date: Thursday, July 28, 2022 8:58:38 AM

To whom it may concern,
Ballot measure 114 is poorly thought out and unconstitutional. Let’s not forget racist and
certainly not equitable. That pretty well covers it. Subversion of the 2nd amendment has been
deemed unconstitutional on multiple occasions. The fact that these same tired and disproven
arguments about firearms and  are still being trotted out is evidence that the lies of the out of
touch political class has no legitimate basis for speaking for anyone. Shall not be infringed.
Clean up your own house before you come to mine. 
Sincerely,
Jon Hancock 
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From: STEPHEN DYER
To: SOS Elections * SOS
Subject: IP 17
Date: Thursday, July 28, 2022 9:01:16 AM

Dear Sirs,
   
I am writing in objection to the explanatory statement of ballot measure IP 17.
 

The explanatory statement is seriously flawed.

The statement refused to acknowledge that most modern
shotguns will be banned under this measure. That is NOT
speculation.

The statement falsely claims that the database of gun
permit applicants is exempt from public disclosure. That
must not be allowed to remain in the statement.

The statement ignores the lack of training facilities or
people qualified to provide the training. This is a
critical element of the measure.

The statement misleads voters about the live fire
requirements.

The statement ignores the complete lack of funding for
this expensive measure.

The statement fails to clarify many mandates that will
be created later by the Oregon State Police without
public input.

Sincerely,
 
Stephen Dyer

Eugene
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7/27/22 
 
Members of the Oregon Criminal Justice Commission, 
 
I am writing you today to voice my opposition of IP17 due to the fact that it negatively impacts 
minorities, women, and people of the LGTBQ community. It creates a process that makes it 
more expensive and more difficult for them to lawfully defend themselves. What is up for debate 
here is the increased rates of violence and what is not is the failed policies that have lead to this 
uptick in violent crime. We have mental health crisis, drug crisis, and criminals that are 
emboldened because of lack of prosecution. This has created a “perfect storm” for the public 
and made our firearms more relevant than they have ever been. The people of Oregon have a 
State and Federal constitutionality right to lawful self defense. If we were to look at the data 
violent crime effects these important parts of our society at the highest rates of any of the 
demographics. 
 
The important thing to remember here, is banning or regulating the constitutional rights of law 
abiding citizens will do nothing to prevent a single gun crime! That is because WE are not the 
ones committing these different gun crimes. This is simply a way to ensnare POC in attempt to 
solve a problem. This will cost more lives contrary to what is being told to the public by Lift 
Every Voice Oregon. They are on a morale crusade and are ignoring the sheer impact to those 
that need the ability to protect themselves due to more and more failed policies. We should be 
incentivizing training, we should be making it easier for people to carry guns in public. We 
should do away with gun free zones. We should have mandatory minimums for those that 
commit violent crimes with a firearm. Most importantly we should be prosecuting violent 
offenders! All of my suggestions would do more to help save lives than IP 17. Please do the 
right thing and look at the facts here, not the emotions. Facts prove more guns save lives. 
Thank you for your time! 
 
 
Sincerely,  
Derek LeBlanc 
 



From: Pat Wilson
To: SOS Elections * SOS
Subject: Comments on IP17
Date: Thursday, July 28, 2022 9:34:36 AM

There are a multitude of problems with IP17 -- in fact I see nothing at all positive about IP17 -
- but I trust that others will cover the issues I do not.

I am a 40 yr old trans woman living in Portland. I shoot competitively both locally, as well as
in multiple other states. I am licensed to, and do carry, a concealed weapon for self defense.

The proposed law would make me prove, to law enforcement, that I am not a criminal; and if I
cannot prove that I am not, it is a Class A Misdemeanor. I would be subject to several
thousand dollars in fines and/or up to a year in jail. I can be harassed at will, by law
enforcement, my weapon and manufacturer-standard capacity magazine could be taken as
evidence. This can be done any number of times, and for any or no reason.

This bill is ethically wrong; we should not be required to prove that we are not criminals to the
State. This bill is morally wrong; we should not give law enforcement even more tools to
selectively abuse, and criminalize minorities.

This bill does not make me safer. This puts me at an even greater risk for harassment, and a
greater risk of becoming a victim of police violence.

And the worst part? This bill doesn't make *anyone* safer; it will have no measurable,
positive impact on public safety at all. It doesn't even pretend to be a law that allows for
measurement of effectiveness.

Again, I trust that others will cover the other problems with this bill, including (but not limited
to) the requirement of police-taught classes, as well as allowing law enforcement to request
anything they wish for the purpose of permitting. These negatively impact me, as well as my
community.
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From: Remus Rusnac
To: SOS Elections * SOS
Subject: Initiative Petition 17
Date: Thursday, July 28, 2022 9:36:32 AM

To Whom It May Concern:

This email is in regards to the racial and ethnic impact IP 17 will have on
Oregonians.

The measure requires a “class” before a person can apply for a “permit” to
purchase a firearm. Since this class requires live fire, low income, urban
residents will have the hardest time finding an approved class.

The required “class” must be taught by police or those approved by police. If
the police in minority areas choose to simply not provide the class, minority
residents will be required to find a class far from their home at unlimited
expense.

The measure gives police unlimited ability to require any information they
want when approving a person for a “permit.” This discretion has enormous
potential for abuse and can be applied selectively.

There are no time limits on the multiple background checks required for a
permit and there are no limits on the cost for the “class” that is required. At
this time even the sponsors of the measure have admitted they have no
answers for these concerns. These issues are certain to impact low income
communities disproportionally.

Please take these facts into consideration moving forward.

Best Regards,

Remus Rusnac

mailto:remus.rusnac@gmail.com
mailto:Elections.SOS@sos.oregon.gov


From: HK Kahng
To: SOS Elections * SOS
Subject: Comment to CJC regarding IP 17"s Racial and Ethnic Impact Statement
Date: Thursday, July 28, 2022 9:40:23 AM

To the Commission:

Having reviewed the Oregon CJC’s draft Statement of Racial and Ethnic Impact for Measure Related to Crime 
concerning Initiative Petition 17, I object to the document’s repeated fallback to "CJC lacks data" and "CJC is 
unable to provide predictions". These are not acceptable conclusions.

While the laws and penalties proposed by IP 17 are new to Oregon, the Commission is obliged to make inferences 
using data from comparable jurisdictions.

For example, Massachusetts has enacted a magazine ban and a firearms license requirement, and the Criminal 
Justice Policy Program at Harvard Law School's report to the state's Chief Justice, Racial Disparities in the 
Massachusetts Criminal System starkly shows the impact of these laws on the BIPOC community.

Black persons account for over 29% of charges for possession of a large magazine (Black persons comprise 12.4% 
of that state’s population). Similarly, 12% of the population of Massachusetts is Latinx, but they comprise over 21% 
of charges for possession of a large magazine. Black persons account for over 77% of charges for the second 
offense of possessing a firearm without a license.

https://www.worcestercountybar.org/wp-content/uploads/2021/11/MassachusettsRacialDisparityReport.pdf

Closer to home, the ACLU - a noted proponent of IP 17 - offers the following points on the disproportionate impact 
by the criminal justice system on BIPOC communities:

Oregon ranks in the top 10 states with the highest incarceration rates of black men, according to The 
Sentencing Project’s research.
http://www.sentencingproject.org/publications/color-of-justice-racial-and-ethnic-disparity-in-state-
prisons/#II.%20Overall%20Findings

Oregon prosecutors charge people of color more harshly, according to a series by InvestigateWest and the 
Pamplin Media Group on racial disparity in Oregon’s criminal justice system in 2016 and 2017.
http://invw.org/2017/02/02/justice-disparate-by-race-in-oregon/ 

Latinos and Black Oregonians pay higher fines in Multnomah County.

