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From: Sen Prozanski

To: DeJong Annola
Subject: FW: written testimony on sb347
Date: Thursday, April 04, 2013 10:52:27 AM

Written testimony

From: ROCKY SUE ANN WARDLE [mailto:rswardle@msn.com]
Sent: Thursday, April 04, 2013 10:51 AM

To: Sen Prozanski

Subject: written testimony on sb347

Committee members:

As a very concerned lifetime Oregon citizen, | am wanting you to remember your oath
to uphold the constitution and in doing so think real hard about the definition to the word
infringed. It is only used once in the constitution, and as we all know it is in the 2nd
Amendment. The right to bear arms shall not be infringed. That is a very clear statement.

The Supreme Court ruled in Heller, the right to bear arms is an individual right for self
protection.

With the above statements in mind. SB347 infringes on my right to bear arms, which
you have no legal right to do.

Also for the life of me | can not understand why anyone would create a place were the only
gun in there would be a bad one. Do you really think, and | mean think, that a law that says,
no guns in schools is going to stop some one with criminal intentions from entering? No, it
only stops the law abiding citizen, making it the safest place for the criminal to do there act.

Having a sign on a school that reads, LAW ABIDING CITIZENS MAY CARRY GUNS, or NO
GUNS ALLOWED, which school is a criminal more likely to enter to do harm?

You government officials have to stop restraining the law abiding citizen, remember
criminals do not abide the law!

Thank You for

your time
Rocky Wardle
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