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Certainly! Here is a condensed version of the opposition report on Oregon HB 3075, 

keeping it under 4000 characters: 

 

--- 

 

### **Opposition to Oregon HB 3075: A Critical Examination of Firearm Permit 

Provisions** 

 

#### **Introduction** 

 

Oregon House Bill 3075 (HB 3075) modifies the firearm permit provisions introduced 

by Ballot Measure 114 (2022), altering the process for obtaining a firearm purchase 

permit. While aimed at improving public safety, critics argue that the bill infringes 

upon Second Amendment rights, imposes unnecessary burdens on gun owners, and 

could lead to unintended consequences. This report highlights the key concerns with 

HB 3075. 

 

#### **1. Constitutional Concerns: Second Amendment Rights** 

 

The Second Amendment guarantees citizens the right to keep and bear arms. 

Opponents argue that HB 3075 imposes additional barriers that may infringe on this 

fundamental right. 

 

**A. Burdens on Gun Ownership**   

The bill's extended processing time (60 days instead of 30) and increased fees could 

create significant obstacles for law-abiding citizens seeking to exercise their right to 

own firearms. These delays and financial burdens, particularly for lower-income 

individuals, could effectively restrict access to firearms for self-defense, which 

undermines constitutional rights. 

 

**B. Disproportionate Impact**   

For many, gun ownership is essential for personal protection, especially in rural areas 

with limited law enforcement resources. HB 3075's additional requirements could 

disproportionately impact these individuals by making it harder to legally obtain 

firearms. 

 



#### **2. Increased Fees and Financial Burdens** 

 

HB 3075 proposes raising the fees for both initial firearm permit applications and 

renewals. While intended to cover administrative costs and background checks, 

these increased fees could impose financial hardship. 

 

**A. Impact on Low-Income Individuals**   

Raising fees could exclude those from lower-income backgrounds who rely on 

firearms for personal defense. The increased cost of obtaining a permit may create 

an unnecessary financial barrier to responsible gun ownership. 

 

**B. Funding Transparency**   

Opponents question whether the collected fees will be used effectively to improve 

public safety. Without transparency in how the funds are allocated, the increased 

costs may not lead to better background checks or public safety outcomes. 

 

#### **3. Extended Processing Times: Delays in Access to Firearms** 

 

HB 3075 extends the timeline for issuing a permit from 30 to 60 days. While aimed at 

thorough background checks, this extension may delay citizens' access to firearms 

when they are needed most. 

 

**A. Self-Defense Concerns**   

Firearm ownership is closely tied to the ability to defend oneself, especially in 

situations where threats are immediate. Extending the processing time could leave 

citizens vulnerable to criminal activity during the waiting period. 

 

**B. Inefficient Bureaucracy**   

The 60-day processing period could increase bureaucratic inefficiency, offering little 

in terms of public safety benefits. A delay in issuing permits may frustrate applicants 

and deter them from legally obtaining firearms. 

 

#### **4. Firearm Training Requirements: Alternatives to Traditional Courses** 

 

The bill allows alternatives to traditional firearm safety courses to fulfill training 

requirements. While this provides flexibility, opponents argue it may compromise 

training quality. 

 

**A. Inadequate Training**   

Alternative training programs may not offer the same level of comprehensive 

instruction as formal safety courses. Poorly trained gun owners could inadvertently 

increase the risk of firearm accidents, undermining the bill's goal of improving public 

safety. 

 



**B. Loopholes and Inconsistency**   

The flexibility in training requirements could lead to inconsistencies and loopholes. 

Without standardized, enforced training, some individuals may bypass essential 

firearm safety education, creating potential hazards. 

 

 