Native Americans are convicted at five times the rate of whites in Oregon for felony drug possession, the 
highest of any racial or ethnic group.
http://www.oregonlive.com/politics/index.ssf/2016/12/stark_racial_disparities_emerg.html 

African Americans in Oregon are more than twice as likely to be convicted of  felony drug possession, despite 
no disparity in use, according to the Oregon Criminal Justice Commission and The Oregonian.
http://www.oregonlive.com/politics/index.ssf/2016/12/stark_racial_disparities_emerg.html 

African American defendants are more than 100 times more likely to be convicted for cocaine possession in 
Multnomah County.
http://invw.org/2017/03/02/the-power-of-the-prosecutor/ 

Recent news coverage further highlight the unequal application of the law:
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See which drivers Portland police are more likely to stop
“Black and Hispanic or Latino people had their highest share of stops on record, while the share of stops of 
white people reached record lows” https://www.oregonlive.com/data/2022/07/see-which-drivers-portland-
police-are-more-likely-to-stop.html

US Justice Department says Portland police continue to violate their own use-of-force policies
“In its assessment, the Justice Department found that between Jan. 10, 2021 and March 31 of this year the 
city had fallen out of compliance with 30 paragraphs of the 187-paragraph settlement agreement, a significant 
increase from the 11 paragraphs it was out of compliance on last summer.”
https://www.opb.org/article/2022/07/27/us-justice-department-portland-police-use-of-force-settlement/

Clackamas County Sheriff’s Office singled out for racial disparities in stop data
“Among 51 law enforcement agencies in Oregon, only the Clackamas County Sheriff’s Office had significant 
disparities in two out of the three metrics used to assess bias in traffic and pedestrian stops”
https://www.opb.org/article/2020/12/01/clackamas-county-sheriffs-office-racial-disparity-report/ 

The Oregon CJC’s own Racial and Ethnic Impact Statement Historical Data report states the following:

Overrepresentation of minority groups is present in many points of Oregon’s criminal justice system. In 
general, African Americans show the highest rate of overrepresentation. Over time the magnitude of this 
overrepresentation has dropped, however minority populations continue to show higher rates of involvement 
with the criminal justice system than the state as a whole.

https://www.oregon.gov/cjc/CJC%20Document%20Library/AdultCJSystemRacialandEthnicStatementBackground.pdf

The Statistical Transparency of Policing Report by the Oregon CJC observes and advises the following:

Based on the criteria described above, it is recommended that Oregon State Police be examined in greater 
detail by STOP Program researchers and receive technical assistance from DPSST. Oregon State Police 
was indicated as having a disparity in the Predicted Disposition analysis with regard to its citations of Black, 
Latinx, Asian/PI, Middle Eastern, and Native individuals; with regard to searches for Latinx and Native 
individuals; and with regard to arrests of Native individuals. In addition, the KPT Hit-Rate analysis identified 
a disparity with regard to searches of Middle Eastern individuals.

https://www.oregon.gov/cjc/CJC%20Document%20Library/STOP_REPORT_2021_FINAL.pdf

IP 17 will be enacting serious criminal penalties which, based on historical and current trends, will throw a 
potentially large number of fellow Oregonians into the meat grinder of the criminal justice system.

The IP 17 campaign claims that this price of lives destroyed is worth paying for their social goals. However, we 
Oregonians need to and have a right to know that cost in greater detail.

I humbly request that the Commission incorporate the above provided data into its estimates on the racial and 
ethnic impact of IP 17 in its final statement.

Yours sincerely,

HK Kahng

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.oregonlive.com%2Fdata%2F2022%2F07%2Fsee-which-drivers-portland-police-are-more-likely-to-stop.html&data=05%7C01%7CElections.SOS%40sos.oregon.gov%7C7fd8fb9695294e2de5be08da70b7db4b%7Caa3f6932fa7c47b4a0cea598cad161cf%7C0%7C0%7C637946232227547989%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=XPvOyuR9lbx0pjlVtU3uGEuoMJrgV40Vh9P4IFzcMqs%3D&reserved=0
https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.oregonlive.com%2Fdata%2F2022%2F07%2Fsee-which-drivers-portland-police-are-more-likely-to-stop.html&data=05%7C01%7CElections.SOS%40sos.oregon.gov%7C7fd8fb9695294e2de5be08da70b7db4b%7Caa3f6932fa7c47b4a0cea598cad161cf%7C0%7C0%7C637946232227547989%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=XPvOyuR9lbx0pjlVtU3uGEuoMJrgV40Vh9P4IFzcMqs%3D&reserved=0
https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.opb.org%2Farticle%2F2022%2F07%2F27%2Fus-justice-department-portland-police-use-of-force-settlement%2F&data=05%7C01%7CElections.SOS%40sos.oregon.gov%7C7fd8fb9695294e2de5be08da70b7db4b%7Caa3f6932fa7c47b4a0cea598cad161cf%7C0%7C0%7C637946232227547989%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=dGfL4YhhiwG92DcOHuq%2BNp7c0FojTQjlHrfq0b26ULM%3D&reserved=0
https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.opb.org%2Farticle%2F2020%2F12%2F01%2Fclackamas-county-sheriffs-office-racial-disparity-report%2F&data=05%7C01%7CElections.SOS%40sos.oregon.gov%7C7fd8fb9695294e2de5be08da70b7db4b%7Caa3f6932fa7c47b4a0cea598cad161cf%7C0%7C0%7C637946232227547989%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=Sp3BMAPCBlSDYMgF0a3yPmkjLh9edLJEOOR2MS5katY%3D&reserved=0
https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.oregon.gov%2Fcjc%2FCJC%2520Document%2520Library%2FAdultCJSystemRacialandEthnicStatementBackground.pdf&data=05%7C01%7CElections.SOS%40sos.oregon.gov%7C7fd8fb9695294e2de5be08da70b7db4b%7Caa3f6932fa7c47b4a0cea598cad161cf%7C0%7C0%7C637946232227547989%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=qVGBhgtMIPhG0EZp7tjgLngJ2%2FnyCXmDJyx85KI1TL8%3D&reserved=0
https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.oregon.gov%2Fcjc%2FCJC%2520Document%2520Library%2FSTOP_REPORT_2021_FINAL.pdf&data=05%7C01%7CElections.SOS%40sos.oregon.gov%7C7fd8fb9695294e2de5be08da70b7db4b%7Caa3f6932fa7c47b4a0cea598cad161cf%7C0%7C0%7C637946232227547989%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=3gw%2F1S7HDcWnDFRevbM7wLTUwVVjIrJXQw6wes%2BeuMM%3D&reserved=0


From: Remus Rusnac
To: SOS Elections * SOS
Subject: IP 17 / Ballot Measure 114
Date: Thursday, July 28, 2022 9:43:43 AM

To Whom It May Concern:

This email is in regards to the explanatory statement drafted on IP 17, not
known as ballot measure 114.

The explanatory statement is seriously flawed.

The statement refused to acknowledge that most modern shotguns will be
banned under this measure. That is NOT speculation.

The statement falsely claims that the database of gun permit applicants is
exempt from public disclosure. That must not be allowed to remain in the
statement.

The statement ignores the lack of training facilities or people qualified to
provide the training. This is a critical element of the measure.

The statement misleads voters about the live fire requirements.

The statement ignores the complete lack of funding for this expensive
measure.

The statement fails to clarify many mandates that will be created later by
the Oregon State Police without public input.

These statements are very misleading and you have failed Oregonians in
explaining what this law does and does not do.

Regards,

Remus

mailto:remus.rusnac@gmail.com
mailto:Elections.SOS@sos.oregon.gov


From: Josh Kulla
To: SOS Elections * SOS
Subject: IP-17 is NOT equitable
Date: Thursday, July 28, 2022 9:54:51 AM

To Whom It May Concern: 

IP-17 will have a massively negative influence in lower income people and people of color in many
different ways that violate the Oregon Constitution. 

To start with, the measure would require a “class” before a person can apply for a “permit” to
purchase a firearm. Since this class requires live fire qualification before obtaining a permit, low
income, urban residents will have the hardest time finding an approved class - each one of which
must be "police approved." These kinds of restrictions on fundamental rights are intolerable when
applied voting or other activities and are equally intolerable when applied to firearms rights. 

If police in communities with large minority populations choose to simply not allow or offer classes,
this does not promote equity. 

In addition, the measure would give police unlimited ability to require any information they want
when approving a person for a “permit.” This discretion has enormous potential for abuse and can
- and will - be applied selectively to minority communities, as well as against persons the police
deem to have the "wrong" politics. Furthermore, this aspect of the measure also is in direct
opposition to recent court decisions, most significantly the Bruen decision handed down by the US
Supreme Court that struck down discretionary firearms permitting in New York state. 

