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March 20, 2014

Joint Committee on Judiciary
Legislative Office Building
Room 2500
Hartford, CT 06106

Dear Senator Coleman, Representative Tong, and Members of the Judiciary 
Committee;

I wish to voice my opposition of raised bill 7028, specifically Sec. 23 and Sec. 24.

Sec. 23  
I oppose granting parole officers unlimited access by electronic means to validate a 
parolee's sponsor's permit to the carry a pistol or revolver, long gun eligibility 
certificate and or ammunition certificate. I strongly oppose any recommendations or 
amendments that would grant parole officers/department of corrections access to the 
Connecticut Firearms Database/Registry. Access to this information must be protected, 
a simple search can reveal firearms that are registered to a particular address, and 
could quite possibly reveal firearms that are registered to other people when dealing 
with multiple unit dwellings. If I'm living in a multi family house on one floor and because 
someone living on another floor wishes to sponsors a parolee, the parole officer should 
not have access to my firearms make, model and serial number information. I find the 
statement, in the department of corrections deputy Director's written testimony that 
"Parolee access to firearms is considered a risk to both Parole Officers and Connecticut 
residents."  Very Alarming. A parolee that is such a high risk that parole officers are 1

fearful that there maybe a gun in the house, when they perform a home visit, and 
cannot rely on the parolees sponsors affirmation that there are no firearms in the home, 
SHOULDN'T BE PAROLED.

Sec. 24
I oppose mandating permit holders to present their permit upon request without a 
reasonable articulated suspicion of a crime. This was added back in 1988 with public 
act 88–128, when during off hours a person's permit could not be validated. This often 
resulted with police having to take the firearm into custody until the person presented 
their permit.  Currently, not carrying your permit is an infraction of $35, but if passed not 2

producing your permit on demand can result in arrest for interfering with the police 
investigation. With the mainstream of technology and multiple databases available to 
law enforcement, all within seconds of a radio transmission to their dispatch center this 
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statue is moot to its original intentions. The current language associated with this bill in 
sec. 24, appears that for no other reason a police officer can and will approach lawful 
people and demand to see their permits to carry a handgun or revolver. Connecticut 
permits the carrying of a firearm, that are legally possessed, other laws prevent 
convicted felons from possessing guns and the default standard should not be is that a 
felon in possession of a firearm. The mere presence of a firearm for lawful purposes 
does not constitute and fails to give rise to reasonable suspicion.3

I truly thank you for the opportunity to submit my written testimony and for your time. 

 
Sincerely,
Ray Bevis 
19 Brookdale St. 
Wolcott, CT 06716
(203) 879-0697 
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