
The Right to Bear Arms in Oregon's 
Constitution 
Article 1, Section 27  

Introduction 
The right to bear arms is a fundamental aspect of Oregon's constitution. Enshrined in 
Article 1, Section 27, this provision provides the people of Oregon with the right to arm 
themselves for both personal defense and the defense of the state. This article will explore 
the text and implications of this constitutional right. 

Text of Article 1, Section 27 
The precise wording of Article 1, Section 27, of the Oregon Constitution is as follows: 

“The people shall have the right to bear arms for the defense [sic] of themselves, and the 
State, but the Military shall be kept in strict subordination to the civil power.” 

This section is notable for its explicit recognition of the people's right to bear arms and the 
emphasis on maintaining civilian control over military forces. 

Historical Context 
Oregon's constitutional provision for the right to bear arms has roots in the broader 
American tradition of gun rights, which dates back to the colonial era and the founding of 
the United States. The language used in Oregon's constitution reflects the framers' 
intention to safeguard individual liberties while ensuring that military power remains 
subordinate to civilian authority. 

Implications of the Provision 
The right to bear arms in Oregon serves multiple purposes. Primarily, it allows individuals to 
protect themselves against threats and maintain personal security. Additionally, it 
empowers citizens to defend the state if necessary. The clause ensuring the military's 
subordination to civil authority helps prevent the rise of tyrannical power and underscores 
the importance of civilian governance. 



Comparison with Federal Second Amendment 
While Oregon's constitution guarantees the right to bear arms, it is essential to compare 
this provision with the Second Amendment of the United States Constitution. Both texts 
affirm the right to bear arms, but they are interpreted and applied differently across various 
jurisdictions. Understanding these nuances is crucial for comprehending the broader legal 
landscape of gun rights in America. 

Contemporary Issues and Debates 
The right to bear arms remains a contentious issue in Oregon, as it does across the United 
States. Debates often center around the balance between individual freedoms and public 
safety, with discussions on gun control measures, background checks, and restrictions on 
certain types of firearms. These debates reflect ongoing tensions between maintaining 
constitutional rights and addressing societal concerns. 

Conclusion 
Article 1, Section 27, of the Oregon Constitution affirms the people's right to bear arms for 
defense and emphasizes civilian control over the military. This provision is a critical 
element of Oregon's legal framework, reflecting historical values and continuing to 
influence contemporary discussions on gun rights and public safety. 

 

   This foundational statement reflects the early American commitment to ensuring that 
citizens have the means to defend themselves and their communities. It underscores the 
necessity of a "well regulated Militia" which, in the eyes of the framers, was integral to the 
security and freedom of the state. This federal provision has been the subject of extensive 
legal interpretation and debate, shaping gun rights discourse at both national and state 
levels. 

The Second Amendment to the U.S. Constitution 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. 

 

 