Also, there are no time limits on the multiple background checks required for a "permit" and there
are no limits on the cost for the “class” that is required. At this time even the sponsors of the
measure have admitted they have no answers for these concerns. These issues are certain to
impact low income and minority communities the hardest, and one must wonder if this was the
intent of IP-17. What is certain is that this measure would restrict firearms rights to only the most
affluent and whitest communities in Oregon. It is the opposite of equitable. 

Because the measure does not require that the state fund the classes and permitting process, this
costly and time-consuming aspect will be required of permit applicants in the form of fees that will
run into the tens of millions of dollars per year, at a minimum. Again, this is not equitable and is, in
fact, highly regressive. 

I urge you to consider all of these facts today as you examine the multitude of negative effects
that IP-17 would have on the citizens of Oregon. 

Thank you. 

Josh Kulla

Gresham, OR

mailto:doomwall@protonmail.com
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Positive Impacts of Handgun Purchaser Licensing Laws on People Who are Black  

Daniel W. Webster, ScD, MPH 

Professor and Co-Director 

Johns Hopkins Center for Gun Violence Solutions 

July 28, 2022 

Firearm violence has a devastating impact on the health, safety, and life prospects of Black, Hispanic, 
and Native American populations. Firearm homicide is the leading cause of death among Black boys and 
men ages 15-34 years in the United States.1 In Oregon for the period 2000-2020, relative to non-
Hispanic white people, rates of firearm homicide victimization are 8 times higher among non-Hispanic 
Black people, twice as high among Native Americans, and 77% higher among Hispanic people.2 From 
2019 to 2020, the number of Black homicide victims in Oregon rose by 150%.2 Relative to white 
populations, Black Americans have rates of murder perpetration that are six times as high and rates of 
arrests for weapons violations (nearly all of which are illegal gun possession – carrying a concealed 
firearm without a permit or possession by a prohibited person) are four times as high.3 These racial 
disparities in victimization and offending are driven by long-standing structural racism creating 
concentrated social and economic disadvantages found to increase rates of violence.4,5 

Handgun purchaser licensing laws are upstream policies designed to prevent firearms from being 
diverted to the underground gun market where they are likely to be used to commit crimes of violence 
by prohibited persons. Studies published in peer-reviewed scientific journals demonstrate that handgun 
purchaser licensing laws reduce the diversion of guns for criminal use.6,7,8 For example, an evaluation of 
Maryland’s handgun purchaser licensing law led to a 76 percent decrease in guns recovered in crimes 
within 12 months of retail sale from a Maryland gun dealer.6 A survey of individuals with experience in 
Baltimore’s underground gun market found that 40 percent thought that the law made it harder to 
obtain guns.6 The data in these studies come from traces of guns recovered from criminal suspects in 
arrests for crimes in which Black people are over-represented and that contribute to gross disparities in 
incarceration.9,10 It is important to note that these arrests are principally for illegal gun possession, not 
charges for not having a license to purchase a handgun. By reducing the diversion of guns for use in 
crime, handgun purchaser licensing reduces arrests and should thereby reduce incarceration that 
disproportionately impacts Black Americans.  

Missouri’s repeal of its handgun purchaser licensing law in August 2007 provides evidence for how the 
law had deterred gun trafficking, arrests, and firearm homicides. Within two years of the law’s repeal, 
diversions of guns for criminal use within a year of retail sale doubled.8 The figure below shows the 
share of arrests of Black adults and White adults that were for weapons offenses in Missouri with three 
policy changes indicated with vertical lines – Right to Carry in 2003, repeal of handgun purchaser 
licensing in 2007, and Permitless carry in January 2018. This measure of weapons offenses had been 
trending down for Black adults, but then increased after handgun purchaser licensing was repealed. 
Weapons arrests as a share of all arrests for white adults where unchanged and the difference between 
the changes following licensing repeal between these two racial groups was statistically significant. 



 

Studies have shown that this repeal was associated with a sharp increase in firearm homicide rates in 
Missouri with estimates ranging from 17% to 47%.11,12 Figure 2 below shows the ratio of firearm 
homicide rates among Black Missourians versus that of all Black Americans from 1999 through 2020. 
After fluctuating around 1.5 (indicating a 50% higher rate in Missouri vs. the US), the ratio jumps to 2.1 
in 2008 after the licensing law was repealed and eventually climbs to 2.8 in 2019 demonstrating how 
much homicide victimization risks increased after the licensing law was repealed among Black 
Missourians relative to Black Americans generally. One study of the impact of Missouri’s repeal of 
handgun purchaser licensing found that increases in firearm homicides were concentrated among Black 
victims.13 More broadly, several studies have found that handgun purchaser licensing laws are 
associated with reductions in firearm homicide victimization,9-11,14,15 a problem that  disproportionately 
robs Black men of their lives.1 Finally, it is worth noting that national surveys show that 77 percent of 
Black adults support handgun purchaser licensing laws.16  
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From: Kelie McWilliams
To: SOS Elections * SOS
Subject: Racial Impact Statement - IP17
Date: Thursday, July 28, 2022 10:15:41 AM

Hello,

I work daily in rural communities to confront and reduce political extremism. I’ve been watching IP17 with interest.
I’m a mom of three, and I certainly don’t want my kids or anyone else’s to be the victims of gun violence. I can tell
you both from experience and from conversations that, especially in rural communities, IP 17 will have the opposite
of its intended effect.

Because it allows large capacity magazines bought before the ban to be exempted, the people who want them will
buy more of them before it goes into effect. They’re not traceable or trackable. Further, It won’t reduce suicide,
which only requires one bullet, nor will it reduce domestic violence murders. What we’re doing is hoping that a
pretty bandaid will fix a stab wound, and it won’t.

We have a carceral system  in Oregon that disproportionately incarcerates and enslaves Indigenous and Black
people. We know that this is white supremacy in action, when white people are given warnings where Black people
aren’t, where white people are charged less often or with lesser crimes than people of color, and, even when
convicted of the same charge, are punished less harshly.

Black & Indigenous people will be examined more closely in background checks and licensure for instruction.
They’ll be subject to undue scrutiny for how they communicate, dress and wear their hair. As written, there’s too
much subjectivity that can come into the process, and many would be deterred by having to interact with police,
who have been unjustly killing people of color for hundreds of years.

IP17 is a replication of this problem we’ve been working to undo, and it needs to be very clear to the People of
Oregon what the impact will be on their friends, neighbors and communities.

Thanks,

Kelie McWilliams

mailto:keliemcwilliams@gmail.com
mailto:Elections.SOS@sos.oregon.gov


From: Chad Quickstad
To: SOS Elections * SOS
Subject: Explanatory Statement for IP-17/Measure-114
Date: Thursday, July 28, 2022 10:09:47 AM

The explanatory statement for IP-17/Measure-114 is seriously flawed.

The statement refuses to acknowledge that most modern shotguns will be banned under this
measure. That is FACT understood by anyone who understands the basics about guns and is
NOT speculation.

The statement falsely claims that the database of gun permit applicants is exempt from public
disclosure. That is a lie and must not be allowed to remain in the statement. There is nothing
in the measure that exempts the required annual state police report from public disclosure.

The statement ignores the lack of training facilities or people qualified to provide the
training. This is a critical element of the measure that will become a de facto ban on
firearms ownership because there will be no means available to comply with the law.

The statement misleads voters about the live fire requirements. The student will need to be the
one firing the gun, not the instructor. Because the person seeking a permit can't purchase a gun
without the permit, they will have an impossible "chicken-and-egg" problem to overcome:
getting a gun to qualify with, without being able to buy one first. Again, this will become a de
facto ban on firearms ownership. 

The statement ignores the complete lack of funding for this expensive measure. This is a
critical element of the measure that will become a de facto ban on firearms ownership
because there will be no means available to put the law into practice.

The statement fails to clarify many mandates that will be created later by the Oregon State
Police without public input.

The statement does not acknowledge that the measure is plainly in violation of the 2nd
Amendment of the US Constitution because it clearly infringes upon the right of the people to
keep and bear arms.  The Supreme Court has ruled that laws cannot violate the plain text of
the 2nd Amendment as informed by tradition and history.

Please be honest, open, and truthful with the message to voters!

Regards,
-Chad Quickstad

mailto:cquickstad@gmail.com
mailto:Elections.SOS@sos.oregon.gov


From: L McKanna
To: SOS Elections * SOS
Subject: Comment in Support of Estimate of Racial-Ethnic Impact
Date: Thursday, July 28, 2022 10:21:10 AM
Attachments: Comment in Support of Estimate of Racial and Ethnic Impact by CJC.docx

This statement is submitted in support of the Estimate of Racial/Ethnic Impact Statement on
behalf of 
Lift Every Voice Oregon. 

OREGON CRIMINAL JUSTICE COMMISSION

Estimate of Racial/Ethical Impact – Comment in Support

Hearing July 28, 9:30-10:30 am

On behalf of Lift Every Voice Oregon (LEVO), the proponents of Initiative Petition 17
known as the Reduction of Gun Violence Act, submit this letter to the Oregon Criminal
Justice Commission.   

The Commission diligently followed the requirements for preparing this statement,
searching for data relating to arrests and convictions of licensed dealers, as well as other
firearm transferors, and has duly reported its findings. Thus, the statement is complete
and LEVO supports its approval and submission for the voters’ pamphlet.

We do note that IP17 contemplates review beyond the subject of the CJC statement and
the requirements under ORS 137.683.  The measure calls for an annual report from the
state police indicating, for each county, the number of permits-to-purchase issued, the
number denied, and the reasons for denial.  It also provides that the department may
include any additional information, by rule, that would be helpful to “ensuring the
permit-to-purchase process is being administered in a consistent and equitable manner.”
SEC.4(2)(c).

Lift Every Voice Oregon

-- 

 

mailto:lmckanna88@gmail.com
mailto:Elections.SOS@sos.oregon.gov

OREGON CRIMINAL JUSTICE COMMISSION

Estimate of Racial/Ethical Impact – Comment in Support

Hearing July 28, 9:30-10:30 am 

On behalf of Lift Every Voice Oregon (LEVO), the proponents of Initiative Petition 17 known as the Reduction of Gun Violence Act, submit this letter to the Oregon Criminal Justice Commission.   

The Commission diligently followed the requirements for preparing this statement, searching for data relating to arrests and convictions of licensed dealers, as well as other firearm transferors, and has duly reported its findings. Thus, the statement is complete and LEVO supports its approval and submission for the voters’ pamphlet. 

We do note that IP17 contemplates review beyond the subject of the CJC statement and the requirements under ORS 137.683.  The measure calls for an annual report from the state police indicating, for each county, the number of permits-to-purchase issued, the number denied, and the reasons for denial.  It also provides that the department may include any additional information, by rule, that would be helpful to “ensuring the permit-to-purchase process is being administered in a consistent and equitable manner.” SEC.4(2)(c).

Lift Every Voice Oregon 

     



OREGON CRIMINAL JUSTICE COMMISSION



 



Esti



mate of R



acial



/Ethical Impact 



–



 



Comment in Support



 



Hearing July 28, 9:30



-



10:30 am 



 



On behalf of Lift Every Voice Oregon (LEVO), the proponents of Initiative Petition 17



 



known as 



the Reduction of Gun Violence Act, 



submit this letter to the 



Oregon Criminal 



Justice Commission



. 



 



 



 



The Commissio



n diligently



 



followed the requirements for prep



aring this 



s



tatement, 



search



ing



 



for data relating to arrests and convictions of licensed dealers



,



 



as well as other 



firearm transfer



or



s



,



 



and has duly reported its findings. 



Thus, the 



s



tatement is complete 



and 



LEVO



 



support



s



 



its 



approval and submission



 



for th



e voters’ pamphlet. 



 



We do note that 



IP17 contemplates 



review beyond 



the subject of th



e CJC 



s



tatement and 



the 



requirements under ORS 137.683.



 



 



The measure calls for 



an annual report from the 



state police indicating, for each county, the number of permits



-



to



-



purchase issued, the 



number denied, and the reasons for denial.  



It also 



provides 



that 



the department may 



include any additional information, by rule, that would 



be helpful to “ensuring the 



permit



-



to



-



purchase process is being administered in a consistent and equitable 



manner.” SEC.4(2)(c).



 



L



ift Every Voice Oregon 



 



  



   



 






OREGON CRIMINAL JUSTICE COMMISSION 


Estimate of Racial/Ethical Impact – Comment in Support 


Hearing July 28, 9:30-10:30 am  


On behalf of Lift Every Voice Oregon (LEVO), the proponents of Initiative Petition 17 


known as the Reduction of Gun Violence Act, submit this letter to the Oregon Criminal 


Justice Commission.    


The Commission diligently followed the requirements for preparing this statement, 


searching for data relating to arrests and convictions of licensed dealers, as well as other 


firearm transferors, and has duly reported its findings. Thus, the statement is complete 


and LEVO supports its approval and submission for the voters’ pamphlet.  


We do note that IP17 contemplates review beyond the subject of the CJC statement and 


the requirements under ORS 137.683.  The measure calls for an annual report from the 


state police indicating, for each county, the number of permits-to-purchase issued, the 


number denied, and the reasons for denial.  It also provides that the department may 


include any additional information, by rule, that would be helpful to “ensuring the 


permit-to-purchase process is being administered in a consistent and equitable 


manner.” SEC.4(2)(c). 


Lift Every Voice Oregon  


      




To whom it may concern,

I am writing in regard to the Racial Impact Statement for IP17. Due to an insufficent amount of
data, this statement is greatly lacking. However, there is information made broadly available on
the disproportionate impacts of legislation regarding key elements of this bill contains has on
Black, Indigenous, and other people of color communities.

In regards to magazine size restrictions and/or overall ban, we see in Massachusetts an
available case study. Despite having a significantly lower Black population enforcement of these
rules most disproportionately impacts the Black community, following the LatinX community and
so forth (Racial Disparities in the Massachusetts Criminal System (2020), Black persons
account for over 29% of charges for possession of a large magazine (Black persons
comprise 12.4% of that state’s population)). Similarly, 12% of the population of
Massachusetts is Latinx, but they comprise over 21% of charges for possession of a large
magazine. Black persons account for over 77% of charges for the second offense of
possessing a firearm without a license. Unsurprisingly, this is a pattern of disproportionate
impact we have seen time and time again.

Oregon ACLU even provided notable concerns regarding the impact of Oregon's
disproportionate incarceration rates among Black men, LatinX men, and all other peoples of
color. Data has poured in, due to the efforts of advocacy organizations across the state that
reinforce the continued disproportionate impact on communities of color, from arrests to traffic
stops.

Black and Indigenous communities will be viewed more harshly regarding background checks
and as a perceived threat to the community broadly, especially when someone is participating in
mental health treatments. Resulting in the further stigmatization of mental health treatment. This
will have no positive impact of sucide prevention, and domestic violence (overall impacting all
communities).

IP17 has the potential to continue harming communities of color throughout Oregon. As a Black
womxn and gun owner, I see this as a specific means to limit access to the fullness of my rights
as guaranteed by the constitution. In November we are asking Oregonians to yet again target
communities of color, despite having full evidence and a growing official data set that point to
the harms that will befall our communities.

This is an ill-suited solution for a very real problem faced by Oregonians, daily. The impact of
IP17 needs to be stated clearly so all the people of Oregon will know how this will impact them
and their neighbords.

Thank you,
Danita Harris



From: ROBERT HOLLISTER
To: SOS Elections * SOS
Subject: IP 17
Date: Thursday, July 28, 2022 10:40:31 AM

Dear Madame Secretary, 

Pursuant to the Supreme Court's recent decision in New York State Rifle & Pistol
Association v. Bruen, courts are supposed to decide Second Amendment cases on
TEXT, HISTORY, and TRADITION. Judges may not decide based on their own
opinions about good policy, nor should they defer to legislative policy judgements.
The policy balancing was already conducted by the American people when they
adopted the Second Amendment.

Therefore, if IP17 is passed by a vote of the people It will be overturned in federal
court at great expense to the people of Oregon. The people of Oregon need to be told
about this up front before they vote. They need all the facts. Please include this in the
voters guide

Thank you.

mailto:rphollister@comcast.net
mailto:Elections.SOS@sos.oregon.gov


From: nick
To: SOS Elections * SOS
Subject: IP 17: potential impacts of the ballot measure on different racial communities
Date: Thursday, July 28, 2022 10:45:25 AM

The measure requires a “class” before a person can apply
for a “permit” to purchase a firearm. Since this class
requires live fire, low income, urban residents will
have the hardest time finding an approved class.

The required “class” must be taught by police or those
approved by police. If the police in minority areas
choose to simply not provide the class, minority
residents will be required to find a class far from
their home at unlimited expense.

The measure gives police unlimited ability to require
any information they want when approving a person for a
“permit.” This discretion has enormous potential for
abuse and can be applied selectively.

There are no time limits on the multiple background
checks required for a permit and there are no limits on
the cost for the “class” that is required. At this time
even the sponsors of the measure have admitted they have
no answers for these concerns. These issues are certain
to impact low income communities disproportionally.

-- 
Nick

mailto:nicorellius@gmail.com
mailto:Elections.SOS@sos.oregon.gov


From: ROBERT HOLLISTER
To: SOS Elections * SOS
Subject: IP 17
Date: Thursday, July 28, 2022 10:49:25 AM

Dear Madam Secretary, 

in regards to IP 17 I ask you to consider the following:

1) The measure outright bans the new purchase of most sporting shotguns because
of the magazine capacity limit. Most shotguns which have tubular magazines can hold
more than 10 "mini shells" making them illegal to purchase. This will have a profound
effect on youth trap and skeet shooting in Oregon.

2)The measure requires live fire training before a person can apply for a permit to
purchase a firearm. There are virtually no facilities that will be available for this
training.
There are no exceptions for the permit to purchase requirement for police of Federally
licensed gun dealers.

3)The measure only allows those approved by police to provide the required "training"
to apply for a permit. Police in Oregon are underfunded and understaffed. There is no
plan in place to actually provide any training and virtually no rural police have the
facilities or manpower to provide classes. Police in urban areas are already not
responding to most violent crimes.

4) The Oregon State Sheriff's Association has estimated that if a person somehow
could complete the required training, the permitting process would cost sheriffs
almost $40,000,000.00 annually. There is nothing in the measure that provides any
funding and the fees included would not come close to covering the costs. There is no
estimate on the cost or impact on small local police departments.
While the measure caps the cost for a permit, there are no caps on the costs for the
required training, which is unlikely to be available anyway. This will mostly affect low
income communities.

4)The measure requires that the required class (taught only by "law enforcement
approved" trainers) include training on state and federal law, transfers and storage,
and the "impact of suicide on the country as a whole." There is no indication of who
would be qualified to instruct on these issues or how they become approved.
The measure requires that a sheriff or local police department issue a permit within
30 days after a background check has been completed by the State Police. But there
is NO limit on how long the State Police can take to complete the background check
and NO penalties if they do not complete it. There are no estimates of the cost of
these checks to the State Police.

5)The measure requires a public list of persons who attempt to purchase firearms.
The measure creates a whole new category of victimless crimes at time when the
police are grossly underfunded and real criminals are being released onto our streets.

mailto:rphollister@comcast.net
mailto:Elections.SOS@sos.oregon.gov


6)The measure requires a permit from local police (which may be impossible to get)
just to apply for permission from the Oregon State Police simply to buy a firearm. But
it also removes the one safeguard that protects gun buyers if the State Police do not
complete their background check.

7) State and Federal law allow the transfer of a firearm if the state police don't
complete a background check in 3 business days. This measure removes that
safeguard. So a single mom with threats against her and her children could literally
wait forever to get permission to get a home defense firearm.

Thank you



From: Kevin Higgins
To: SOS Elections * SOS
Subject: Explanatory Statement - ballot measure 114
Date: Thursday, July 28, 2022 10:50:39 AM

The explanatory statement is seriously flawed.

The statement refused to acknowledge that most modern shotguns will be banned under this
measure. That is NOT speculation.

The statement falsely claims that the database of gun permit applicants is exempt from public
disclosure. That must not be allowed to remain in the statement.

The statement ignores the lack of training facilities or people qualified to provide the training.
This is a critical element of the measure.

The statement misleads voters about the live fire requirements.

The statement ignores the complete lack of funding for this expensive measure.

The statement fails to clarify many mandates that will be created later by the Oregon State
Police without public input.

To publish a statement like this to the public is irresponsible and completely unacceptable, the
idea of misleading the general public to get them to vote for some kind of communist grab like
this is totally not acceptable.

This is not what my tax money is to be used for, I expect truth not lies.

I also expect this to be remedied ASAP

Kevin Higgins

mailto:biohazard2222@gmail.com
mailto:Elections.SOS@sos.oregon.gov


From: greg howell
To: SOS Elections * SOS
Subject: Ballot Measure 114
Date: Thursday, July 28, 2022 11:10:24 AM

The language of the Voter Pamphlet explanatory statement for Ballot Measure 114 is 
inaccurate, false and incomplete"

The language of the measure states that the Oregon State Police "SHALL annually publish"" a 
required report of applicants for the permit.  The description is inaccurate in that it states the 
electronic database is "exempt from public disclosure"  This is either an inaccurate or 
purposeful false statement as the language of the proposal is clear.   The description needs to 
accurately state that the database of applicants will be published under
ballot measure's language.

The description does not point out that owners of standard capacity magazines that hold more 
than the proposed limit prior to enactment will be forced to prove they acquired them prior to 
enactment of the proposal.  The description must state this requirement and that the measure 
does not have a  description of how this will be accomplished.

The requirement that the applicant for a gun purchasing permit demonstrate competency with 
live fire.by an approved instructor creates multiple impediments for the applicant.  
     --The description does not point out that approved instruction is not defined and there is not 
a means described of acquiring the instruction.
     --The requirement for demonstration of competency with live fire may eliminate new gun 
owner applicants since loaning of a firearm outside of immediate family is illegal in Oregon. 
for the applicant to gain competency.  Attaining the required competency may require the 
applicant's  expense of purchasing necessary training.  This must be explained as a potential 
economic impact for individuals who wish to exercise their right.  It may create a
disparate financial  impediment to lower income individuals who wish to exercise their right.

It must be pointed out that there is no mechanism for establishing the required training and 
that there is no funding mechanism for the requirement to be fulfilled in an equitable manner, 
The Oregon Sherris have projected a cost of $40,000,000.00 to fulfill the requirements which 
will fall on the individual departments.  The economic impact must be addressed and is not.

The limit on magazine capacity will affect tubular shotguns as well.  The
transportation requirements will require that these hunting firearms will have to be 
disassembled while a hunter is traveling to the area where they will hunt.  It must be pointed 
out that the limit of the proposal may require disassembly and reassembly of many hunting 
firearms to lawfully travel to go hunting.  Elimination of this information creates an inaccurate 
description.

Mandates to come that are prescribed by the initiative are not defined and will be left in 
departmental control of the Oregon State Police without the opportunity for public input.

The description currently proposed to be placed in the Voter's Pamphlet for this initiative is 
incomplete and inaccurate as to effects of the initiative.  These inaccuracies and
omissions must be corrected to fulfil your legal requirement.

R. G. Howell
Medford, OR 

mailto:dr.ghowell@gmail.com
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From: Sharron Shipley
To: SOS Elections * SOS
Subject: Gun ban
Date: Thursday, July 28, 2022 11:06:00 AM

This measure clearly violates our rights as citizens of the United States.  To be clear, the second amendment which
was put there for just this reason; the over reach and tyrannical government. 
This measure needs to be removed from the ballot post haste.
Sincerely
Sharron Shipley

Sent from my iPad

mailto:sharronlovestoswim@gmail.com
mailto:Elections.SOS@sos.oregon.gov


From: Sharron Shipley
To: SOS Elections * SOS
Subject: Gun ban
Date: Thursday, July 28, 2022 11:06:00 AM

This measure clearly violates our rights as citizens of the United States.  To be clear, the second amendment which
was put there for just this reason; the over reach and tyrannical government. 
This measure needs to be removed from the ballot post haste.
Sincerely
Sharron Shipley

Sent from my iPad

mailto:sharronlovestoswim@gmail.com
mailto:Elections.SOS@sos.oregon.gov


From: Josh Kulla
To: SOS Elections * SOS
Subject: IP-17 Explanatory Statement Flaws Must Be Corrected
Date: Thursday, July 28, 2022 11:29:13 AM

To Whom It May Concern: 

The proposed explanatory statement for proposed ballot measure IP-17 is seriously flawed,
dishonest and incomplete.

The statement being proposed refuses to acknowledge that most modern shotguns will be banned
under this measure. That is not speculation, it is reality and it is part of the intent of the measure
and should be admitted up front.

The statement also falsely claims that the database of gun permit applicants is exempt from public
disclosure. In reality, as written, the proposed measure would require annual public disclosure of
all permit information. This must not be allowed to remain in the statement. Voters should be
informed that all firearms ownership permit information, the locations and addresses of firearms
owners and their property will all be made public and available to anyone at any time, regardless
of their motive for seeking that information. There are no safeguards included in this measure that
would protect permit holders - the measure in fact would endanger permit holders and expose
them to doxxing, home invasion, theft, burglary, potential employment issues and much more. 

The statement also ignores the lack of training facilities or people qualified to provide the so-
training. This is a critical element of the measure, it is why the measure is not equitable and it
absolutely needs to be shared with voters.

The statement goes on to mislead voters about the live fire requirements, the complete lack of
funding for this extremely expensive measure and it also fails to acknowledge that Oregon State
Police will have the power and ability to create permitting mandates at their own discretion and
leisure at any time in the future, should this measure be approved. 

The proposed explanatory statement clearly seeks to mislead voters on the true nature of IP-17
and must not be allowed to be published in the voters pamphlet. 

Thank you for your consideration. 

Josh Kulla
Gresham, OR

mailto:doomwall@protonmail.com
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From: Groundresonance
To: SOS Elections * SOS
Subject: BM114
Date: Thursday, July 28, 2022 11:32:15 AM
Attachments: image.png

Sincerely,
Bob Higgs
Cottage Grove, OR

mailto:bobchiggs@gmail.com
mailto:Elections.SOS@sos.oregon.gov



From: David L. Van Riper
To: SOS Elections * SOS
Subject: Voter"s guide for IP 17, now ballot measure 114
Date: Thursday, July 28, 2022 11:59:24 AM

RE: Voter’s guide for IP 17, Now ballot measure 114
 
The explanatory statement is seriously flawed.
 
The statement refused to acknowledge that most modern
shotguns will be banned under this measure. That is NOT
speculation.
 
The statement falsely claims that the database of gun
permit applicants is exempt from public disclosure. That
must not be allowed to remain in the statement.
 
The statement ignores the lack of training facilities or
people qualified to provide the training. This is a
critical element of the measure.
 
The statement misleads voters about the live fire
requirements.
 
The statement ignores the complete lack of funding for
this expensive measure.
 
The statement fails to clarify many mandates that will
be created later by the Oregon State Police without
public input.
 
 
David L. Van Riper ChFC,  RIC
14800 SW Pleasant Valley Road
Beaverton, Oregon 97007
Office 503.628.0609
Email  dvr.cfp@upwardaccess.com
 

mailto:dvr.cfp@upwardaccess.com
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From: Jason Schuster
To: SOS Elections * SOS
Subject: IP 17/Measure 114
Date: Thursday, July 28, 2022 12:32:51 PM

Dear SOS Representative,

Thank you for your service and time spent reviewing my letter.  I wanted to write and
expressed my numerous concerns as they related to IP 17/ Measure 114.

There are significant flaws in the explanatory statement, including but not limited to:
The statement misleads and omits several significant items that would be of concern to voters
regarding the lack of the training facilities and instructors that the measure alludes to. This is
one of the most critical portions of the measure, and it fails to explain the implications and
path to implementation of these items. 
The statement does nothing to specify the firearms that would be outright banned by this
measure, namely many many modern standard shotguns. This is blatantly misleading to the
voters.  
The statement insinuates that the database of gun permit applicants is exempt from public
disclosure. The voter deserves to know about the privacy implications of the measure, and this
portion is also very misleading.

Thank you for reviewing these concerns.

Sincerely,
Jason Schuster
Beaverton, OR

mailto:jasonwschuster@gmail.com
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From: Kyle Ward
To: SOS Elections * SOS
Subject: Ballot measure 114
Date: Thursday, July 28, 2022 12:42:54 PM

To whom it may concern;

In reference to ballot measure 114 the explanatory statement is seriously flawed. This
statement refused to acknowledge the most modern shotguns we band under this
measure.

This statement falsely claims that the gun database of permit applicants is exempt from
public disclosure. This is completely erroneous and is being pushed forth under False
pretenses.

Bella measure 14 ignores the lack of training facilities, or people qualified  to provide the
training required to obtain a new firearm. And through a loophole of their own precludes
first time buyers from demonstrating their proficiency with firearms since they have no
ability to produce a firearm. This is entirely misleading.

Additionally, ballot measure 114 completely ignores the lack of funding for this exorbitant
and expensive measure. This is poorly and hastily written at best.

And finally, Ballot measure 114 those to clarify the mandates that will be created by the
Oregon State police without public input. This is an utter and complete failure of the
publics trust. 

Kyle Ward
Firefighter/EMT/US Army veteran

mailto:stachyman36@yahoo.com
mailto:Elections.SOS@sos.oregon.gov


From: ROBERT HOLLISTER
To: SOS Elections * SOS
Subject: IP 17
Date: Thursday, July 28, 2022 1:20:13 PM

Dear madam Secretary, 

please look @ the Mayor of Portland and recent data on crimes.

Its not a legal gun owner doing the crimes, its the people with criminal history, repeat
offenders and felons.

Heres the link.
https://www.koin.com/news/crime/average-homicide-suspect-had-been-arrested-6-
times-prior-report-says/

to have this measure even on the ballot is a kick in the face of the underprivileged,
the legal gun owners, and minorities trying to protect themselves from a failed justice
system, that just catches and releases criminals to wreak havoc on a once beautiful
city and state.

This initiative puts Oregonians at high risk by infringing on their 2nd Amendment right
to protect themselves against these criminals which we know don't follow laws
anyway.
This is not Good for Oregon and Allowing it to be on the ballot puts every Oregonian
at risk, its your job to ensure that no measures on the ballot could case harm to an
individual or oppress a class of people by discriminating by this measure.

I am sure you will get data and feedback from the CJC zoom meeting this morning.

Please review and you will see this is not a safe measure to be voted on.

Thank You

mailto:rphollister@comcast.net
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From: Todd
To: SOS Elections * SOS
Subject: IP 17 / Ballot Measure 114 Explanatory Statement
Date: Thursday, July 28, 2022 2:26:09 PM

The explanatory statement is seriously flawed and misleading, and thus I object to it
in it's current form.

The statement refused to acknowledge that most modern shotguns will be banned
under this measure. That is NOT speculation.

The statement falsely claims that the database of gun permit applicants is exempt
from public disclosure. That must not be allowed to remain in the statement.

The statement ignores the lack of training facilities or people qualified to provide the
training. This is a critical element of the measure.

The statement misleads voters about the live fire requirements.

The statement ignores the complete lack of funding for this expensive measure.

The statement fails to clarify many mandates that will be created later by the Oregon
State Police without public input.

I urge you correct these statements before presenting them on the ballot.

Respectfully,

Todd Tallan
Salem, OR

mailto:tmtall99@yahoo.com
mailto:Elections.SOS@sos.oregon.gov


From: Dan Duffy
To: SOS Elections * SOS
Subject: IP 17 Comments
Date: Thursday, July 28, 2022 2:36:07 PM

We are emailing comments on IP 17 and ask that they be included in any statements published in
the voters’ guide. Thank you.
 
Patricia and Dan Duffy
32526 Doolittle Rd
Cottage Grove, OR
 
Our comments are:
 

The measure outright bans the new purchase of most
sporting shotguns because of the magazine capacity limit.
Most shotguns which have tubular magazines can hold more
than 10 “mini shells” making them illegal to purchase. This
will have a profound effect on youth trap and skeet shooting
in Oregon.
 
The measure requires live fire training before a person can
apply for a permit to purchase a firearm. There are virtually
no facilities that will be available for this training.
 
The measure only allows those approved by police to provide
the required “training” to apply for a permit. Police in Oregon
are underfunded and understaffed. There is no plan in place
to actually provide any training and virtually no rural police
have the facilities or manpower to provide classes. Police in
urban areas are already not responding to most violent
crimes.
 
There are no exceptions for the required permit for Federally
licensed dealers or law enforcement.
 
The Oregon State Sheriff’s Association has estimated that if
a person somehow could complete the required training, the
permitting process would cost sheriffs almost
$40,000,000.00 annually. There is nothing in the measure
that provides any funding and the fees included would not
come close to covering the costs. There is no estimate on
the cost or impact on small local police departments.

mailto:outlook_1B564031786E8124@outlook.com
mailto:Elections.SOS@sos.oregon.gov


 
While the measure caps the cost for a permit, there are no
caps on the costs for the required training, which is unlikely
to be available anyway. This will mostly affect low income
communities. 
 
The measure requires that the required class (taught only by
“law enforcement approved” trainers) include training on
state and federal law, transfers and storage, and the “impact
of suicide on the country as a whole.” There is no indication
of who would be qualified to instruct on these issues or how
they become approved.
 
The measure requires that a sheriff or local police
department issue a permit within 30 days after an approved
background check has been completed by the State Police.
But there is NO limit on how long the State Police can take
to complete the background check and NO penalties if they
do not complete it. There are no estimates of the cost of
these checks to the State Police.
 
The measure requires a public list of persons who attempt to
purchase firearms. 
 
The measure creates a whole new category of victimless
crimes at time when the police are grossly underfunded and
real criminals are being released onto our streets.
 
The measure requires a permit from local police (which may
be impossible to get) just to apply for permission from the
Oregon State Police simply to buy a firearm. But it also
removes the one safeguard that protects gun buyers if the
State Police do not complete their background check. 
 
State and Federal law allow the transfer of a firearm if the
State Police don’t complete a background check in 3
business days. This measure removes that safeguard. So a
single mom with threats against her and her children could
literally wait forever to get permission to get a home defense
firearm.
 



From: Steven Souza
To: SOS Elections * SOS
Subject: IP 17 Explanatory Statement
Date: Thursday, July 28, 2022 2:37:57 PM

This proposal is clearly in violation of the 2nd Amendment of the United States Constitution and if passed because
of the deceptive explanatory statement that was crafted by only the anti firearms committee members it will be a
stain on the reputations of those individuals. If this measure passes Oregon should end up in the courts until it is
struck down as unconstitutional.

Steven Souza
ssouza99@comcast.net

mailto:ssouza99@comcast.net
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From: Dan Duffy
To: SOS Elections * SOS
Subject: IP 17/Ballot Measure 114 Explanatory Statement
Date: Thursday, July 28, 2022 2:42:17 PM

We strongly object to the Explanatory Statement provided for IP 17/Ballot Measure 114 for the
following reasons noted below. Thank you.
 
Patricia & Dan Duffy
32526 Doolittle Rd
Cottage Grove, OR 97424
 
The explanatory statement is seriously flawed.
 
The statement refused to acknowledge that most modern
shotguns will be banned under this measure. That is NOT
speculation.
 
The statement falsely claims that the database of gun
permit applicants is exempt from public disclosure. That
must not be allowed to remain in the statement.
 
The statement ignores the lack of training facilities or
people qualified to provide the training. This is a
critical element of the measure.
 
The statement misleads voters about the live fire
requirements.
 
The statement ignores the complete lack of funding for
this expensive measure.
 
The statement fails to clarify many mandates that will
be created later by the Oregon State Police without
public input.
 
 
 
 
Sent from Mail for Windows
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From: Richard Weaver
To: SOS Elections * SOS
Subject: IP 17, now ballot measure 114.
Date: Thursday, July 28, 2022 3:05:44 PM

To whom it may concern,

The whole statement was designed to confuse and mislead voters
and is totally unacceptable .

The explanatory statement is seriously flawed.

The statement refused to acknowledge that most modern
shotguns will be banned under this measure. That is NOT
speculation.

The statement falsely claims that the database of gun permit
applicants is exempt from public disclosure. That must not be
allowed to remain in the statement.

The statement ignores the lack of training facilities or people
qualified to provide the training. This is a critical element of the
measure.

The statement misleads voters about the live fire requirements.

The statement ignores the complete lack of funding for this
expensive measure.

The statement fails to clarify many mandates that will be created
later by the Oregon State Police without public input.

Very concerned VOTER
Richard Weaver

mailto:boodsdad@centurytel.net
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From: Jenna Wehrer
To: SOS Elections * SOS
Subject: IP17 explanatory statement issues
Date: Thursday, July 28, 2022 3:15:28 PM

I have the following concerns about IP17. The explanatory statement is seriously flawed. It
must not be allowed to be published in its current form. 

The statement refused to acknowledge that most modern shotguns will be banned under this
measure. That is NOT speculation.

The statement falsely claims that the database of gun permit applicants is exempt from public
disclosure. That must not be allowed to remain in the statement.

The statement ignores the lack of training facilities or people qualified to provide the training.
This is a critical element of the measure.

The statement misleads voters about the live fire requirements.

The statement ignores the complete lack of funding for this expensive measure.

The statement fails to clarify many mandates that will be created later by the Oregon State
Police without public input.

Jenna

mailto:jennawehrer@gmail.com
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From: Steven P
To: SOS Elections * SOS
Subject: IP17 Feedback
Date: Thursday, July 28, 2022 3:21:25 PM

Hello,

I am writing today to provide comments on the proposed IP17 / BM114. 

I am very concerned that the explanatory statement is seriously flawed and will cause an
undue burden for those seeking home protection or sporting purposes. 

By the definition in the statement, nearly all modern shotguns will be banned due to accepting
shells as small as mini-shells putting nearly all modern shotguns over the magazine restriction,
as magazine tubes are not removable. There are claims of lever actions being exempt, but most
shotguns are not lever action and instead pump action.

The requirement for classes and training before being able to purchase has no funding or
enforcement for providing these classes or live fire training exercises. This will cause a large
burden on poor and minority communities, if they are offered classes in their area at all. 

Additionally you cannot satisfy a live fire competency test without owning a firearm to take to
a live fire exercise. Not every firearm is for every person and there is great danger in certifying
someone on a weapon they may not be able to purchase or afford.

Giving police unlimited ability to require any information they want when approving someone
for a permit provides enormous potential for abuse and can result in selective approvals for a
select few.

Publishing gun permit applicant database information to the public is very dangerous as it will
create a map of every house to break into for firearms. 

Sincerely,

Steven P

mailto:mail@powersst.com
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From: Mickey Walker
To: SOS Elections * SOS
Subject: Ballot measure 114
Date: Thursday, July 28, 2022 4:21:00 PM

To whom it may concern:

In my 60 years in being involved in politics, I have never witnessed the construction and apparent approval of a
ballot measure that is so misleading.
This measure and any implementation thereof, is a gross misappropriation of taxpayer dollars, will severely impact
the security of people of color and poor people, not to mention it is wholly unconstitutional on it's face. 
Because of the vagueness of the measure, in application, non-specific funding, discriminatory ramifications and
apparent authority given to the Oregon State Police, this measure is designed to deceive most Oregonians, except for
a few very jaded individuals. As a student of history, shades of Nazi Germany come to mind.   I ask that you please
send this document back to a committee to be rewritten so full and transparent disclosure can be achieved and
Oregonians can vote on this measure with eyes wide open.

Thank you for your attention to this matter.

Sent from T.J.Troutt
my iPad

mailto:mickeywalker03@gmail.com
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From: RyanPM
To: SOS Elections * SOS
Subject: Ballot measure 114
Date: Thursday, July 28, 2022 5:29:49 PM

Hello.
I just wanted to inform you that the ballot measure 114 is a violation of the bill of rights
and furthermore it is incomplete, misleading and contains many false sentences.
Good luck passing it as it will surely be the downfall of your career. 
Win lose or draw it won't stand up to legal criticism and will be just enough to expose
the corruption that is the State of Oregon.
The republicans will gain seats. You will be prosecuted. The State will revert to it's
means like natural law dictates.

Have a nice day crook.

RyanPM

mailto:ryanpm@startmail.com
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From: Scott Verhines
To: SOS Elections * SOS
Subject: IP 17 initiative response.
Date: Thursday, July 28, 2022 6:13:15 PM

I’ve got to tell you guys and gals that i am absolutely blown away! This initiative has more holes then Swiss cheese.
One thing I would like to point out is that we have one self proclaimed firearms instructor and one federal firearms
license holder on this committee which is to me absolutely unbelievable that you are allowing this to proceed and
not only that are participating in it. You’ve got to know on his face that a so-called high-capacity magazine band is
“unenforceable” there are no distinguishable markings on magazines that will till law enforcement whether they
were purchased pre-or post ban. Who is the burden of proof upon law-enforcement or the person in possession of the
magazine? Let me throw out a hypothetical. if I purchase 100 magazines today and save the receipt How will law
enforcement be able to tell If these are the actual magazines? There’s no physical markings on the magazines! In
other words I can purchase today 100 magazines Even 100 round drum’s then I can drive them to Oregon and show
a receipt of magazines that were purchased previously. How will law-enforcement tell These magazinesthese
magazines were purchased post band? you’re all living in a fantasy world! I can’t believe there’s a firearms safety
instructor granted part time, and a FFL holder on this committee that are actually entertaining this BS.  But be that
as it may. The Oregon State Police can barely keep up with background checks I should know because I have been
postponed for four months now. I have purchased mini firearms in Oregon I’ve lived here for many years all of a
sudden I’ve been postponed for almost 4 months. Why is this? So now you want to depend upon the Oregon State
police to provide background checks for licenses to purchase firearms. It’s quite obvious to me that you have all
gone completely insane. Yours very truly and sincerely Scott Verhines White city Oregon.
Sent from my iPhone

mailto:verhinesscott@yahoo.com
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SOS Elections * SOS

From: Donald Stee <ss336@greydigger.com>
Sent: Thursday, July 28, 2022 6:40 PM
To: SOS Elections * SOS
Subject: New gun law

I feel that this law is to stringent on law abiding citizens. Most of the shootings and murders are caused by persons who 
don't obey the law and won't obey this one. The only people being penalized are people like myself who has been a 
hunter all his life served 8 and half yrs defending this country. And now you tell me that was all for naught. Get the 
people off the street who are carrying these weapons and causing all the deaths, robberies and assaults. I am not 
pleased with this bill at all. 

Don Stee 



From: Ron Duncan
To: SOS Elections * SOS
Subject: Ballot measure public comment
Date: Thursday, July 28, 2022 7:17:14 PM

On IP 17 I can see where it could put a significant financial burden on police agencies
requiring them to provide and administer firearms training to the general public.  There are
currently no public training facilities operated by law enforcement for training civilians.  It
would be very expensive to get a program like this started and operated.  

Also many parts of IP 17 may not be constitutional.  I am not just referring to the recent
supreme court decision, there have been several appeals court decisions on the banning of high
capacity that were found unconstitutional.  If this passes, who picks up the legal costs for
defending IP 17 in court?  Would it not be the taxpayers of Oregon?  This will certainly be
challenged in court.  

Along this line IP17 certainly will ban a large number of firearms that are in common use and
extremely popular among competitive shooters, casual shooters, and hunters.  It will make it
nearly impossible to introduce new people into competitive shooting.  

Also what IP 17 intends to ban is far more than modern sporting rifles.  Some of the vague
descriptions could just as easily apply to many types of firearms.  Take for instance, a lot of
pump and semi auto shotguns with tubular mags will hold far more than 10 rounds without
any modifications, nor is there any way to reduce the mag capacity.  

None of this is mentioned in the statement, it is very misleading.  It should be mentioned this
measure will be costly to police agencies, will affect many shooting sports, and be very costly
to taxpayers in defending this measure in court should it pass because of its
questionable constitutionality.  

mailto:diverron130@gmail.com
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From: Tim Durkee
To: SOS Elections * SOS
Subject: Objection to ballot measure 114
Date: Thursday, July 28, 2022 7:46:46 PM

I strongly object to measure 114 based on the fact that it is misleading and unconstitutional.
The bill proposes a “permit” to buy a firearm in addition to background check.  Owning and
purchasing firearms is a constitutional right, which means that no “permit” to own or
purchase is necessary, it’s a right!
We already have background checks and the bill misleads people into thinking that you can
still buy a firearm in Oregon without a background check, which isn’t correct.  Even to buy
private party you still need a background check.
The bill falsely claims that the database of gun permit applications is exempt from public
disclosure.  My personal information should not be made public, especially in regards to
firearms.  Again, it’s my constitutional right and of no one else’s concern.
The measure ignores the lack of training facilities or people qualified to provide the training.
There is no mention of where the funding would come from to pay for all the changes.
It fails to clarify the many mandates that will be created later by the Oregon State Police
without public input.
According to his measure, most shotguns would be banned.

This bill would violate the rights of every law abiding citizen in Oregon who wants to purchase a
firearm.  Moreover, it seriously restricts, in an ambiguous way, the types of firearms that would be
legal to own, use, transport etc.
 
Thank you for acknowledgement.
 
Tim
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From: Matt Dapkus
To: SOS Elections * SOS
Subject: IP 17 Explanatory Statement
Date: Thursday, July 28, 2022 7:48:26 PM
Attachments: IP 17 Explanatory Statement Corrections.PNG
Importance: High

Please see attached file with critical changes needed to the IP 17 Explanatory Statement.  Voters
need to be aware of how passage of the measure may impact them in a practical sense.  As a
Democrat, I’m keenly aware of that important aspect of Democracy!

Thanks,
Matt
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From: William Hoskins
To: SOS Elections * SOS
Subject: ballot measure 114
Date: Thursday, July 28, 2022 9:12:44 PM

It is outrageous that the opponents comments on this measure where
disregarded by the committee. The way the measure is written it is
contradictory, confusing, inaccurate, technically incorrect, and will
have no effect on "gun violence" since criminals by definition do not
obey laws and will continue their criminal actions You show your
contempt for millions of law abiding citizens who have a right to
defend themselves which is more important than ever with the democrat
party refusing to take action to  arrest, prosecute, convict and
sentence criminals.During my career in criminal justice I dealt with
thousands of criminals and know the only deterrent and the at least
temporary end of crime is long prison terms.   William Hoskins,
Retired Warden  Mississippi State Penitentiary  Parchman
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From: Anthony Bartolini
To: SOS Elections * SOS
Subject: Initiative 17 (IP17)
Date: Thursday, July 28, 2022 9:27:29 PM

Dear Oregon legislature and comittee,

Please review these below points in regards to IP17 and it's literature. Many things are unclear
and appear to have a heavy hidden agenda. 

The explanatory statement is quite flawed.
Please see the example(s) below...

The statement refused to acknowledge that
most modern shotguns will be banned under
this measure. That is NOT speculation.

The statement falsely claims that the
database of gun permit applicants is
exempt from public disclosure. That must
not be allowed to remain in the statement.

The

The statement ignores the lack of training
facilities or people qualified to provide
the training. This is a critical element
of the measure.

The statement misleads voters about the
live fire requirements.

The statement ignores the complete lack of
funding for this expensive measure.

The statement fails to clarify many 
mandates that will be created later by the 
Oregon State Police without public input.

Thank you for your consideration.
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From: Zane Frey
To: SOS Elections * SOS
Subject: IP 17
Date: Thursday, July 28, 2022 10:37:09 PM

As a constituent and supporter of the Second Amendment I am emailing you today to demand
that you OPPOSE the proposed Magazine Ban, permit to purchase and registration. The
current bill being discussed is IP 17

Yet again peaceable individuals are being scapegoated and punished for the actions of others.
Yet again, LEVO is incapable of doing anything besides reaching for tired, old, and failed
policies which abuse the natural rights of their constituents. 

I demand that you oppose ANY bans, permits or registration of firearms and encourage your
colleagues to do the same. 

This bill will do only disproportionately affect poor people from being able to defend
themselves by forcing them to take a class for their natural right to defend themselves and will
also delay those rights by making OSP be in charge of the permitting process

mailto:zane451.zfb@gmail.com
mailto:Elections.SOS@sos.oregon.gov


From: Bob Wampler
To: SOS Elections * SOS
Subject: Ballet Measure 114 Statement
Date: Thursday, July 28, 2022 10:48:40 PM

The explanatory statement is seriously flawed.

The statement refused to acknowledge that most modern
shotguns will be banned under this measure. That is NOT
speculation.

The statement falsely claims that the database of gun
permit applicants is exempt from public disclosure. That
must not be allowed to remain in the statement.

The statement ignores the lack of training facilities or
people qualified to provide the training. This is a
critical element of the measure.

The statement misleads voters about the live fire
requirements.

The statement ignores the complete lack of funding for
this expensive measure.

The statement fails to clarify many mandates that will
be created later by the Oregon State Police without
public input. 

Bob Wampler

Sent from my iPad
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